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POW/MIA POLICY AND PROCESS 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1991 

c - U.S. Senate, 

bELECT Committee ON POW/MIA Affairs, 
mv . Washington, DC. 

216 at 9 a.m., in room SH- 

Senators Kerry Smith. McCain. Brown, Grassley, Kohl. 
Helms, Kassebaum, Reid, Robb, and Daschle. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN F. KERRY. A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE 
STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 

^ ^ Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney, 

wt Stw ti,!!’?® ‘■f a. aonstramts and we are very appreciative of 
time to be here m a signal of his concern and of the 
administration s attachment of importance to this issue. 

comments, since this is 
Committee, and then we will 

®^"^oment to say something about the task 
that brings us here. Perhaps the best way to explain why we are 

seYte a femilVtW ® Massachu- 

setts, a lainily that lost a son off the coast of Vietnam in 1968 No 

body w^ found, no one saw the saUor killed, he simply disai^ 
j^ared. haye met with that family on seyeral occasions, right up ' 

unusual POW/MIA femiR 
They are basically very trusting people, patriotic people They have 

have^doubtr^^ Government and its institutions, but they 

^ P cryptic and frustrating conversations with 
SiEntLa / Government, of missing medical records, of items 
disappearing from their son s file, and of reports from independent 
son has been sighted and that he is alive.^ 

I interested in national attention. They are in- 

r “ alive. They tell me we nJ^d 

want to know what hap- 
POW/MIA families obviously d^ 


POW/MIA families obviously d^ 
tKila fv? f d^rve to know, not just some, but e4ry- 

thing that we know as a Government about what happened to their 
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loved ones, and they deserve our continued best efforts to obtain 
new information, through human and electronic intelligence, and 
through hard-nosed discussions with the governments of boutheast 
Asia, and through expanded contacts between Americans and the 
people who live in that part of the world. .u * .u 

A^ove all, they deserve a Government that not only says that the 
POW/MIA issue is the highest national priority, they deserve^to be 
able to believe that we act every single day of our lives as if that is 
in fact, the case. Now, the members of this committee are very well 
aware of the expectations that have been stirred up by the pros^ct 
of this investigation. There are those who may be looking for this 
committee to do the impossible, to bring back to hfe those who 
were truly lost, or to uncover soine hidden file where all of the an- 
swers to all of the unanswered questions are secretly stored. 

Others may expect this committee to run into a brick wall ot ob- 
structionism from the executive branch, or somehow become a tool 
for conspiracy mongers, witch hunters, and crackpots. We have 
other intentions. And I think that most Americans, including most 
POW/MIA families, have a more realistic expectation; they under- 
stand the difficulty of the task that we face and the uncertainty of 
the results. They do not expect us to perform miracles. They do not 
expect us to assume the role or to carry out the functions that can 
only be performed by the executive branch of Government. 

They do exp^ us, however, to approach this job seriously, pro- 
fessionally, objectively, comprehensively, and immediately. They 
expect us to lay out in a way that all Americans can understand, 
without a -lot of mumbo-jurabo about classified informationr exactly 
where we ifand on the POW/MIA issue today, im plain English.- 
They want to know how many Americans are still unaccounted for, 
not just technically, but really unaccounted for, and who they are 
and what do we know about their cases. u * u 

They want to know whether we have a system in place that will 
respond quickly and effectively to any credible evidence that Amer- 
icans are being held captive, and they want to know who' deter- 
mines that evidence, and how it is determined to be credible, and 
what the criteria are that are used. They want to know whether 
the level of resources we are devoting to the i^ue corres^nds to 
its importance, and whether we are really treating it as a high na- 
tional priority or as a slogan. ■ c 

They want to know whether Vietnam is still withholding inior- 
mation about Americans from us and, if so, how do we know that 
and what can we do about it, and when will full cooperation w 
forthcoming. They want to see anyone who is out there who is 
toying with the hopes of MIA families by manufacturing evidence, 
doctoring photos, or intentionally spreading false rumors, thrown 
into jail. And they want to know whether they can trust what all 
of us tell them— all of us, as part of our Government. 

We are here because almost 19 years after the formal termina- 
tion of the war in Vietnam, a part of that war is still ym, much 
with us. Nineteen years after the official departure, the POW/MIA 
issue still haunts America, raising doubts about our Government, 
about our commitment, and about past actions taken or not taken. 
We are here because we are compelled to be here by the need to 
keep faith with our own values as individuals and our commitment 
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as a country, and because we have a duty to seek the answers and 
to make clear that we have done everything within our power to 
rind those answers. 

_ The POW/MIA issue is not a made-up issue. It is not something 
Congress sought out or gave life to. It is before us today precisely 
because it has a life of its own, and it has a life of its own for many 
reasons, because some believe in certain evidence that has yet to be 
put to the test, because not all communications have been handled 
as well as they might have been, because absent information to the 
contrary, it is impossible not to hold onto hope, because of compli- 
cated feeli^s about the war itself, because questions have not been 
answered. For a host of reasons, it is an issue with a life of its own 
It is the subject now of the U.S. Senate Select Committee because 
tamilies, friends, and fellow soldiers have refused to let their con- 
cerns die, and b^use they feel so strongly that there are legiti- 
mate unanswered questions. 

'Hie task of this committee, therefore, over the next year is clear. 
It IS to prove to all concerned that we will leave no stone unturned 
no question unasked, and no effort unexplored in order to try to 
resolve this issue. Some might ask what will make this different 
from prior efforts if, indeed,- it can be. I am convinced that it al- 
ready is different, and that everything about our effort will be dif- 
lerent as we proceed from here. 

First of all, it is the first formal U.S. Senate authorized investiga- 
tion with appropriate investigative power and resources. Second 
we begin with the advantage of building on the hard work of prior ' 
House and Senate inquiries. Third, we have” already succeeded in 
working out ground^rules with the Department of Defense that are 
ditterent and which will produce significant cooperation, which 
many believe h^ been hard to come by or absent in the past. 

lam assured by the Secretary of Defense and those working with 
him that documents and personnel will be made available and that 
we will work jointly and cooperatively to declassify significant 
amounts of information. That is also different than before. In addi- 
tion, there is agrwment today which has not existed previously 
that the entire POW/MIA process itself must open up significantly 
in order to diminish the potential for conspiracy theory or reality 
1 appreciate Swretaiy Cheney's and Assistant Secretary Cari 
rord s and Gen. John Vessey's commitment to letting America in 
on this process, and to advancing America's understanding pf the 
issue. Nothing is more important than answering questions and 
putting this issue to rest than openness. But not only is the process 
dinerent here at home, it is also different in Southeast Asia itself— 
ditterent from any time in the past. 

history of this inquiry we have Ameri- 
can POW/MIA personnel permanently based in Vietnam itself. We 
have a new level of apparent cooperation from the Vietnamese, in- 
cluding document access, facilitated travel, and assignment of their 
own pereonnel to the effort. A new working relationship is taking 
shaj^ that should permit our Government and this committee to 
verily Vietnamese actions and to measure the real meaning of 
their spoken promises. Nor are we limited to Vietnam alone. 

In Cambodia and Laos, particularly in Uos, where so many of^ 
our questions reside and so much of our hope is placed, there are 
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signs of new openings, greater possibilities for cooperation and 
progress. And changes in the Soviet Union may answer other dis- 
turbing questions about interrogation or transfer. All of this is 
new, and all of it affords the committee a different scope of inquiry 
and opportunity than at any time before. During my last two trips 
to Vietnam to pursue the answers to this issue, the Vietnamese of- 
ficials indicated their desire to resolve it as soon as possible. And 
for the first time, they have accepted the concept of helicopter sup- 
port being made available for teams to follow up immediately on 
live sighting reports. 

They have reiterated promises made to General Vessey regard- 
ing files and personnel availability to weave through their bureau- 
cratic maze. They have agreed to allow travel and have again invit- 
ed families and veterans, and other interested parties to travel in 
any part of the nation. None of us can say with certainty what 
these invitations or promises will bring, but they certainly bring an 
opportunity to put to test Vietnam’s good will in this effort, and to 
guarantee to ourselves that we leave no stone unturned. But there 
is more that is different here. For the first time we will have a full 
examination of every aspect of the POW/MIA program. We will 
hear not just from policymakers in Washington, but we will hear 
for the first time in public from the people in the field, some of 
whom have been pursuing this issue for more than a decade of 
their own lives. 

Unlike- any other-prior inquiryrwe will review the chain of custo- 
dy of the POW/MIA^ issue from the negotiations in Paris until the 
present. And we will try to understand this issue in-ways that it 
has not been the subject of understanding previously, and with an 
approach which has not been applied previously. I want to empha- 
size that over the next few days we do not expect revelations. We 
are setting out on this inquiry and only setting out on it. We 
expect to build a foundation for all that follows over the course of 
the next year. We will establish the framework of this investiga- 
tion in setting out the outlines, the positions, perceptions, and ar- 
guments of all interested parties. 

I also want to emphasize that we will not operate this committee 
on a partisan basis. We are not seated along party lines. Our staff 
is not divided along party lines, and we do not approach this issue 
with party concerns in mind. It is needless to say a cliche, but I 
assure you that we believe that if there ever was an issue that was 
not Democrat or Republican, but American and purely American, 
it is this issue. 

It is our hope that these hearings will serve to educate both the 
committee and the public about the current status of this process 
while allowing both the supporters and critics of that process to 
have their say. Much of the work of this committee will be done 
behind closed doors of research, of depositions, of interrogatories, 
and when there is a story to tell, when we have our facte together 
and our understanding together, we will proceed in public because 
clearly it must be said in public. I also hope that the hearings will 
serve as an invitation to anyone out there who may have legiti- 
mate information about this issue to come forward and to share it 
with us. 
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Finally, I just want to very quickly address the question of why, 
on a purely human level, this investigation is important and why it 
needs to be done. The journalist Cokie Roberts wrote an article re- 
cently which struck me, which I thought summarized it. She lost 
her father, a Congressman, in a plane crash 20 years ago and nei- 
ther the body nor the plane were ever found. 

In the article she wrote, she compared her feelings to those of 
families with relatives missing in Southeast Asia, and this is what 
she wrote. She said: 

I know my father is not alive. I know that the most massive search ever conduct- 
ed would have found that plane had it not sunk to the bottom, of the sea. But stUl, I 
catch myself hwitoting before changing the kitchen wallpaper, fearing that he will 
come home and think strangers are in the house. As silly as it seems, I every so 
otten wonder if Daddy is alive in some remote Alaskan village, unaware of who he 
is. bo the uncertamty will always lag at the back of my brain, but at least I have 
tne satisfaction of knowing my country did everything it could 

It can do at least w much to find its soldiers. They, after all, went into danger at 
tne iNation s demand and though it is important to know if some soldiers survived 
It 18 just as important to identify those who died. Their families are entitled to the 
peace of certainty. They deserve to mourn without fear that their mourning some- 
th'^ d ^d ^ abandoned hope. They are due the dignity of burying 


The debt that America owes its POW/MIA families cannot be 
repaid with sympathy, medals, benefits or monuments. It must be 
repaid with answers and an effort to provide answers. The best and 
most complete answers it is in our mortal power to provide. That is 
the purpose of this week’s hearings and that will be the purpose of 
this committeels work. Senator Smith. 


STATEMENT OF HON. BOB SMITH, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IPhe Vice Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairrtian, 
as the sponsor of Senate Resolution 82, which established this com- 
mittee, I would sincerely like to thank my colleagues and the 
supported this effort to try to resolve the 
POW/MIA issue. I would, of course, like to thank Secretary 
Cheiiey for leading the witnesses today as we commence 3 days of 
hearinp on the fate of our missing service personnel. I also appre- 
ciate the forthcoming testimony of administration officials past and 
present, veterans groups, families, and other concerned Americans 
who will provide the committee valuable insight as we begin. This 
is the beginning, to begin our investigation. 

Also, I would like to thank Senator Kerry, the distinguished com- 
mittee chairman, for extending his hand in nonpartisan coopera- 
tion and friendship as the committee begins its work. We are in 
this topther and we will do whatever it takes to find the truth. As 
a member of Congress, I have taken two trips to Vietnam and one 
to Korea to try to account for missing service personnel. Since be- 
ginning my involvement in the issue some 7 years ago as a member 
of Congress, I have spoken to countless refugees, witnesses. Govern- 
ment officials, family members and veterans. I know firsthand that 
the issue of unaccounted-for U.S. personnel from past military con- 
flicts continues to be a complex and very painful problem for many 
Americans. 
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With over 88,000 U.S. personnel still missing from World War II, 
Korea, Vietnam, and other conflicts, this problem simply cannot go 
away, and it will never go away until the American public is satis- 
fied that this Government has done everything that it can reason- 
ably do to find these warriors, and that our Government has been 
forthcoming with all of the information that it has. And I would 
just point out that this morning's headline in the Washington Post, 
which basically reports friendly fire a pattern of delay, denial, niili- 
tary concealed facts from families of Gulf casualties — this is why 
we have this credibility gap on this issue. 

I would have hoped that we would have learned something from 
the Vietnam conflict and not have to revisit this again. Why is this 
issue still with us? Obviously, the Communist governments in 
Hanoi, Vientiane, Phnom Penh, Pyongyang, Moscow, laying, could 
provide the answers on the fate of many of these men if they made 
the political decision to do so. However, the resolve to make them 
do so must come from Washington, D.C. ^e best way to alleviate 
the doubt and uncertainty of the American public is to get the 
truth. „ ^ . 

In a recent Wall Street Journal poll, 69 percent of Americans 
surveyed said they believe that Americans are still being held 
against their will in Southeast Asia and three-quarters of tho^ say 
our Government is not doing enough to get them out. 'That is the 
polls. I am also told that some 80 percent of activeKiuty military 
personnel believe that there are live Americans yet in Southeast 
Asia. President Bush, like Presidents before him, has called this 
issue one of the highest rational priority and I believe that Presi- 
dent Bush believes that it should be and- is the highest national pri- 
ority. But in spite of these statements, there are strong differences 
of opinion on tnis issue and there is much infighting, too much. 

Congress fights with the executive branch on access to intelli- 
gence, and outside groups fight with each other on strategy, the 
League of Families criticizes members of Congress, Congress criti- 
cizes the League of Families, veterans’ groups spar over their inter- 
ests. We ought to be ashamed of ourselves. It can never be the 
highest national priority to find our missing men until we make it 
a priority to work together to find them. 

Perhaps it is nobody's fault. Perhaps it is everybody’s fault, but 
the fact remains we need to be together as a Nation on the matter 
of accounting for our missing men and women, if we are going to 
put it behina us once and for all. 

'This committee must be a catalyst to bring all of the information 
together in one database. The American people through their elect- 
ed representatives need to know the same information as the ex^- 
utive branch. We need to march in locked step to the Communist 
governments and say, we are coming to you towther to demand m- 
swers and this time we are a people united. We must stop the divi- 
siveness if we are ever to determine the fate of our men. Senator 
Kerry and I hope that this committee can earn— earn the public's 
confidence once and for all. 


Many of them ask why are we conducting this investigation; 
there have been 10 or 11 past investigations, some executive, some 
congressional. In my opinion, this is not the 12th investigation, it is 
the first and the last. It is also the most comprehensive. We need 


7 


to leave no lead uninvestigated. No stone unturned, as Senator 
Kerry said Let me issue this challenge to all in the Government 
^ and any U.S. citizen or foreign national. If you believe you have 
iniormation which may relate to missing American service person- 
nel, bring it to this committee. As President Bush said this past 

August, if you have evidence, bring it forward. 

While the other committees, commissions, and individuals that 
looked into this issue were well-intentioned, they were not all-en- 
wmpassing. For example, the Montgomery Commission and the 
^ Woodcock Commission were conducted in the mid-1970's. long 
before the rnajority of boat people departed from Southeast Asia 
Ut course, those are refugees who provided a great deal of data 
1 his committee intends to review that intelligence information 
talk to some of those refugees, and examine the firsthand live 
sighting reports on American POW's from the War's end in 1973 
until the present. 

I months, this committee will focus first on the 

possibility of any live Americans still in Southeast Asia. Where are 
they, who are they, what happened to them, this is our priority. 
Make no mistake about it, live Americans. 'The issues of remains 
crash sites, are all important, but it should be secondary to the 
matter of whether or not there are live Americans. During this 
week s hearings we will focus on where we are now and what can 
be done from here on, regarding the POW/MIA’s. I believe we 
^ must look very closely at five areas. No. 1, information and intelli- 
gence including more than 1,500 live sighting reports from our 
own Governmerrt, all available information from,U.S._citizens^ the 
reporta on all other committee investigations and commissions, and 
the testimony and deposition of witnesses like Bobby Garwood for- 
eign nationals, refugees, former Government officials and family 
members. 

® To the intellipnce community, I say this committee wants to 
know what you know, that is all. We want to know what you know 
and the American people are entitled to know that, and so is the 
Confess. During these hearings, I will extend an olive branch in 
one hand and ask for your cooperation. But in the other hand, I 
will have a club, and that is the subpoena power of this committee, 
m. ^ ^se it if we have to. 

* • 2, Vietnam. We npd to challenge Vietnam to do more than 

“^bble out information and put the families on a rollercoaster 
ride. We need and hopefully we will get testimony from Vietnam- 
ese defectors, pMt and present Communist officials, and we need to 
test their credibility by taking them up on their offers to come look 
prisons and other locations where refugees sav 
the POW s are or were being held. 

^ Union. Recent news reports indicate there may 

tw a Soviet connection with our American POW’s and MIA’s from 
the war m Vietnam. I would like to enter into the record an article 
from the LA. 'Times Magazine of October 27, 1991 on the Soviet 
^nnection. In it, the author, Eldward Tivnan, interviewed Soviet 
KGB and others, and reports that the Soviets were interrogating 
American POW s in Southeast Asia, both during and after the war, 
0 possibly as late as 1978. With the new spirit of openness in the 
boviet Union, this is certainly an area that I and the committee 
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intend to pursue. We will also be looking at China and how they 
have cooperated on the issue. « . 

No. 4, historical analysis centered mainly on the Pans Peace Ac- 
cords of 1,973. Theie are many unanswered questions around the 
. signing of those accords. Laos was not a party to the signing, yet 
prisoners were taken and held there. Additionally, we must investi- 
gate why we accepted the Vietnamese list of American PQWs, 
which was shorter than the list the U.S. provided. We must investi- 
gate the discrepancy cases, personnel known to have ^en alive at 
the time of capture. There has never been a thorough investigation 
of the Paris Peace Accords, and it is time. 

And last and perhaps most importantly, we must start focusing 
attention on Laos. We lost more than 500 Americans in Laos. Only 
nine were returned, and those were through Vietnam and Oper- 
ation Homecoming. Laos' neyer signed the accords and it raises 
very crucial questions like, what happened to the men captured by 
the Pathet Uo? There is a misguid^ perception that Vietnam is 
the only country that owes us an accounting. General Vessey has 
(ione a fine job as the President's special emissary to Hanoi, has 
focused very well on Vietnam but, unfortunately, Laos has virtual- 
ly been ignored, except for a few crash site investigations. 

Vietnam is not the only nation that owes the United Stetes an 
explanation. The Defense Intelligence Agency in 1977 said there 
was evidence that the Pathet Lao held American prisoners during 
~ the war. In the case of Laos, I believe there was important evidence 
- in the intelligence community confirming the existence of POW's 
in Laos during the war^ There were also Lao statements that they 
.. held POW’s even after the accords, and I have a whole list of press 
clippings and declassified cables which support that position. This 
committee must determine what happened in Laos. Some answers 
to the fate of POW’s are in Laos, but many clues to what happened 
are in the intelligence community here, I believe. 

In summary, Mr. Chairman, I believe we have to focus on these 
five points. Information, intelligence, the country of Vietnam, the 
country of the Soviet Union, the Paris Peace Accords, and Laos, if 
we are ever to see this issue resolved. 

Let me close on this personal note. This has been a rollercoaster 
ride for those of us that have worked this issue, both in the Penta- 
gon and in the Congress, and it has certainly been a rollercoaster 
ride for the family members. We have all taken our hits for it, and 
believe me, I am sensitive to that. Some have said quit, give it up, 
it is a no-win issue. I am a veteran of the Vietnam War, as several 
members of this committee are, and these are our comrades-in- 
arms too. 

Capt. Red McDaniel, himself a former POW in Vietnam, said it 
best. I went to Vietnam prepared to fight, prepared to be wounded, 
prepared to be captured, even prepar^ to die, but I was not pre- 
pared to be abandoned. People have said there is no evidence about 
Americans left behind. Let me close by telling you what a Vietnam 
veteran once said to me, with tears in his eyes: 

1 am an American who does not want to go to his deathbed without doing every- 
thing possible to convince people who can do something about it that there live 
Americans held in captivity in. Vietnam, long after 1973. My life has been turned 
, upside down because of my providing this information, but I am doing this to make 
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sure my conscience is clear on this issue. What I am suffering now is nothing com- 
pared to what those Americans must still be going through in Vietnam. l am not 
the last American to leave Vietnam. 

Mr. Chairman, those words were spoken on August 2, 1991 by 
Robert Garwood, who came out of Vietnam in 1979. I am here 
today because I believe Robert Garwood. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

[The prepared statement of Senator Smith follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Senator Smith 

As the sponsor of Senate Resolution 82 which established this committee, I would 
Uke to sincerely thank my colleagues and the American people who supported this 
effort to resolve the POW/MIA issue. I would, of course, like to thank Secretary 
Cheney for leading the witn^ses today as we commence 3 days of hearings on the 
fate of our missing American service personnel. I also appreciate the forthcoming 
testimony of administration officials—past and present, veterans groups, families 
and other concerned Americans who will provide the committee valuable insight as 
we begin our investigation. 

Also, I would like to thank Senator John Kerry, the distinguished committee 
chairman, for extending his hand in nonpartisanship, cooperation, and friendship as 
the committee begins its work, We are in this together and will do whatever it takes 
to find the truth. 

As a Member of Conp-ess, I have taken two trips to Vietnam and one to Korea to 
try to account for missing service personnel. Since beginning my involvement in the 
issue 7 years ago, I have spoken to countless refugees, witnesses, government offi- 
cials, family members, and veterans. I know first-hand that the issue of unaccount- 
ed for U.S. personnel from past military conflicts continues to be complex and pain- 
ful for many Americans. With over 88,000 U.S. personnel still missing from World 
War II, Korea, Vietnam, and other conflicts, this problem simply cannot go away. 
And it. will never go away until the American public is satisfied that this govern- 
ment has done everything it reasonably carLtoJind these Tost warriors. 

Why is this issue still with us? Obviously, the.communist governments in Hanoi. 
Vientiane, Phnom Penh, Pyongyang, Moscow, and Beijing could provide the answers 
on the fate of many of these men, if they made the political decision to do so. How- 
ever, the resolve to aggressively seek out these answers must come from Washing- 
ton, DL. 

The best way to alleviate the doubt Ihnd uncertainty of the American public is to 
get the truth. In a recent Wall Street Journal poll, 69% of those surveyed said they 
believe Americans are still being held in Southeast Asia, and three quarters of those 
say our government isn’t doing enough to get them out. President Bush, like Presi- 
dents before him, has called this issue one of highest national priority, and 1 believe 
President Bush feels it should be the highest priority. 

In spite of these statements, however, there are strong differences of opinion on 
this issue and there is much infighting. Congress fights with the executive branch 
on access to intelligence, outside groups fight with each other on strategy, the 
league of families criticizes some Members of Congress, veterans groups spar over 
their interests. We ought to be ashamed of ourselves. It cannot be the highest nation- 
al priority to find our missing men until we make it a priority to work together to 
do It! 

Perhaps it is nobody’s fault, or perhaps it is everybody’s fault. But the fact re- 
mains that we need to be together as a nation on the matter of accounting for our 
inking American personnel. If we are going to put it behind us once and for all, 
this commit^ needs to be a catalyst to bring all of the information twether in one 
databare. The American people, through their elected Representatives, need to 
know the same information as the executive branch. We need to march in lockstep 
to the communist governments and say: "We are coming to you together to demand 
answers, and this time we are a people united." 

the divisiveness if we are ever to determine the fate of our POW’s 
and MIA 8. Senator Kerry and I hope that this committee can earn the public’s con- 
fidence, once and for all. 

Many have asked why we are conducting this investigation ... that there have 
l^n 10 or 11 past investigations. In my opinion, this is not the twelfth investiga- 
tion, it is the first and last. It is also the most comprehensive. We intend to leave no 
lead uninvestigated, no stone unturned. Let me issue this challenge to all in the 
government and any UB. citizen or foreign national: If you believe you have infor- 
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mation which may relate to missing American service personnel, bring it to this 
committee. As President Bush said this past August, "if you have evidence, bring it 
forward." 

While the other committees, commissions and individuals that looked into the 
POW/MIA matter were well-intentioned, their scope was not all encompassing. For 
example, the Montgomery Commission and the Woodcock Commission were con- 
ducted in the mid-1970's, long before the majority of boat people departed from 
Southeast Asia. Of course, those refugees have provided a great deal pf data. This 
committee intends to review that intelligence information, talk to many of those ref- 
ugees, and examine the first-hand live sighting reports on American POW's from 
the war's end in 1973 to the present. 

Over the next 13 months, this committee will focus first on the possibility of any 
live Americans, still in Southeast Asia— where are they? Who are they? What hap- 
pened to them? This is our priority: live Americans. The issues of remains, crash 
sites, etc. are important, but should be secondary to the matter of live Americans. 

During this week’s hearings, we will focus on where we are now and what can be 
done from here regarding POW’s and MIA's. We need to look closely at five areas: 

1. Information and intelligence; Including more than 1,500 first-hand live sighting 
reports, from our own government; all available information from U.S. citizens; the 
reports on all other committee investigations and commissions; and the testimony 
and depositions of witnesses, like Bobby Garwood, foreign nationals, refugees, 
former government officials end family members. 

To the intelligence community I say:' this committee wants to know what you 
know, and the American people are entitled to know. During these hearings I will 
extend an olive branch in one hand, asking for cooperation. But, in the other hand I 
will have a club. That is the subpeona power of this committee, and we will reluc- 
tantly use it if we have to. 

2. Vietnam: We need to challenge Vietnam to do more than Just dribble out infor- 
mation and put the families on a roller coaster ride. We need, and hopefully will 
get, testimony from Vietnamese defectors, past and present communist officials, and 
we need to test their credibility hy taking them up on their offers to corne look first 
hand at their prisons and other locations where refugees say POW’s are IjeingJield. 

3. "^e Soviet Union: Recent news reports indicate that there may be a Soviet con- 
nection with our American POW's and MIA's from the war in Vietnam. 1 would like 
to enter into the record an article from the Los Angeles Times ihagazine of October 
27, 1991 on the Soviet connection. In it, the author, Edward Tivnan, interviewed 
Soviet KGB and others and reports that the Soviets were interrogating American 
POW’s in Southeast Asia both during and after the war, poMibly as late as 1978. 
With a new spirit of openness in the l^viet union, this is certainly an area I and the 
committee intend to pursue. We will also be looking at China and how they have 
cooperated on the issue. 

4. Historical analysis, centered mainly on Paris Peace Accords of 1973: There are 
many unanswered questions surrounding the signing of the Paris Peace Accords. 
Uos was not a party to the signing, yet prisoners were taken and held there. Addi- 
tionally, we must investigate why we accepted the Vietnamese list of American 
POW’s, which was shorter than the list the II.S. provided; and we must investigate 
the discrepancy cases— personnel known to have been alive at the time of capture. 
There has never been a thorough investigation of the Paris Peace Accords, and it is 
time. 

5. And, perhaps most importantly, we must start focusing attention on Laos: we 
lost more than ^ Americans in Laos and only nine were returned, and they were 
held by the North Vietnamese. Laos never signed the peace accord and it raises 
more crucial questions: What happened to the men captured by the Pathet Lao? 

There is a misguided perception that Vietnam is the only country that owes us an 
accounting. General vessey, the President’s Special Emissary to Huioi, has focused 
on Vietnam. Unfortunately, Laos has virtually been ignored except for a few crash 
site investigations. Vietnam is not the only nation that owes us an explanation. 

The Defense Intelii^nce Agency, in 1977, said there was evidence that the 
Pathet Lao held American prisoners during the war. In the case of Laos, I believe 
there is important evidence in the intelligence community confirming the existence 
of POW’s in Laos during the war. 

There is important information which needs to be put on the record right now at 
the start of these hearings, and so I ask my colleagues and the Secretary to listen 
closely to just some of the facts I have collected in recent weeks. 
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Chronology: Reports of POWs in Laos 

In 1968, Col. Soth Petrosy, then the permanent representative of the Pathet Lao 
m Vientiane, Laos, told a U.S. official that "pilots are generally kept near the area 
m which their plane is downed and therefore may be found throughout Laos from 
the south to the north." 

In 1969, in a conversation with an MIA relative. Arthur Hesford. Soth Petrosv 
admitted that the Lao peoples liberation army had a list of prisoners missing in 
Laos, but that the list would not be made available while the bombing was going on. 
At that time, our U.S. Embassy in Laos confirmed that they had received the same 
information. Later that same year, another American, Ross Perot, was told bv Soth 
Petrosy that they had "large numbers of prisoners." During* this period, through our 
intelligence efforts, we obtained actual pictures of some of these POW's 
In May 1971, Petrosy again stated that the Pathet Lao were holding prisoners in 
various regions of Laos and that they were well treated, We then got hold of a No- 
vem^r 1971 Pathet Lao document entitled "weekly bulletin containing photographs 
and details of American prisoners captured by the Pathet Lao." 

In a 1972 interview, the Pathet Lao made a statement that "some tens of prison- 
ers are presently being held." And in a subsequent interview, Petrosy stated "there 
are many American POW’s held in liberated areas of Laos." 

In April of that year, Petrosy stated that there were many U.S. POW’s being held 
7 Tre j discussions concerning their return could begin when 

the UjS. ordered a total bombing halt. His exact quote was "we are willing to dis- 
cuss the question of U.S. POW release if the American imperialists would order a 
total bombing halt and let alone the Laotians to solve their own internal problems, 
both smd the POW s were detained in secure places inside various caves in northern 
Laos. He said, ‘although We regard them as criminals and air pirates, they are 
being treated humanely.’ 

In an April 1972 interview with a Swedish correspondent, Prince Souphanouvong 
ter became President of Laos when the Pathet Uo government was installed! 

We have made public a concrete policy toward enemy soldiers or agents captured 
or giving thernselves up, including GI's. All the American pilots engaged in bomb- 
- mgs or toxic chemical sprays of-Lao territory are considered criminals and enemies 
ot the Uo people. But once captured, thej^have been treated in accordance with our 
humane policy The quwtwn of enemy captives, including U.S. pilots, will be settled 
immediately after the U.S. stops its intervention and aggression in Uos first, and 
loremost, ends the bombing of Uos territory." 

over and met with Petrosy, and he again told 
them that POW s downed in Uos were held in his country 

T®® Par® Accords in early 1973. The lists turned over by the 
North Vietenam^ includ^ no information on the American POW’s in Uos. 

had told a ^ite Houm news conference that "American prisoners 
held in Um and North Vietnam will be returned to us in Hanoi." The fentagon 
0 ® prisoners. The New 

8utetontto*ly*hlgh^ officials believe the number of prisoners in Uos is 

Also in 1973: 

The Defense ^partment reports that the North Vietnamese lists were incomplete 
because they did not include American servicemen known to have been captured in 

The Uague of Familiw re^^ that everything they had been told led them to 
believe there would be a list of POW s in Uos. 

Montgomery (D-Miss.), expresses concern that many of the 
oil MIA B m Uos should have turned up as prisoners. 

On January 31, the State Department says, "we firmly expect to have a list of 
i^w 8 to cover Uos. 

Still no list. 

Then, on Febrimry 17, 1973, the communist Pathet Uo states that they will not 
® “««®-P»*e in Uos. Soth Petrosy told 
United Pr^ International (UPI), "if they were captured in Uos, they will be re- 
turned in Uos. 

T February 22, the raaMfire agreement began. In the cease fire agreement, the 
Uotian ^vemment and the Pathet Uo state "we take note of the declaration of 
the U.S. Government that it will contribute to healing the wounds of the war and to 
post-war reconstruction. ’ ^ we now know. President Nixon had promised $4.75 bil- 
lion in a letter to the North Vietnamese. VI n 
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And on March 2, President Nixon states that he accepts and’ supports the Laotian 
agreement. 

On March 25, U.S. officials state they have been unable to learn anything on the 
fate of an undetermined number of American prisoners of war in Laos. According to 
UPI, concern is mounting that the communists plan to hold them back as pawns. 
U.S. sources state that a substantial number of the missing, perhaps as many as 
100. may still be alive accoring to intelligence reports. 

On March 26, the North Vietnamese tell us that our demand for the release of 
POW’s captured in Laos is "beyond the jurisdiction of the agreement." 

On March 27, Bui Tin, ch'ief spokesman for the North Vietnamese delegation, 
stated "the Pathet Lao have assured us that the American POW's they hold will be 
released ’ and that the Pathet Lao said they "are making preparations for the re- 
lease. It is for this reason that we are insisting that the withdrawal of U.S, troops 
and the release of prisoners take place with no relation to the POW's held by the 
Pathet Lao," said Tin, who, incidentally will be testifying here on Thursday. 

Nine POW’s were released in Hanoi during this time, who were shot down in 
Laos, but none of them were held by the Pathet Lao. The Defense Intelligence 
Agencv later confirms this, stating "all of these (9) individuals were captured in 
Laos, but all were captured by North Vietnamese soldiers, not Pathet Lao. One of 
these nine, Ernie Brace, stated to the press on April 2, 1973, "the Pathet Lao never 
held me." 

Then a week later, the Pentagon’s spokesman on POW’s states that there are no 
more live American soldiers in Indochina, and that "rumors that there were U.S. 
servicemen still held in Laotian prison camps do the families of the missing a dis- 
service." 

In May 1973, the head of our joint casualty resolution center states that there is 
‘no indication’ that any Americans listed as missing in action in Southeast Asia 
are alive. 

Where these statements came from, when the Pathet Lao had repeatedly stated 
they were holding prisoners, and our intelligence had confirmed this, is beyond com- 
prehension. In fact, the possibility of the Pathet Lao returning U.S. POW’s under 
their signed agreement with the l^o Government ended up being wide open under 
the agreement through June 1974.' And yet prior to this date, we were already 
trying-to declare the POW’s as dead. 

It is now 1991, and we still have made little to no progress in Laos regarding an 
accounting of these men. The boat people poured out of Laos by the hundreds in the 
late 1970 s telling us the men were still there, but we discounted the information. 
To this day, we are receiving information on alleged POW’s still in Laos. And yet 
our side and the Lao have only reached agreements resulting in a few crash site 
excavations. We never even proposed regular meetings with the Lao on this issue 
until 10 years after the war. 

In summary, Mr. Chairman, I believe we must focus on these five points: Informa- 
tion and intelligence, the country of Vietnam, the Soviet Union, Paris Peace Ac- 
cords, and the country of Laos, if we are ever to see this issue resolved. 

Let me close on a personal note. ’This has been a roller coaster ride for those of us 
that have worked the issue in Congress and certainly for the family members. Some 
have said quit, give it up. it’s a no-win issue. I am a veteran of the Vietnam war, as 
are several members of this committee. These are our comrades in arms. Capt. Red 
McDaniel, himself a former POW of the Vietnam war, said it best: "I went to Viet- 
nam prepared to fight, prepared to be wounded, prepared to be captured, and even 
prepared to die . . . but I was not prepared to be abandoned." 

People have said there’s no evidence about Americans left behind. Let me close by 
telling you what a Vietnam veteran once said to me. with tears in his eyes: "1 am 
an American who does not want to go to his deathbed without doing everj^hing pos- 
sible to convince pwple who can do something about it that there are live Ameri- 
Mns held in captivity in Vietnam long afier 1973. My life has been turned upside 
down because of my providing this information, but I am doing this to make sure 
my conscience is clear on this issue. What I am suffering now is nothing compared 
to what those Americans must Still be going through in Vietnam ... lam not the 
last American to leave Vietnam . " 

Mr. Chairman, those words were stated to me on August 2, 1991, by Robert Gar- 
wood, who came out of Vietnam in 1979. 1 am here today because I believe Robert 
Garwood. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator Smith, and I also 
want to express my appreciation to you for your help in putting 
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the committee together over the last weeks, and in hiring what I 
think both of us consider to be a very professional and competent 
% staff. Mr. Secretary, as per the agreement, we will come back from 
the openings to the rest of the committee. We are delighted that 
you are here: Thank you for taking the time and we welcome your 
prepared statement; and subsequently some questions. Thank you. 

Before we begin I have prepared statements from Senators 
McCain, Daschle, and Kassebaum. 

[The prepared statements of Senators McCain, Daschle, and 
^ Kassebaum follow:] 

Prepared Statement of Senator McCain 

Mr. Chairman, this Committee is tasked with examining the question of what has 
become of Americans who were lost in service to their country’s defense, and if our 
Government has e^nded every effort to determine their fate and return them to 
previous congressional investigations of the 
POW/MIA issue, as well as several other hearings by congressional committees on 
^ one or more aspects of the question. None of these investigations have resolved 
these Questions to the satisfaction of the American people. 

I welMhie this new opportunity to pursue answers that the families of our POW/ 
MIA 8 have every right to expect, and that the American people demand. With fair- 
ness, patience and determination we may arrive at those answers. I am pleased to 
participate in this worthy effort as a member of this Committee. And, like the other 
members, I am e^er to begin. 

I do not know if there are Americans in captivity in Southeast Asia. Until I have 
conclusive evidence one way or another, I will proceed on the assumption that there 

• are. I rei^t: I assume that there are live POW/MIA’s in Southeast Asia until we 
have the fullest possible accounting for them. 

I look forward to the testimony of our witnesses in the hope that the information 
they provide us wH greatly help the Coinmittee make informed judgments about - 
the quMtions we are mveatigating. I strongly recommend that the Committee pay 
particularly close attention to the testimony of Gen. John Vessey. He has labored 
mightily to produce the fullest possible accounting of our POW/MlA’s. He is as 
decent and capable a public servant as has ever served this country. No one is in a 
better position to measure our prpgieas toward a full accounting 

• ® ®S!?”® investigations we are obligated to examine several general 
questions. First, to ^re the answera we seek we will have to look further than our 
own Governinent Mort of the answers we seek are not in Washington. They are in 
^utheast Asia. The Committee must examine closely the level of cooperation we 
have received from those countries. 

For most of the vears since the end of the war that cooperation was either non- 
existent or minimal. Every so often a viaiting American might receive a few sets of 
remains from Hanoi, which only tended to support credible evidence that Vietnam 
WM warehoiuing American remains. In Laos, the progress of accounting for our' 
miMing wrnamen has been so slow, the number of remains returned so few, that 
It has rped legitimate questions about the veracity of Lao officials on all the Ques- 
tions related to this inue. 

What are the r^ns for grudging or withheld cooperation? Why prevent timely 
investigations of lire sitting reports? ^y the past refusal to share archival and 
other information that has direct bearing on many unresolved cases’^ Why ware- 
house remairu? they have motivea for keeping lire prisoners? What evidence is 
there of contmued bad faith? Theae are but some of the many questions before this 
Committee. 

• But this Committre m^ also recognise evidence of increasing cooperation from 
the govemrnents of IndoChina, and determine how best to encourage its continu- 

Uiediligenre of General V^y, we now have a^ermanent U.S. 
roW/MIA office m Hanoi. Thanks to his diplomai^, the persormel of that office 
have received unprecedented cooperation from the Vietnamese. They have Conduc^ 
ed investigations of lire sighting reports. They have had considerable access to Viet- 
nam s war archives. During the 14th joint acUvity in Vietnam, concluded last 
August, one of our teams matched more documents to more POW/MIA cases than 
was achieved in all 13 of the previous iterations. 

• A Vietnam^ official recently promised to provide our Hanoi office with informa- 
tion the UB. has long sought on Vietnam’s anti-aircraft operations during the war. 



14 


15 


These records could prove, enormously helpful in determining the fate of crew mem- 
bers of downed U.S. aircraft. On our part, the U.S, should continue supplying Hanoi 
with information we possess about our aircraft losses which may expedite the reso- 
lution of POW/MIA cases. ' 

Certainly, much more cooperation from Hanoi, Phnom Penh, and Vientiane is 
necessary before we are satisfied that they are now acting in good faith. But the 
expanded cooperation that was achieved in Vietnam through the industry and com- 
mitment of many talented y.S. officials is encouraging. And it serves to illustrate 
where the answers are, and how bwt we can learn them. 

Second, this Committee must examine the practices of U.S, personnel charged 
with analyzing and acting on evidence of live Americans to ascertain whether they 
have thoroughly investigated such evidence. 

A d^icated officer of unassailable heroiam. Colonel Mike Peck, has alleged that 
there is in the U.S. Government a ''mindset to debunk” live sighting reports. That 
charge must be addressed seriously. Many Americans are concerned that the Gov- 
ernment has not acted on information concerning our POW/MIAs as expeditiously 
and as thoroughly as a national priority requires. 

During the course of the Committee's review of those efforts, the Committee and 
the public may find some fault with the Government’s follow-up of live sighting re- 
ports. If so, identification of those failings will to the first step towari correcting 
them and restoring public confidence. 

If mistakes in Government mlides and their implementation have impeded a fair 
resolution of ‘this matter and contributed to the decline of pi^lic confidence, the 
Committee should recommend appropriate steps to remedy these mistakes, includ- 
ing operational and personnel ch^ges if necessary. 

As we examine possible mistakes made by U.S. officials, I hope we will also take 
note of their successes, and, more importantly, support those efforts which have 
proven successful.’ 

Finally, as this Committee is obligated to review evidence of live Americans, so 
are we obligated to investigate the abundant evidence of hoaxes that have been per- 
petrated against POW/N^ families, the U.& Government and the American 
people. 

Literally thousands of scams have been condu^, most for profit, but some 
simply to prime the pump of public interest in the POW/MIA issue by fabricating 
or distorting evidence of Live Americans. From foreign nationals who offer spurious 
information in exchange for residency in the U.S. to practic^ con artists who bilk 
money from grieving families with the false promise of the subsequent release of 
their loved ones, all these criminals have plied ffieir reprehensible trade from before 
the U.S. left Vietnam until the present. 

Most, though not all, of the photographs that were released to the media last 
summer have been proven to be hoaxes, ^me of those pictures were reported to be 
of Navy Lt. Daniel Borah. As it turns out, they are photographs of a 66 year old 
Eurasian living in Laos. He was approached in June 1990 by a stranger who claimed 
to be a rice trader and asked to poee for pictures. Those pictures, which I have 
copies of here, subsequently turned up in the U.S. media. Following their public dis- 
semination, copies of the photos were made available to DIA. 

Once DIA obtained the copie8,,U.S. officials traveled to Laos in search of the sub- 
ject of the pictures. With the cooperation of Lao officials, the UB. team managed to 
locate the individual, who they then interviewed, fingerprinted and photographed. I 
have copies of those photographs as well. As my colleagues can plainly see they are 
indeed pictures of the man who was reported to be Lt Borah. They are also clearly 
pictures of an elderly Asian gentleman. 

The individuals responsible for this hoax and others have brought great anguish 
to the families of our POW/MIA’s. Anyone who trades false hopes and misery for 
money or publicity deserves to be punished to the Sliest extent of the taw. This 
Committee will provide a valuable service to the families and the country if we can 
hasten the day of reckoning for these criminals. 

In closing, let me say that we have a great distance to travel before we resolve the 
uncertmnties over the fate of our missing servicemen. The issue has painfully lin- 
gered in the hearts of us all. But this should not be a question that divides us. It 
should be the one question in our national affairs that firmly unites every single 
American. I think this Committee can help unite us, and I look forward to working 
with my colleagues toward that end. 
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Prepared, Statement of Senator Daschle 

This week, the Committee convenes hearings that represent, I believe, a bitter- 
sweet victory for the family members, friends, and fellow veterans of the 2,273 
Americans who remain unaccounted for following the Vietnam War. This year-long 
investigation is a positive response to the unanswered questions remaining today, 
alrnost 20 years after the war’s end. I am looking forward to an investigation that is 
both comprehensive and responsive. I plan to see that the Committee is a construc- 
tive force that can bring some measure of peace to the thousands of family members 
who have an^ished over the troubling questions and allegations about the govern- 
mwt s handling of the issue and its efforts to bring our soidiers home. 

The hearings we embark upon this week are remarkable in their scope, sincerity 
and intentions. Never before has this type of in-depth investigation been conducted’ 
1 am certain there is no member of this Committee today that does not want this 
inquuy into the POW-MIA issue to be the last. We want to do this right. And I 
know that the Chairman of the Conimittee shares my view that the process should 
be as open and as comprehensive as possible. 

I do not have a long, detailed statement at this point because 1 am entering this 
investigation with an open mind and genuine desire for the truth. I have not been 
involved in previous investigations and do not carry any preconceived notions of 
what we will find and where we will end up. I only know that we have agreed to 
investigate every aspect of this matter that is practicable. I look forward to hearing 
we detmled testimony of the Defense Intelligence Agency and the Joint Casualty 
Resolution Center. I am pleased that the veterans’ groups will be testifying, as well 
as groups and individuals who have continued to press for a full accounting of the 
men who remain unaccounted for. 

However, I am especially pleased that we have the family members here to give 
the Umraittee a firsthand account of how they feel they have been treated, what 
they believe alteut their husbands, fathers and brothers, and how this issue, in their 
minds, can be best addressed. B^um if th^ is one group involved in this process 
that should command our attention, it is those families. 

I thank everyone for their time and cooperation today, and I look forward to the 
upcoming year. 


Prepared Statement OF Senator Kassebaum 

Mr. Chairman, we have a veiy difficult task before us. We have been established 
as a committee to help resolve the unanswered questions of the over 2,000 American 
servicemen who still remain unaccounted for from the Vietnam war. ’This is not the 
first time a congr^ional wmmit^ has tried to resolve this issue. But hopefully, 
Mr. Chairman, this committee will be successful in playing an important role m 
helping to answer the many outstanding questions and in helping to restore credi- 
bility and confidence among the American people in our government’s efforts. 

I know ail of us believe very strongly that this committee must work on the as- 
sumption that there are live Americans in Southeast Asia. Any assumption less 
than that would not truly reflect the concerns of the POW/MIA families and the 
American people. Any assumption less than that would add no more confidence to a 
process already seriously doubted for its commitment. 

I belike, Mr. Chairman, there are several questions that we must address in our 
efforts. First and foremost, we must look to the region, evaluate what efforts have 
^n token m the past and what efforts need to be pursued in order to have our 
American serviceraen accounted for. We must also look at our process here at home 
and understand fully whv it lost the confidence of the American people and what 
needs to be done in the future to restore that confidence. And, last Mr. Chairman 
we must also look closely at those private groups that have been involved in profit- 
eering from this issue at the expense of the emotional well being of the families 
involved. 

In order to pursue our task properly, it is essential that we on this committee 
work tomther in a bipartisan and open manner. I believe we are prepared to do 
trwt. I also believe that the administration recognizes the importance of cooperation 
v^h us on this issue. Furthermore, it is critical that the. private groups that have 
been involvM with this issue approach our investigation openly and with a sense of 
confidence that we are here to work with them on this very tragic issue, not against 
them. 

JVhile there have been other congressional investigations over the years on POW- 
MlA 6, 1 do believe that the time may be ripe for real progress. The end of the Cold 
War and the collapse of Vietnam’s strongest ally, the Soviet Union, may help us in 
our task to resolve this issue with the Vietnamese. General Vessey’s efforts particu- 
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larly over the past year have resulted in real movement on POW’s-MIA's. It is just 
a start, but certainly a positive one that we hope will continue and that this com- 
mittee will be able to build on. ^ 

STATEMENT OF RICHARD CHENEY. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

Secretary Cheney. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, mem- 
bers of the committee. I am pleased to have the opportunity today 
to appear before the Select Committee to reaffirm the commitment 
of the U.S. Government, and especially the Department of Defense, 
to account as fully as possible for American prisoners of war and ^ 
Americans missing in action, or otherwise unaccounted for. ^ 

Mr. Chairman, the committee meets at a time of increased public 
attention to the fate of our POW's and MIA’s in Southeast Asia. I 
welcome and encourage the spotlight on this matter of the utmost 
national importance. I can think of no subject that stirs more emo- 
tion or generates more frustration and controversy than the sub- 
ject of fcW's and MIA's, especially those lost during the war in ^ 
Southeast Asia. " 

The fact that there were thousands unaccounted for in previous 
wars does not make it any easier to accept the fact that nearly 19 
years after active U.S. participation in the Vietnam War ended, we 
still do not have a full accounting of all of those lost in combat. 

Eight months ago, when we defeated Iraqi forces in the Gulf, we 
were able to account for all of our people, even those lost behind ^ 

enemy lines. That achievement is one of the legacies of our concern • 

for our missing in Indochina. - - 

In turn, our success in the Gulf generated a renewed national at- 
tention and -commitment to~ achieve the fullest possible accounting 
for those lost in Southeast Asia. Might I, on a side note to Mr. 
Chairman and Senator Smith, say in regard to the newspaper story 
this morning. Senator, that the reason there has been discussion of 
friendly fire is because the Department of Defense has been totally ^ 
forthcoming on the subject. We have done a thorough job of investi- 
gating every single incident in which we took casualties in the 
Gulf, and we have identified those circumstances in which our 
people were trapcally killed as a result of friendly fire. We have 
notified the families of the circumstances surrounding the death of 
those servicemen and women, and we made the information public. 

To my knowledge, that is the first time in history this Department w 
of Defense or any other Government military department has gone 
to that extent to level with the American p^ple. 

We clearly would welcome any contributions that the committee 
may make in shedding additional light on this important issue. 

And I want to assure you, Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, that I support fully your efforts and that the Department of 
Defense will make any of its experts in the field available to the f 
committee to address specific questions you may have. It is our in- 
tense desire to cooperate to the fullest extent ^ssible. Accounting- 
for our missing in Indochina remains a deeply mrsonal commit- 
ment for the President and for me. I am the first Defense Secretary 
to come before Congress to testify exclusively on the subject of 
POW/MIA affairs. 

This is an indication of the importance that I and the adminis- I 
tration attach to this crucial issue. Under the President’s leader- 
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ship, we have pressed harder than ever before to find answers to 
the difficult questions this search entails. Today, I can tell you, that 
^ although many questions remain unanswered, the administration 

• has made some significant breakthroughs in a number of impor- 
tant areas, some of them referred to by Senator Ker^. First, as a 
result of General Vessey’s outstanding efforts as the Special Presi- 
dential Emissary to Hanoi for POW/MIA Affairs, we have opened 
an office in Hanoi, and are conducting in-country joint field oper- 
ations. This has enabled us to carry out investigations on the scene, 
enhancing our ability to get the answers to the questions that we 

w need. 

Second, as shifts within the Communist world will open new ave- 
nues for our search, we have carried out the first joint investiga- 
tions ever held within Cambodia, and worked for increased coop- 
eration with officials in Laos. Third, to take advantage of the new 
information available to us, I have ordered that 88 additional per- 
sonnel be assigned full-time to augment our field staff. I have also 

• authorized the creation of a new position in the senior Pentagon 
ranks of Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for POW/MIA Af- 
fairs. With the new staff of this office, our efforts will have been 
augmented by an addition of 102 personnel in the last few months. 

The effort to account as fully as possible for POW’s and MIA’s is 
not an easy one. Our most urgent requirement is to determine 
whether any Americans remain captive in Southeast Asia, and if 

• so, to return them to the United States. The issue of live prisoners 
has been at the forefront of our intelligence effort and our negotia- 
tions with the governments of Indochina. The governments of Indo- 
china have consistently denied holding any Americans. We do not 
accept their denials as the last word. We intend to keep the pres- 
sure on. President Bush has pledged decisive action to return any 
American should such evidence be obtained. I make that pledge to 

H you again today. 

In recent months, questions have been raised regarding the De- 
partment’s efforts to resolve the POW/MIA issue. As this commit- 
tee can well appreciate, no American official would spare any 
effort that might lead to the discovery of a single American prison- 
er of war. It is unthinkable that any American serviceman or 
woman would fail to come to the aid of a lost comrade. Anyone 
^ who knowingly withholds or conceals information that could lead 
to the recovery of a captured American serviceman would deserve 
the most severe punishment possible, but I must say, I have diffi- 
culty imagining why anyone would do such a thing. Everyone I 
know would be thrilled to leam that one of their comrades is still 
alive and that we have a chance to get them back. 

In fact, countless men and women in uniform and in civilian life 
0 have devoted long hours, great skill, and high hopes to the search 
to account for Americans who did not return from Southeast Asia. 
As professionals, as members of the armed forces, many of who 
sened during the Vietnam conflict, and as Americans, they have 
not needed to be told how important their mission is. They have 
had clear marching orders from the members of the administra- 
tion, and the POW/MIA effort has our fullest support. I regret the 
0 burden that families have borne through these long years of uncer- 

^ tainty and loss, and I condemn the cruelty of the fast-buck opera- 
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tors who have played on their hopes and have contributed to their 
suffering. All Americains can be assured that the issue of prisoners 
of war and missing in action has the attention of the members of ^ 
my Department, as well as our hearts. As you can well imagine, it 
is a subject that continues to haunt the men and women in uni- 
form who served in Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia. 

We have a special obligation to those who gave of themselves in 
the service to the Nation, to their families, and to those who will 
be asked to serve in future conflicts to do everything in our power 
to obtain the fullest possible accounting. ^ 

Mr. Chairman, later today and in the weeks ^head, you will hear 
from a number of officials who are far more knowledgeable than I 
about the details of our procedures and about individual cases. I 
want to take this op^rtunity this morning to give you my j^rspec- 
tive as Secretary of Defense on the overall progress of the issue of 
POW’s and MIA's, and what we are doing to achieve the fullest 
possible accounting, 

I would like to spend a few minutes, first of all, to explain how * 
we approach the important issue of whether Americans remain 
captive in Indochina. To date, we have no conclusive evidence prov- 
ing that Americans are being held against their will in Indochina. 
Nonetheless, the importance of this issue makes investigating live 
sighting reports our first priority. 

The Defense Intelligence Agency has the primary responsibility 
for investigating and analyzing live sighting reports received by • 
our teams in Southeast Asia. Reiwrts come from many sources, but 
our investigators solicit, potential sources of information from 
among the thousands of refugees leaving Vietnam, legal travelers 
who have recently been in the region, and others who may have 
been in a position to observe. 

In inany cases, individuals with information seek out our repre- 
sentatives in Bangkok. Regardless of how the information is re- • 
ceived, the procedure for investigating them remains the same. 

Upon receipt, live sighting reports are examined to determine if 
the geo^aphic location of the sighting, the time and circumstance 
of the sighting, and the details provide correlate to a known miss- 
ing American. Related data is retrieved from DIA's extensive casu- 
alty source and camp files, and the information is compared to 
what is available in the report. • 

All files of losses or known incidents of capture or imprisonment 
in proximity to the location reported are reviewed for possible cor- 
relation, as are all files of all missing individuals whose time and 
location of loss generally relate to the gjven report, toed on these 
findings, a preliminary determination is made regarding whether 
descriptive details provided by the source correlate to any missing 
Americans. If the information is judged to possibly relate to a POw f 
or MIA, it is actively pursued by all available means. 

The full range of United States intelligence assets are used to 
collect information relating to reports of live sightings of Ameri- 
cans in Indochina. Continued collection efforts are taken until we 
are able to reach a conclusion about the report. A live sighting 
report continues to be pursued on the assumption that it is accu- 
rate until it has been determined that the evidence is clear and f 
convincing that the individual described is not a POW, or unless an 
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analysis indicates that the report is clearly a fabrication. If either 
of these judgments is reached, DI A ’s analysis is then subject to the 

• scrutiny of an interagency review panel before the report is consid- 
ered resolved. 

The panel consists of representatives from the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency, the State Department, the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense, , the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the Defense Intelligence 
Agency. Upon concurrence by the review panel, the remains in the 
piA database where it is available for review by analysts working 
f independently on other live sighting reports. Should the review 
panel not concur, the report is considered unresolved, and addition- 
al collection efforts and analysis are undertaken in order to resolve 
the questions remaining. 

To date, the Department of Defense has received 1,519 firsthand 
live sighting reports. 1,037 of these reports have been correlated to 
Americana that have been accounted for, such as prisoners of war 

• returned at Operation Homecoming, missionaries, or civilians 
jailed at various times for violations of Vietnamese codes. In feet, 
almost 300 of these resolved reports have been correlated to Pri- 
vate Robert Garwood, who returned from Vietnam in 1979. Of the 
remaining reports, 373 have been determined to be fabrications, 
leaving 109 reports under active investigation--that is, 109 reports 
out of 1,519 original live sighting reports have not been resolved or 

• accounted for. These reports are the focus of our analytical and col- 

* ® sighting investigator now on the 

statf of our Hanoi office, and we will insist that he be granted free 
access by the Vietnamese to carry out Iro duties. 

To date, we have not yet reached complete agreement with the 
Vietnamese on the modalities of investigating live sightings in 
Vietnam We again raised this issue in a meeting in Hanoi last 

• week, and it appears that there is still more work to be done before 
the Vietnamese grant permission for our investigator to travel 
freely. It is our intent to press this issue to the fullest until we are 
granted full and free access. I am sure General Vessey can provide 
you additional information. 

As I noted earlier, investigating live sighting reports will contin- 
ue to be our first priority. We will dedicate all resources necessary 
^ to support this vital requirement just as we have with the photo- 
graphs that have appeared prominently in the media this past 
summer. 

We will not be satisfied until we are absolutely certain that 
eveiw last case that can be resolved is resolved. The organization of 
our POW/MIA effort is one of the most important ways we sharp- 
during these hearings. Major Gen- 
^ eral Christmas, the Pacific Command Director for Operations, will 
outline what we have done to focus and expand our field of investi- 
gation through a new joint task force in our Pacific command, but 
today, let me briefly describe the concept for the plan. We will 
jyply the military assets and the personnel available in the U.S. 
Pacific Command to address the POW/MIA issue in much the 
same way that we organized ourselves to deal with, under Central 
Command, with the situation in the Persian Gulf last year. 

^ Proceeding from a two-tiered approach, we will investigate dis- 
crepancy cases and last known alive cases on a full-time basis with 
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an expanded Hanoi office staff. We will continue\^to bring in teams 
of investigators from Hawaii to support the activities of the Hanoi 
office and to investigate systematically the cases within particular 
geographic regions. The joint task force approach, we believe, 
promises to -bring a new intensity to our on-scene operations. We 
have the staff and the expertise, available to move forward as 
quickly as the Indochinese governments will allow. 

The end of the Cold War, the collapse of the Communist Party in 
the Soviet Union, and economic difficulties in China have been sig- 
nificant factors in changing attitudes and in opening new avenues 
for progress in POW/MIA affairs in Southeast Asia. These develop- 
ments remove support from Southeast Asian Communist regimes, 
forcing them to seek cooperation from other sources, of economic 
assistance. They are turning to the West and especially to the 
United States. This has opened new opportunities for us in recent 
months in three countries; Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia. 

Let me say just a word about General Vessey's activities. Over 
the past year, the Vietnamese have demonstrated increasing levels 
of cooperation in resolving the fate of Americans missing in Indo- 
china. General Vessey, the former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and now, the special presidential . emissary to Hanoi for 
POW/MIA affairs, has been especially persistent in pushing for 
greater access. In April, he led an interagency delegation to meet 
with the Vietnamese Foreign Minister. At that meeting. General 
Vessey and the Foreign Minister agreed to establish a POW/MIA 
office in Hanoi lhat would conduct in-cbuntry investigations of re- 
ported firsthand live sightings, research-historical necords, conduct 
forensic review of jointly or unilaterally recovered remains, and 
conduct advance planning and execute joint field operations. 

On July 8 of this year, the U.S. FOW/MIA office opened in 
Hanoi with an initial staff of five. Initially, we indicated that the 
office was temporary in order to provide time to assess its value. It 
is our judgment that so far, the office is a success, providing a 
ready point of contact with the Vietnamese and increasing commu- 
nication between their officials and American POW/MIA special- 
ists. We have indicated to the Vietnamese that we want to change 
its status to permanent. This will permit us to increase the staff 
and expand its operational role. 

Since 1987, our efforts in Vietnam have focused on the investiga- 
tion of 119 illustrative discrepancy cases which General Vessey pre- 
sented the Vietnamese in 1987 and 1989. These are cases in which 
we believe the individuals survived his incident of loss and for 
whom the Vietnamese should be able to provide some information. 
In some cases, these individuals were list^ as prisoners of war, but 
did not return at Operation Homecoming in 1973 when U.S. prison- 
ers were repatriated by the Vietnamese. In other cases, these indi- 
viduals were last known alive on the ground, or were in communi- 
cation with friendly forces and in imminent danger of capture. We 
believe the Vietnamese should be able to provide additional infor- 
mation on the fate of these individuals, or to otherwise account for 
them. 

These discrepancy cases represent individuals that, in our judg- 
ment, based ufMn the incident of loss, are among the most likely to 
still be alive. That is not to say that other individuals in other 
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cases could not also be alive, but rather in prioritizing our efforts, 
we selected the cases of individuals we believed the most likely 
were alive when they fell into the hands of the Vietnamese. There- 
tore, it we can resolve the discrepancy cases, and cases of individ- 
uals ast known to have been alive, we will be able to shed impor- 
tant light on the question of whether or not Americans remain in 
captivity in Indochina. Sadly, to date, we have not been able to 
locate any live Americans. However, we have been able to reach 
the judgment that 56 of the individuals who comprise the 119 dis- 
crepancy cases provided to the Vietnamese are, in fact, dead. 

In ^ptember, we completed the 14th joint United States/Viet- 
nani held investigation of last known alive discrepancy cases. This 
joint investigation was our most ambitious effort to date, and Viet- 
nam s preparations and cooperation were improvements over past 
field investigations. Of significance, the Vietnamese allowed our 
resident researcher access to contemporaneous wartime documents 
^at address the specific incidents of several previously unaccount- 
edrtor Ainericans. As a result of these efforts, we believe that we 
may be able to confirm the death of several additional individuals. 
We are hopeful that the Vietnamese will provide access to similar 
records for other wartime military regions. 

If I may, I would like to explain briefly how these investigations 
work. In all cases, our investigations begin with the assumption 
that a missing semceman or civilian is alive. First, we identify the 
cases we would like to investigate jointly with the Vietnamese, as I 
have indicated previously. The DIA and Joint Casuajty -Resolution 
^nter then prepare case files of information for presentation to 
Vietnam specialists. The records are detailed explanations of the 
incident of loss, biographic data, search and rescue efforts, and 
other information that will assist the Vietnamese and U.S. investi- 
gators in focusing on a particular case. 

We then ask the Vietnamese to independently check their 
records to locate any information they may have in their records 
and archives, to locate eyewitnesses, if any, and military personnel 
or veterans who may have participated in the action, so that our 
teams may interview them. After the Vietnamese carry out these 
preliminary investigative activities, we send in our teams, consist- 
ing ot records researchers, interviewers, and linguists to question 
witnesses and to examine documents. If we can locate the crash 
site, we may survey it. All of this information is compiled and a 
report is prgiared and submitted to the Joint Casualty Resolution 
^v^*^ ™ Defense Intelligence Agency for analysis of the data re- 


The mformation is then correlated to the information within our 
tiles, and analytic judpents reached. In some cases, we make a de- 
teiTOination that further investigation is required that may involve 
turther records research and witness interview, or may involve 
crash site survey and excavation. So far there have been 14 of 
these mvestigations since 1988, and another is scheduled to begin 
later this month. We go wherever the evidence leads and conduct 
as exhaustive an investigation as possible to determine the fate of 
the individual involved. 

Vietnamese cooperation on these joint investigations has im- 
proved, but despite these improvements, we are still not satisfied 


22 


23 


with Vietnam’s performance. Vietnamese officials could dp much 
mpre to assist our efforts. Too often, our office finds that public 
pronouncements of increased cooperation by Hanoi do not produce 
satisfactory arrangements on the ground. Promises to cooperate on 
live sightings, improved helicopter transportation, and complete 
access to historical records remain only partially fulfilled. Viet- 
nam’s foot-dragging on unilateral repatriation of remains is espe- 
cially frustrating, especially if we ever hope to achieve the fullest 
possible accounting in a reasonable period of time, Vietnainese uni- 
lateral efforts, as well as their participation in joint activities will 
have to dramatically improve. ^ 

As I will discuss later in more detail, we intend to have the capa- 
bility in hand to move as rapidly as possible, as cooperation by the 
Governments of Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia will permit. To date, 
we have accounted for only 22 sets of remains of the 119 discrepan- 
cy cases presented to the Vietnamese and jointly investigated, 
while we believe that we can confirm the death of an additional 35 
unaccounted-for Americans since we started this process, we hpe 
not been able to account for them by the return of their remains. 
Obviously, results are slow in coming. 

I want to support the statement by my colleague, Jim Baker, 
that the pace and scope of normalizing relations with Vietnam will 
depend upon the extent of cooperation by the Vietnamese on 
POW/MIA matters. The Department of Defense firmly supports 
the road map that describes the st^s Vietnam must take and 
measures we will take in response before we will be ready to per- 
form normalization of- relations. I can assure you that we will be 
rigorous in our judgment about whether Vietnam is adequately 
complying. We will not be deterred from our goal of achieving the 
fullest possible accounting for our servicemen and civilians missing 
in action in Vietnam. 

Some of the most vexing questions remaining from the Vietnam 
War relate to the unaccounted-for in Laos. Of the 528 Americans 
who remain unaccounted-for in Laos, 335 are in the category of 
POW or MIA, most of those in the MIA category. At Operation 
Homecoming, only nine Americans captured in Laos returned as 
POW’s. It is important to realize that approximately three-quarters 
of the Americans unaccounted-for in Laos were lost in areas con- 
trolled by the People's Army of Vietn^. Despite that fact, we con- 
tinue to press the Lao for answers regarding the fates of Aineri- 
cans who were captured by the Pathet Lao. Only one American 
held bv the Pathet Lao, Emmet Kay, was released by them and re- 
turned from captivity. A second Pathet Lao prisoner. Dieter 
Dengler, did escape successfully. 

Earlier this year, we conducted the first joint investigations of 
discrepancy cases involving Americans last known to be in Pathet 
Lao han^. Shortly thereafter, in May of this year, the U.S. and 
Laos agreed to an expanded plan for increased joint cooperation on 
POW/MIA and other humanitarian issues for the rest of 1991. Ac- 
tivities agreed upon include a further joint investigation of discrep- 
ancy cases, small scale joint surveys and recoveries, and joint crash 
site excavations. 

So far, we have conducted the first three activities under the ex- 
pand^ program in response to Lao humanitarian concerns. The 
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Department of Defense and U.S. Pacific Command have provided 
Title X humanitarian assistance to the Lao. The Department of De- 
fense has furnished nearly 100 tons of excess medical supplies in 
three separate shipments over the past year. 

Additionally, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has completed 
construction of a small five-room school house early this year in 
Savannakhet Province. Finally, during September, we conducted a 
medical civic action program exercise with the Lao, sending U.S. 
doctors, nurses, and medical technicians to assist the Lao in train- 
ing their medical specialists in a remote northern village in which 
we would like to conduct POW/MIA investigations later this year 
or early next year. These humanitarian assistance projects will, 
hopefully, assist our investigators in obtaining Lao cooperation at 
the province and the village level. 

While we have undertaken a year-round plan with the Lao, 
actual cooperation on the ground has not yet fully succeeded in im- 
plementing the promised schedules. For example, we have had to 
delay a field activity scheduled to start late this week until the Lao 
repair the helicopter that they had planned to dedicate to the mis- 
sion. 

The lack of helicopters continues to be the most pressing oper- 
ational problem in Laos. The Soviet helicopters and the Lao inven- 
tory are dangerous and operationally degraded. Nonetheless, we 
continue to use them in joint operations in that country. 

In the past, the Lao have rejected our proposals to let us fly U.S. 
military helicopters for casualty resolution efforts in that country. - 
We have made alternative proposals, to include the lease-back of 
U.S.-made helicopters operated by commercial concerns in Laos. To 
date, the Lao have made no commitments on these overtures, but 
we are continuing to work with them to try to solve this problem. 

We believe that Lao shortcomings are more a function of limited 
resources and capabilities than a lack of commitment. In fact, they 
have been very cooperative on urgent investigations such as the 
purported Borah photograph. We have two major field operations 
planned before the end of this year, and I am hopeful that imple- 
mentation will continue to improve rapidly and enable both coun- 
tries to get back on track. 

As I said approximately three-quarters of the losses in Laos oc- 
curred in areas under the control of Vietnamese forces during the 
war. Accounting for Americans lost in such areas must be a trilat- 
eral effort between the Lao, the Vietnamese, and the United 
States. While field operations inside Laos will necessarily be bilat- 
eral U.S.-Lao activities, the success of such efforts will largely 
depend upon U.S.-Vietnam cooperation. 

The historic records and documents required must come from the 
Vietnamese. Field cooperation on the border cases requires the as- 
sistance of both the Lao and the Vietnamese. We have proposed tri- 
lateral talks in December with the Lao and Vietnamese to develop 
a methodology for addressing these cases. 

With respect to Cambodia, Phnom Penh has recently begun to 
cwperate with us in accounting for Americans missing in Cambo- 
dia. Since July, three investigative teams have traveled to Cambo- 
dia to follow up on the photographs alleged to be of live American 
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POW’s. Their cooperation assisted our specialists in tracking down 
a number of what proved to be fraudulent photographs. 

Since July, we have also conducted two technical meetings with # 
the Cambodians, the first such activity since Phnom Penh fell in 
1975. Phnom Penh officials have also unilaterally returned remains 
that we hope to be an American unaccounted for from the 1975 
Mayaguez incident. We are hopeful that their cooperation will con- 
tinue to improve. , r u 

As the committee is aware, there have been a number of photo- 
graphs that have surfaced in the media and which have been iden- 0 

tified by family members as MIA’s from the Vietnam War. We 
take each identification seriously, and we will use our full re- 
sources to answer the questions raised by these photos. 

I would like to briefly give you a status report. First of all, of 
course, is the case of Colonel Robertson of the U.S. Air Force and 
Lieutenant Commander Stevens of the Navy and Major Lundy of 
the U.S. Air Force. Our photographic experts have concluded that ^ 
the picture said to depict Colonel Robertson, Commander Stevens, 
and Major Lundy, has been altered. 

The handwriting on the altered photograph and the method of 
alteration are both similar to changes made to five other photo- 
graphs said to be prisoners of war. The other five photographs are 
all fraudulent. We found the originals in Eastern Bloc magazines 
in Phnom Penh, Cambodia. ^ 

These other photographs do not show American prisoners of war.. 

They depict a Soviet baker, military -advisors,_and- workers. One of 
the sources of this photbgr_aph. has also-^sed to our investigators 
fake POW photos in the past. To complicate the investigation, no 
one has claimed to have seen any of the individuals pictured. 

Further, a second picture allegedly depicting Lieutenant Com- 
mander Stevens was provided by the same source that originally . 
obtained the faked Borah photograph. Subsequent reporting from 
Sandia National Laboratories is inconclusive in that it fails to 
verify that this is Lieutenant Commander Stevens. 

The associated reporting accompanying the three-person photo, 
except for limited biographic data which was widely circulated by 
POW/MIA activists in Southeast Asia, has also proven false. The 
identifications by the families are the only positive information we 
currently possess. We are continuing our investigation, however. • 

The information available to us strongly suggests that two of the 
individuals allegedly pictured perished at the time of their loss in- 
cidents. In the absence of additional reporting we may not be able 
to resolve this case. 

A photograph taken in Laos surfaced earlier this year that was 
identified by family members as Lieut. Daniel Borah of the U.S. 

Navy. In addition, a nongovernment forensic anthropologist posi- # 
tively identified the person in the photo as Lieutenant Borah. 

With the help of Laotian officials our investigators were able to 
locate the individual in the photograph, who turned out to be a 77- 
year-old Lao highland tribesman. The man was interviewed, photo- 
graphed, and fingerprinted. He identified himself in the photo, as 
did a second individual who also appeared in the picture. 

Family members who want to see the tribesman for themselves ^ 
will leave in a few days for Southeast Asia. They will be accompa- 
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nied by our investigator who first interviewed and photographed 
the man in Laos so they can satisfy themselves with respect to this 

0 case. 

The case of Capt. Donald G. Carr, U.S. Army, is quite compelling 
because of the remarkable likeness between the 1989-90 photo- 
graph we obtained from retired Air Force Lieut. Col. Jack Bailey 
and Captain Carr’s wedding picture taken several years before. In 
order to pursue this case, we need more current and precise infor- 
mation, particularly concerning the location of the individual in 

A the photograph. 

I personally met with Colonel Bailey on October 8 at the request 
of several Members of Congress, and during the meeting Colonel 
Bailey promised he would give our investigators access to his 
sources and introduce us to the individual who took the photo- 
graph. Accordingly, I despatched a Department of Defense team to 
accompany Colonel Bailey to Southeast Asia. 

^ Unfortunately, after a week in Bangkok Colonel Bailey was 
unable to provide the access or the information that he had prom- 
ised. After the team arrived in Bangkok, he also disclosed that the 
photograph, instead of having been taken in Laos as he previously 
indicated, may actually have been taken in Burma or Thailand. De- 
spite this set-back we continue to apply all of our available re- 
sources to locating the individual pictured in the photograph. 

^ I have already alluded to some of the recent experiences we have 

• had with outright fraudulent claims. Let me elaborate to make it 
clear what we are up against and what the .committee is up 

- against. I know I join all of ybu in condemning the cruel action by 
sorhe fast operators who play on the hopes of families and friends 
of POW’s and MIA’s. 'They doctor old pictures or forge documents 
only to make a quick buck. 

'The worst of these individuals traffic in reports obtained from 

• unnamed sources in Southeast Asia, invite publicity to their claims 
of live Americans, promise greaU results, and often seek to raise 
money to k^p their efforts going. It is also common practice for 
them to claim that their information is proof positive of Govern- 
ment ineptitude and cover-up. In the process they raise the expec- 
tations of the families desperate for any sign that a loved one is 
still alive. Unfortunately, when we investigate their claims we find 

w no Americans, only unsubstantiated hearsay accounts and too often 
signs of deceit and fabrication. 

In August, at the request of a Member of Congress, I agreed to 
provide an aircraft to take a Senate staff member and an individ- 
ual purporting to have “hot” information on live Americans to 
Southeast Asia to follow up on his information. I was told in a 
meeting in my office that a particular source in Bangkok could tell 

• us where live Americans are being held in Laos. I also provided 
several experts to go along on the trip, including a polygraph team. 

This individual subsequently provided the Senate staffer with his 
source. The source wm polygraphed and flunked. The only thing he 
apparently did not lie about was his name. 'The same person was 
also involved to some extent in the fake Borah photographs. 

We must naturally pursue every lead that comes our way, but 

0 each time we rush to answer these false alarms our resources are 
diverted from solid leads and productive lines of inquiry. Individ- 
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uals who repeatedly provide false information, well-intentioned or 
not, should be called to account for their actions. 

In addition to our efforts in Indochina, we recognize there are # 
8,177 Americans unaccounted for from the Korean War and others 
missing as a result of Cold War incidents. Accounting for these 
men is also of concern. We will continue to press the appropriate 
Governments for the fullest possible accounting. 

The North Koreans hold the answers to these 8,177 Americans, 
including 389 initially classified by their services as prisoners of ' 

war. Negotiations with the North Koreans oh this subject have 
been conducted by the United Nations Command Military Armi- 
stice Commission. The UNCMAC acts on behalf of all 16 nations, as 
well as the Republic of Korea, whose men fought and died in de- I 
fense of freedom in Korea. I 

The North Koreans have proved unwilling to cooperate fully | 

with the UNCMAC, preferring instead to have occasional discus- | 

sions with our embassy officials in Bering and to use congressional ifl 

delegations to return a small number of American remains to U.S. | 

control. With the help of Senator Smith, who has met with officials | 

of the North Korean Government, both at the United Nations and j 

Panmunjom, we are pursuing an alternative approach that holds f 

promise for future cooperation. | 

In the past year we have made several approaches to the Soviets j 

to investigate whether they possess information on Americans lost • 
in Cold War aircraft incidents. In some of these cases our informa- _ 
tion suggests that crew members may have survived their incident 
of loK. Tire Soviets, however, Rave repeatedly denied any knowl- 
edge of the fates of these individuals. 

In April, the Department of State sent a demarche to the Soviets 
regarding this issue. More recently, Secretary of State Baker raised 
the issue with his Soviet counterpart during the Moscow summit. # 
The Soviets pledged at that time to make relevant KGB records 
available to our specialist. We have sent a second demarche re- 
questing access to the promised records. 

We have also raised the issue of Cold War losses with a delega- 
tion of Soviet and Russian veterans groups when they visited the 
Pentagon last month. With their help, we hope to raise the con- 
sciousness of other veterans and convince them that this is an issue # 
of signal importance to the American people. 

As this committee knows, the work is not easy. Hundreds of 
people in the Defense Department who want nothing more than to 
resolve this issue have devoted their careers to searching for an- 
swers to these questions. Congress has made its own contribution 
with investigations, special committees, and hundreds of hearings 
by the committees with responsibility for oversight of the POW/ # 
MIA issue. Some of the most knowledgeable Americans on the sub- 
ject are right here in Congress on this committee, and their assist- 
ance continues to be invaluable. 

However, there is probably always room to improve the job we do 
in pursuing leads. I am told that there were many gaps in the ef- 
forts in the late 1970's and early 1980’s which led to the decision in 
1985 and 1986 to increase the resources devoted to pursuing live p 
sightings. The personnel increases that I have ordered this sunimer 
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were to make sure that new gaps do not appear as the level of 
overall effort increases. 

Over the summer, to take full advantage of the new information 
available to us and increasing access being provided by the Govern- 
rnents in Indochina, I ordered that 88 additional personnel be as- 
signed to augment our efforts in the field together and process in- 
formation. They will add manpower in four places: the Joint Casu- 
alty Resolution Center, the Army Central Identification Laborato- 
ry, the DIA Special Office for POW’s and MIA’s, and the DIA’s 
Stony Beach operation. 

I authorized those increases this past July. Since then, contact 
with Vietnam has further improved, as has the cooperation by the 
authorities in Phnom Penh. Cooperation with the Government of 
Laos has consistently expanded in recent years to .take advantage 
of the heightened activity. 

We have authorized the creation of a new position in the Penta- 
gon that I mentioned previously. This position will be set up under 
the Assistant Secretary of Defense for International &curity Af- 
fairs and assigned a staff of 14, including three positions already in 
the office. The new deputy will serve as the principal assistant in 
all POW/MIA matters reporting directly to Paul Wolfowitz, the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy. , 

These two steps represent the assignment of 102 new positions in 
the Department to the important and difficult work of gathering 
new information, sorting out the facts, and working with the fami- 
lies. -This brings total staff devoted exclusively to this issue in the 
Department of Defense to almost 240 people. If more people and re 
sources are required, we will not hesitate to add them. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I look forward to 
working with you as we continue our progress in this important 
area. As you and the members of your committee travel to South- 
eMt Asia, I would urge you to impress upon the governments of 
Vietnam and Laos and officials in Phnom Penh the need to do all 
they can to resolve this issue. The answers to the questions about 
Americans unaccounted for do not lie in the files of the Defense 
Department. The answers must come from the Governments of 
Indochina. 

The families of POW’s and MIA’s have been and will continue to 
be our most important constituents. This Nation is committed to 
kwping the faith with every soldier, sailor, airman. Marine and ci- 
vilian until the fullest possible accounting can be achieved. We owe 
them and their families nothing less. We will not rest until the job 
is done. 

Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Secretary Cheney follows:] 

Prepared Statement op Secretary op Defense Dick Cheney 

I am pleased to have the opportunity to appear before this committee today to 
reaffirm the commitment of the U.S. Govemment—and especially the Department 
of Defense— to account as fully as possible for American prisoners of war and for 
Americans missing in action and otherwise unaccounted for. 

Mr. Chairman, this committee meets at a time of increased public attention to the 
fate of our POW’s and MIA’s in Southeast Asia. I welcome and encourage this spot- 
light on a matter of the utmost national importance. 
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I can think of no subject that stirs more emotion, or generates more frustratwn 
and controversy than the subject of POW's and MIA's, especially those lost during 
our operations in Southeast Asia. The fact that there were thousands unaccounted 
for in previous wars does not make it any easier to accept the fact that le years 
after active U.S. participation in the Vietnam War ended, we still do not have a full 
accounting of all those lost in combat. , ^ n * 

Eight months ago, when we defeated Iraqi 'forces in the Gulf, we were able to ac- 
count for all of our people, even those lost behind enemy lines. That achievement is 
one of the legacies of our concern for our missing in Indochina. In turn, our success 
in the Gulf generated a renewed national attention and commitment to achieve the 
fullest possible accounting for those lost in Southeast Asia. 

We welcome any contributions that this committee mav make in shedding addi- 
tional light on this important issue. I assure you of my full support for this Gommit- 
tee’s efforts. The Department of Defense will make any of its experts in this iield 
available to the Committee to address specific questions you may have. 

Accounting for our missing in Indochina remains a deeply personal commitm^ent 
for me and for President Bush. I am the first Defense Secretory to come before Con- 
gress to testify exclusively on the subject of POW-MIA affairs. This is an indication 
of the importance that I and the Administration attach to this critical i®ue. 

Under the President’s leadership, we have pressed harder than ever before to find 
answers to the difficult questions this search entails. Today, I can tell you that al- 
though many questions remain unanswered, the Administration has made signiti- 
cant breakthroughs in a number of important arew. c - i n m i 

First, as a result of Gen. Jack Vessey s outstanding efforts as Special Presidential 
Emissary to Hanoi for POW-MIA Affairs, we have opened an office in Hanoi and 
are conducting in-country joint field operations; This has enabled us to carry out 
investigations on the scene, enhancing our ability to get the .answers to our ques- 
tions that we need. r , 

Second, as shifts within the communist world have opened new avenue for our 
search, we have carried out the first joint investigations ever held within Cambodia 
and worked for increased cooperation with officials in Laos. 

Third, to take advantage of the new information now available to us, 1 have or- 
dered that 88 additional personnel be -assigned to augment our field staff I have 
also-authorized the creation of a new position within the senior Pentagon ranks, 

a Assistant Secretary of Defense for POW-MIA Affairs. With the new staff for 
ce, our POW-MIA efforts will be augmented bv an additional 102 persons. 
The effort to account as fully as possible for our POW’s and MIA's is not an easy 
one. Our most urgent requirement is to determine whether any Americans remain 
captive in Southeast Asia and if so, to return them to the United States. The issue 
of live prisoners has been at the forefront of our intelligence effort and in our nego- 
tiations with the governments of Indochina. . 

The governments of Indochina have consistently denied holding any Americans. 
We do not, and never will, accept their denials as the last word. We intend to keep 
the pressure on. President Bush has pledged decisive action to return any Ameri- 
can, should such evidence be obtained. I make you that pledge again today. 

In recent months, questions have been raisM regarding the Department s eOorts 
to resolve the POW-MIA issue. As this Committee can well appreciate, no American 
official would spare any effort that might lead to the discovery of a single American 
prisoner of war. It is unthinkable that any American servicemen or women would 
fail to come to the aid of a lost comrade. Anyone who knowingly withholds or con- 
ceals information that could lead to the recovery of a captur^ American servic^ 
man would deserve the most severe punishment poraible. But I miwt say I have dif- 
ficulty imagining why anyone would do such a thing. Everyone I know would be 
thrilled toTearn that one of our comrades is still alive and we have a chance to get 

^*ki*fact, countless men and women in uniform and in civilian life have devoted 
long hours, great skill, and high hopes in the search to account for Americans who 
did not return from Southeast Asia. As professionals, as membere of the armed 
forces, many of whom served during the Vietnam conflict, and as Americans, they 
have not needed to be told how important their mission is. They ve had clear march- 
ing orders from the members of this Administration: The POW-MIA effort has our 
fullest support. 

I regret the burden that families have borne through these long years of uncer- 
tainty and loss. And I condemn the cruelty of fast operators who have preyed on 
their hopes and made them suffer. j - • 

All Americans can be assured that the issue of prisoners of war and missing in 
action has the efforts of the members of my Department as well as our hearts. As 
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you can well imagine, it is a subject that continues to haunt the men and women in' 
uniform who served in Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia. We have a special obligation 
to those who gave of themselves in the service of the Nation; to their families, and 
to those who will be asked to serve in future conflicts, to do everything in our power 
to obtain the fullest possible accounting. 

Mr. Chairman, later today and in the weeks ahead, you will hear from a number 
of officials who are far more knowledgeable thaii I am about the details of our pro- 
cedures and about individual cases. I want to take this opportunity this morning to 
P®>'8P®ctive as Secretary of Defense on the overall progress of the issue 
of POW-MIA 8, and what we are doing to achieve the fullest possible accounting. 

THE INVESTIGATIVE PROCESS 

I would like to spend a few minutes, first, to explain how we approach the impor- 
tant issue of whether Americans remain captive in Indochina. To date, we have no 
conclusive evidence proving that Americans are being held against their will in 
Indochina. Nonetheless, the importance of this issue makes investigating live-sight- 
ing reports our first priority. 

The I^fense Intelligence Agency has the primary responsibility for investigating 
and analyzing live sighting reports received by our teams in Southeast Asia. Reports 
come from many sources, but our investigators solicit potential sources of informa- 
Uon from among the thousands of refugees leaving Vietnam, legal travelers who 
have recently visited the region and others who may have been in a position to ob- 
Mrve. In many cases individuals with information seek out our representatives in 
Bangkok. Regardless of how the information is received, the proc^ure for investi- 
gating remains the same. 

Upon receipt, live sighting reports are examined to determine if the geographic 
location of the sighting, the time and circumstance of the sighting, and the details 

E rovided correlate to a known missing American. Related data is retrieved from 
iIA’s extensive casualty, source and camp files, and the information is compared to 
what is available in the report. All files of losses or known incidents of capture or 
imprisonment in proximity to the location reported are reviewed for possible corre- 
lation, as are all files of all missing individuals whose time or location of loss gener- 
ally- relate to the given report.- - - ^ 

Based on these findihm,^ pfelinM.nary determination is made regarding whether 
descriptive details provided by the source correlate to any missing Americans. If the 
information is judged to possibly relate to a POW or MIA, it is actively pursued by 
all available means. The full range of United States intelligence assets are used to 
collect information relating to reports of live sightings of Americans in Indochina. 
Continued collection efforts are undertaken until we are able to reach a conclusion 
about the report. 

A live-sighting report continues to be pursued, on the assumption that it is accu- 
rate, until it has been determined that the evidence is clear ana convincing that the 
individual described is not a POW or unless analysis indicates that the report is 
clearly a fabrication. If either of these judgments are reached, DIA’s analysis is then 
subjected to the scrutiny of an interagency review panel before the report is consid- 
ered resolved. This panel consists of representatives from Central Intelligence 
Agency, State Department, Office of the Secretary of Defense, Joint Chiefs of Staff 
and the Defense Intellijrence Agency. Upon concurrence by the review panel, the 
report remains in the DIA data base where it is available for review by analysts 
working independently on other live sighting reports. Should the review panel not 
concur, the report is considered unresolved and additional collection efforts and 
analysis are undertaken in order to resolve the questions remaining. 

To date, the Department of Defense has received 1,519 firsthand live-sighting re- 
ports. 1,037 of these reports have been correlated to Americans who have b«n ac- 
counted for, such as Prisoner of War who returned at Operation Homecoming, mis- 
sionaries, or civilians jailed at various times for violations of Vietnamese codes. In 
fact, almost 800 of these resolved reports have been correlated to Private Robert 
Garwood who returned from Vietnam in 1979. Of the remaining reports, 373 have 
been determined to be fabrications, leaving 109 reports under active investigation. 
These reports are the focus of our analytical and collection efforts. 

We have a live-sighting investigator on the staff of our Hanoi Office and we will 
insist that he will be granted free access by the Vietnamese to carry out his duties. 
To date, we have not reached complete agreement with the Vietnamese on the mo- 
dalities of investigating live-sightings in Vietnam. We again, raised this issue in a 
meeting in Hanoi last week and it appears that there is still more work to be done 
before the Vietnamese grant permission for our investigator to travel freely. It is 
our intent to press the issue continually until granted full and free access. 
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As I noted earlier; investigating live-sightings reports will continue to be our first 
priority. We will dedicate all resources necessary to support this vital requirement 
just as we have with the photographs that have appeared prominently in the media 
this past summer. We will not be satisfied until we are absolutely certain that every 
last case that can be resolved is resolved. 

Command arid Control 

The organization of our POW-MIA effort is one of the most important ways we 
sharpen our focus on the issue. Later during these hearings. Major General Christ- 
mas, the Pacific Command Director for Operations, will outline what we have done 
to focus and expand our field investigations through a new Joint Task Force in our 
Pacific Command. But today, let me briefly describe the concept for this plan. 

We will apply the militate assets and personnel available within the U.S. Pacific 
Command to address the POW/MIA issue in much the same vvay as we applied the 
assets of Central Command in Desert Storm to defeat the Iraqis. Proceeding from a 
two tiered approach, we will investigate discrepancy cases and last known alive 
cases on a full-time basis with an expanded Hanoi Office staff. We will continue to 
bring in teams of investigators from Hawaii to support the activities of the Hanoi 
Office and to investigate systematically the cases within particular geographic re- 
gions. The Joint Task Force approach promises to bring a new intensity to our on 
scene operations. We now have the staff and expertise available to move, forward'as 
quickly as the Indochinese governments will allow. 

SOUTHEAST ASIA 

The end of the Cold War, the collapse of the Communist Party in the Soviet 
Union, and economic difficulties in China have been simificant factors in changing 
attitudes and opening new avenues for progress in POW-MIA affaire in Southeast 
Asia. These developments removed support from Southeast Asian Communist re- 

? imes, forcing them to seek cooperation from other sources of economic assistance. 

hey are turning to the West and especially the United States. This has opened new 
opportunities in three countries, Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia. - 

' VIETNAM. - 

General Vessey's Activities 

Over the past year, the Vietnamese have demonstrated increasing levels of coop- 
eration in resolving the fates of Americans missing in Indochina. Gen. Jack Vessey, 
the former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and now Special Presidential Emis- 
sary to Hanoi for POW-MIA Affairs, has been especially persistent in pushing for 
greater access. . . r. • 

In April, he led an interagency delegation to meet with the Vietnamese Foreign 
Minister. At that meeting. General Vessey and the Foreign Minister agreed to es- 
tablish a POW/MIA Office in Hanoi that would: conduct in-country investigations of 
report^ first hand live-sightings; research historical records; conduct foreiwic 
review of jointly or unilaterally recovered remains; and conduct advance planning 
and execute joint field operations. On July 8, the U.S. POW/MIA Office opened in 
Hanoi with an initial staff of five. Initially, we indicated that the Office was tempo- 
rary in order to provide time to assess its value. It is our iudgement that so far, the 
Office is a success, providing a ready point of contact with the Vietnamese, and in- 
creasing communication between their officials and American POW/MIA special- 
ists. We have indicated to the Vietnamese that we want to change its status to per- 
manent. This will permit us to increase the staff and expand its operational role. 

"Last Known Alive" Discrepancy Case Investigations 
Since 1987, our efforts in Vietnam have focused on the investigation of 119 illus- 
trative "discrepancy cases" which General Vessey presented to the Vietnamese in 
1987 and 1988. These are cases in which we believe the individual survived his inci- 
dent of loss and for whom the Vietnamese should be able to provide information. In 
some cases, these individuals were listed as Prisoners of War but did not return at 
Operation Homecoming in 1973, when U.S. Prisoners of War were repatriated by 
the Vietnamese. In other cases, these individuals were "last known alive on the 
ground, or were in communication with friendly forces and imminent danger of cap- 
ture. We believe the Vietnamese should be able to provide additional information on 
the fate of these individuals or otherwise account for them. 

These "discrepancy cases" represent individuals that, in our judgement, based 
upon the incident of loss, are among the most likely to still be alive. That is not to 
say that other individuals in other cases could not be alive, but rather in prioritiz- 
ing our efforts we selected the cases of individuals we believed most likely were 
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alive when they fell into the hands of the Vietnamese. Therefore, if we can resolve 
the discrepancy cases and cases of individuals "last known alive" we will be able to 
shed important light on the question of whether or not Americans remain in captiv- 
ity in Indochina. Sadly, to date, we have not been able to locate any live Americans, 
however, we have been able to reach the judgement that 57 of the individuals who 
comprise the "discrepancy cases" provided to the Vietnamese are dead. 

In September we completed the 14th Joint U.S.-Vietnam Field Investigation of 
l^t known alive "discrepancy cases." This joint investigation was our most ambi- 
tious effort to date, and Vietnam’s preparations and cooperation were improvements 
over past field investigations. Of significance, the Vietnamese allowed our resident 
researcher access to contemporaneous wartime documents that addressed the specif- 
ic incidents of several previously unaccounted for Americans. As a result of these 
efforte, we believe that we may be able to confirm the death of several additional 
individuals. We are hopeful that the Vietnamese will provide access to similar 
records for other wartime military regions. 

Field Operations 

If I may, I would like to explain briefly how these investigations work. In' all 
c^s, our investigations begin with the assumption that a missing serviceman or 
civilian is alive. First, we identify the cases we would like to investigate jointly with 
the Vietnamese. The DIA and Joint Casualty Resolution Center then prepare case 
filw of information for presentation to Vietnam’s specialists. The records are de- 
tailed expirations of the incident of loss, biographic data, search and rescue efforts, 
and other information that will assist the Vietnamese and U.S. investigators in f^o- 
cusing on a particular case. 

_ We thr ask the Vietnamese to independently check their records to locate any 
information they may have in their records and archives, locate eyewitnesses if any, 
and military personnel or veterans who may have participated in the action so that 
our teams may interview them. After the Vietnamese carry out these preliminary 
investigative activities, we send in our teams, consisting of records researchers, 
interviewers and linguists to question witnesses and examine documents. If we can 
locate the crash site, we may survey it. 

All of this information is compiled and a report is prepared and submitted to the 
Joint Casualty Resolution Center and Defense Intelligence Agency for analysis of - 
the data receiv^. The information is then correlated to the information witWn our 
files and analytic judgements reached. In some cases, we make a determination that 
further investigation is required. That may involve further records research and 
witness interview, or it may involve crash site survey and excavation. ^ far, there 
have been 14 such investigations since 1988. Another is scheduled to begin later this 
month. We go wherever the evidence leads and conduct as an exhaustive investiga- 
tion as possible to attempt to determine the fate of the individual involved. 

Vietnamese cooperation on these joint investigations has improved. But despite 
these improvements, we are still not satisfied with Vietnam's performance. Viet- 
namese officials could do much more to assist our efforts. Too often our office finds 
that public pronouncements of increased cooperation by Hanoi do not produce satis- 
factory arrangements on the ground. Promises to cooperate on live-sightings, im- 
proved helicopter transportation, and complete access to historical records remain 
only partially fulfilled. Vietnam’s foot dra^ng on the unilateral repatriation of re- 
inains is especially frustrating. Certainly, if we ever hope to achieve the fullest pos- 
sible accounting in a reasonable period of time, Vietnamese unilateral efforts as 
well as their participation in joint activities will have to dramatically improve. As I 
will discuss later in more detail, we intend to have the capability in hand to move 
as rapidly as cooperation by the governments of Vietnam, Laos and Qambodia will 
permit. 

To date we have amounted for only 22 of the 119 discrepancy cases presented to 
the Vietnamese and jointly investigated. While we believe that we can confirm the 
death of an additional 35 unaccounted for Americans since we started this process, 
we have not been able to account for them by return of their remains. Obviously, 
results are slow in coming. 

I support the statement by my colleague, Jim Baker, that the pace and scope of 
normalizing relations with Vietnam will depend upon the extent of cooperation by 
the Vietnamese on POW--MIA matters. The Department of Defense firmly supports 
the road map that describes the steps Vietnam must take and measures we will 
take in response before we will be ready to have full normalization of relations. I 
can assure you that we will be rigorous in our judgement about whether Vietnam is 
adet^uately complying. We will not be deterred from our goal of achieving the fullest 
possible accounting for our servicemen and civilians missing in action in Vietnam. 
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... LAOS 

Some of the most vexing questions remaining from the Vietnam war relate to the « 
unaccounted for in Laos. Of the 528 Americans who remain unaccounted for in. 

Laos, :W5 are in the category POW or MIA. At Operation Homecoming, only 9 
Americans captured in Laos returned as POW’s. It is important to realize that ap- 
proximately three quarters of the Americans unaccounted for in I^os were lost in 
areas, controlled by the People's Army of Vietnam (PAVNi. Despite that fact, we 
continue to press the Lao for answers regarding the fates of Americans who were 
captured by. the Pathet Lao. Only one American held by the Pathet Lao, Emmet 
Kay, was released by them and returnd from captivity. A second Pathet Lao pris- 
oner, Dieter Dengler, escaped successfully. f, 

Earlier this year, we conducted the first joint investigations of discrepancy cases 
involving Americans last known to be in Pathet Lao hands. Shortly thereafter, in 
May of this year, the U.S, and Lao agreed to an expanded plan for increased joint 
cooperation on POW/MIA and other humanitarian issues for the rest of 1991. Ac- 
tivities agreed upon include further ioint investigations of discrepancy cases, small 
scale joint surveys and recoveries and joint crash site excavations. 

So far, we have conducted the first three activities under the expanded program. 

In response to Lao humanitarian concerns, the Department of Defense and the U,S. 

Pacific Command have provided Title. 10 Humanitarian Assistance to the Lao. The 
Department of Defense has furnished to the Lao nearly 100 tons of excess medical 
supplies in three separate shipments over the past year. Additionally, the U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers completed construction of a small 5 room schoolhouse ear- 
lier this year in Savannakhet Province. 

Finally, during September we conducted a Medical Civic Action Program Exercise 
with the Lao, sending U.S. doctors, nurses, and medical technicians to assist the Lao 
in training their medical specialists in a remote northern village in which we would 
like to conduct POW/MIA investigations later this year or early next year. These 
humanitarian assistance projects will, hopefully, assist our investigators in obtain- ^ 
ing Lao cooperation at the province and village level. 

While we have undertaken a year-round plan with the Lao, actual cooperation on 
the ground has not yet fuj]y succeeded, in implementing the promised schedule. For 
example, we havrhad (b.delay a field activity scheduled to start late this week until 
the Lao repair the helicopter that they had planned to dedicate to the mission. The 
lack of helicopters continues to be the most pressing operational problem in Laos. 

The Soviet helicopters in the Lao inventory are dangerous and operationally degrad- 
ed. Nonetheless, we have continued to use them on joint operations in that country. 

In the past, the Lao have rejected our proposals to fly U.S. military helicopters for 
casualty resolution efforts in their country. We have made alternative proposals, to 
include the lease back of U.S.-made helicopters operated by commercial concerns in 
Laos. To date the Lao have made no commitments on these overtures, but we are 
continuing to work with the Lao to solve this problem 

We believe that the Lao shortcomings are more a function of limited resources 
and capabilities than a lack of commitment. In fact, they have been very coopera- 
tive on urgent investigations such as the— purported Borah photograph. We have 
two major field operations planned before the end of this year, and I am hopeful ^ 
that implementation will continue to improve rapidly and enable both countries to 
get back on track. 

Lao-Vietnam Border Cases 

As 1 said, approximately three quarters of the losses in Laos occurred in areas 
under the control of Vietnamese forces during the war. Accounting for Americans 
lost in such areas must be a trilateral effort between the Lao, Vietnamese, and U.S. 

While field operations inside Laos will necessarily be bilateral U.S.-Lao activities, 
the success of such efforts will largely depend upon U.S.-Vietnam cooperation. The ^ 

historic records and documents required must come from the Vietnamese. Field co- ' 

operation on the border cases requires the assistance of both the Lao and the Viet- 
namese. We have proposed trilateral talks in December with the Lao and Vietnam- 
ese to develop a methodology for addressing these cases. 

CAMBODIA 

Phnom Penh has recently begun to cooperate with us in accounting for Ameri- 
cans missing in Cambodia. Since July, three investigative teams have traveled to 
Cambodia to follow-up on the photographs alleged to be of live American POW’s. # 
Their cooperation assisted our spwialists in tracking down a number of what proved 
to be fraudulent photographs. Since July, we have also conducted two technical 
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meetings with the Cambodians, the first such activity since Phnom Penh fell in 
1975. Phnom Penh officials have also unilaterally returned remains that we hope 
^ will prove to be an American unaccounted for from the 1975 Mayaguez incident. We 

• are hopeful that their cooperation will continue to improve. 

RECENT PHOTOGRAPHS 

As the Committee is aware, there have been a number of photographs that have 
surfaced in the media, and which have been identified by family members as MIA’s 
from the Vietnam war. We take each identification seriously, and will' use our fiill 
resources to answer the questions raised by these photos. I would like to briefly give 
you a status report. _ 

^ Col. John L Robertson, USAF, Lieutenant Commander Stevens, USN and Mai. 

Albro Lundy, USAF '' 

Our photographic experts have concluded that the picture said to depict Col. John 
Robertson, U.S. Air Force, Lt. Comdr. Larry Stevens, U.S. Navy, and Maj. Albro 
Lundy, Jr., U.S. Air Force, has been altered. The handwriting on the altered photo- 
graph and the method of alteration are both similar to changes made to five other 
photos said to be prisoners of war. We found the originals in l&istern-bloc magazines 
in Phnom Penh, Cambodia. These other photographs do not show American prison- 

• ers of war, they depict a Soviet baker, military advisors, and workers. One of the 
sources of this photograph has also passed to our investigators faked POW photos in 
the past. 

To complicate the investigation, no one has claimed to have seen any of the indi- 
viduals pictured. Further, a second picture, allegedly depicting Lieutenant Com- 
mander Stevens was provided by the same source that originally obtained the fakd 
"Borah" photograph. Subsequent reporting from Sandia National Laboratories fails 
to verify that this is Lieutenant Commander Stevens. 

^ The associated reporting accompanying the three person photo, except for limited 
biographic data widely circulated by PQW/MIA activists in Southeast Asia, has also 
proven false. The identifications by the families are the only positive information 
- we possess. We are continuing our investigation, however, the information available 
t^s strongly suggests that two of the individuals allegedly pictured-perished at the 
time of their loss incidents. In the absence of additional reporting, we may not be 
able to resolve this case. 

Ll. Daniel V. Borah, USN 

H A photograph taken in Laos surfaced earlier this year that was identified by 
family members as Lt. Daniel V. Borah, U.S. Navy. In addition, a nongovernment 
forensic anthropologist positively identified the person in the photo as Lieutenant 
^rah. With the help of Laotian officials our investigators were able to locate the 
individual who turned out to be a 77 year old Lao highland tribesman. The man was 
interviewed, photopaphed, and fingerprinted. He identified himself in the photo, as 
did a second individual who also appeared in the picture. Family members who 
want to see the tribesman for themselves will leave in a few days for Southeast 
A Asia. They will be accompanied by our investigator who first interviewed and photo- 
^ graphed the man in Laos. 

Capt. Donald G. Carr, U.S. Army 

The case of Capt. Donald G. Carr, UB. Army is quite compelling because of the 
remarkable likeness between the 1989-90 photograph we obtained from retired Air 
Force Lt. Col. Jack Bailey and CPT Carr’s wedding picture. In order to pursue this 
case, we need more current and more precise information, particularly concerning 
the location of the individual in the photograph. I met with Colonel Bailey on Octo- 
0 ber 8 at the request of several Members of Congress. During the meeting Colonel 
Bailey promised that he would give our investigators access to his subsources and 
introduce us to the individual who took the photograph. 

Accordingly, I dispatched a Department of Defense team to accompany Colonel 
Bailey to Southeast Asia. Unfortunately, after a week in Bangkok Colonel Bailey 
was unable to provide the access or information he had promised. After the team 
arrived in Bangkok, he also disclosed that the photograph— instead of having been 
taken in Laos as he previously indicated— may actually been taken in Burma or 
_ Thailand. Despite this setback, we contmue to apply all our available resources to 
W locating the individual pictured in the photograph. 
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pow/mia fraud 

I have already alluded to some of the recent experiences we have had with out- 
right fraudulent claims. Let me elaborate to make it clear what we are up against. I 
know 1 join all of you in condemning the cruel actions by some fast operators who 
play on the hopes of families and friends of POW’s and MIA's. They doctor old pic- 
tures or forge documents solely to make a quick buck. The worst, of these individ- 
uals traffic in reports obtained from unnamed sources in Southeast Asia, invite pub- 
licity to their claims of live Americans, promise great results, and often seek to 
raise money to keep their efforts going. It is also common practice for them to claim 
that their information is proof positive of government ineptitude and cover-up. In 
the process, they raise the expectations of the families desperate for any sign that a 
loved one is still alive. Unfortunately, when we investigate their claims we find no ' 

Americans, only unsubstantiated hearsay accounts, and too often signs of deceit and 
fabrication. ' 

Senate Staff Mission 

In August, at the request of a Member of Congress, I agreed to provide an aircraft 
to take a Senate staff member and an individual purporting to have "hot" informa- 
tion on live Americans to Southeast Asia to follow-up his information. I also provid- 
ed several experte to go along on the trip. This individual subsequently provided the 
&nate staffer with a source who failed a polygraph test* This same person was also ’ 
involved to sorne extent in the fake photographs. We must naturally pursue every 
lead that comes oiir way. But, each time we rush to answer these false alarms, our 
resources are diverted from solid leads and productive lines of inquiry. Individuals 
who repeatedly provide false information, well intentioned or not, should be called 
to account for their actions. 

KOREA AND THE COLD WAR 

In addition to pur efforts in Indochina, we recognize that there are 8,177 Ameri- ( 
cans unaccounted for from the Korean War, and others missing as a result of Cold 
War incidents. Accounting for these men is also of concern. We will continue to 
press the appropriate governments for the fullest rossible accounting. 

The North Koreans hold the angers to these o,t77 Americans, including 389 ini' " — 
tially classified by their services as prisoners of war. Negotiations with the North 
Koreans on this subject have been conducted by the United Nations Command Mili- 
tary Armistice Commission (UNCMAC). The UNCMAC acts on behalf of all 16 na- 
tions, as well as the Republic of Korea, whose men fought and died in defense of 
freedom in Korea. The North Koreans have proved unwilling to cooperate fully with ( 
t^ UNCMAC, preferring instead to have occasional discussions with our embassy 
officials in Beijing, and to use congressional delegations to return a small number of 
American remains to U.S. control With the help of Senator Smith, who has met 
with officials of the North Korean Government both at the United Nations and Pan- 
munjon, we are pursuing an alternative approach that holds promise for future co- 
operation. 

In the past year, we have inade several approaches to the Soviets to investigate 
whether they possess information on Americans lost in Cold War aircraft incidents. 

In some of these cases, our information suggests that crewmembers survived their i 
incidents of Iom. The Soviets, however, have repeatedly denied any knowledge of the 
fates of these individuals. In April, the Department of State sent a demarche to the 
&viets regarding this iuue. More r^ntly. Secretary of State Baker raised the 
issue with his Soviet counterpart during the Moscow Summit. The Evicts pledg^ 
at that time to make relevant KGB records available to oOr specialists. We have 
sent a second demarche requesting access to the promised records. We have also 
raised the issue of Cold War losses with a delegation of &viet and Russian veterans’ 
groui» when it visited my office last month. With their help, we hope to raise the 
consciousness of other veterans, and convince them that this issue is one of signal 
importance to the American people. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE C90MMITMENT 

As this committee knows, the work is not easy. Hundreds of people in the Defense 
DepartmenU-who want nothing more than to resolve this issue — have devoted their 
careers to searching for answers to these questions. Congress has made its own con- 
tribution, with investigations, special committees, and hundreds of hearings bv the 
committees with responsibility for oversight of the POW/MIA issue. Some of the 
most knowledgeable Americans on the subject are right here in Congress, and their 
assistance continues to be invaluable. 
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However, there is probably always rodpi to improve the job we do in pursuine 
1 I ■ loQ/?’ there were many gaps in the efforts in the late IflTO's and 

early 1980 s which lead to the decision in 1985 and 19K(1 to increase the resources 
devoted to pursuing live sighting reports. The personnel increased that I ordered 
this summer were to make sure that new gaps do not appear as the level of overall 
eriort increases. 

Over the summer, to take full advantage of the new information available to us 
® provided by the Governments in Indochina, 1 ordered 
®°°‘t>onal personnel be assigned to augment our efforts in the field to 
in^formation. They will add manpower in four places— the. Joint 
Casualty Resoluti^^nter, the Army s Central Identification Laboratory, the DIA s 
Specia Office for POW’s and MIA’s. and DIA’s Stony Beach operation ’ ’ ® 
furthlir this past July. Since then, contact with Vietnam has 

Sn coo^ration by the authorities in Phnom Penh. Coop- 

eration with the Government of Laos has consistently expanded over the past 
S'of^a of the heighten^ activity, we have authorized the ere- 

fo^POW-MIA Af^ Pentagon Deputy Assistant 26 Secretary of Defense 

tionai'Si!!?!! S the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Interna- 

ii that 5"*^ assi^ed a staff of 14, including three positions already 

J!”® P®'^ “'T® “ ^he principal assistant on all POW/MIA 

matters, reporting to PaulWolfowitz, the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy 
to ® on02 new positions in the Department 

to the important and difficult work of gathering new information, sorting out the 
facts, and working wth the families. This brings total staff devoted exclusively to 
tete t^dd^them^*^ ^ resources are required, we will not liesi- 


forward to working with you as we continue our progress in 
Asia travel to Southeast 

dSs in ffiom governments of Vietnam and Laos, and offi- 

cials in Phnom Penh, the ned to do all they can to resolve this issue. The answers 
to the questions al^t Americans unaccounted for do not lie in the files of the De 

Thp ^°'"® f™*" ‘^® governments of Indochina. 

will continue to be, our most 
mportant constituents. This Nation is committed to keeping the faith with every 

accounting is ochiev J 

We owe them and their families, nothing less. We will not rest until the job is done. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. We appre- 
ciate the scope of that statement and the fact that y8u have come 
here today as the lead-off witness in this year-long effort. I think 
you have made m important statement, particularly with respect 
to the augmented efforts that are being made and also with respect 
to the fraud issue. 

® of 5 minute questions because of the 
number of Members and the time frame, and hopefully we can get 
through that and perhaps even have a little time for follow-up 
afterward. ^ 

ti.if ’.r?; “?■■■ by going back to the ar- 

ticle ttet Senator Smith cited and that all of us read this morning 
1 would say at the outset that I could not agree with you more 
^ut your statement about the Department’s tackling the issue of 
friendly fire up front. 

I can recall in a briefing we had during the course of the war 
that that was discussed, and I think I or somebody remarked that 
there was a singu ar break with the past in that I remember the 
case of a movie called Friendly Fire where it took a long period of 
time for one individual to learn. In this case, you have voluntarily 
stepped up and acknowledged that in fact that is how you account- 
ed for a number of deaths in the course of the war. I thought it was 
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a moment of frankness and a departure from the past that was ex- 
traordinary; and I congratulate you for it. 

The question that arises in the context of this issue— POW/ 
MIA— is really the question about the communication process, I 
suppose. What is it that has happened, in your mind, that so many 
of our own citizens, particularly so many of the POW/MIA families 
feel that they are not getting the story?’ 

I read from today’s article, because there is a direct parallel in it. 
The article today said— and this is the reporter speaking, but this 
is what it said: 

The Davila case was part of a pattern of delay or denial affecting nearly every 
family that lost a serviceman to friendly fire. The army in particular broke its own 
rules by concealing basic facts for months from the next of kin, and its efforts to 
postpone disclosure often led it to stretch the truth. 

Some families, like the Davilas, never suspected. Others found out through news 
reports or enlisted friends of the dead men. Some heard only rumors and begged for 
details. Still others, including all of the marine families, learned informally that a 
friendly fire investigation was underway. All had to wait months for the final word. 

Now, I understand why they would wait months for the final 
word, but what it suggests— and I understand the difficulties. I 
think everybody here does. It suggests that perhaps in the process 
of communication something has been lacking, that there is an ad- 
versarial response, or an unwillingness to communicate, or perhaps 
even a lack of ability to communicate the difficulties that are in- 
herent in the process so people can understand it. 

But my question to you is, having had time to review this, 
having augmented the staff, having made judgments about it, what 
is it in the process with-the POW/MIA issue in Vietnam that has 
ledlsomany families to feel as though they are in an adversarial 
state with their own Government? 

Secretary Cheney. Senator, I am not sure I can answer that 
question, certainly, on behalf of the families. I would assume you 
will have the opportunity later in your hearings to look specifically 
at their perception of it. 

The problem, if you take the friendly fire incidents that are re- 
ported in the newspapers this morning that you referenced, is a 
very serious matter for any military organization to conclude that 
some of the casualties that were incurred as a result of military 
action were, in fact, the result of friendly fire. It is not a conclusion 
you draw lightly. And what was done in this case was a very thor- 
ough investigation, as I mentioned earlier, of every single incident 
where we did take casualties in an effort to ascertain the facts of 
the situation. 

In some cases we are able to tell that casualties were the result 
of friendly fire because in this particular conflict only American 
forces were firing depleted uranium rounds from our M -1 tanks. 
The Iraqis had no similar munitions. And when a depleted urani- 
um round hits an armored vehicle it leaves a distinctive signature. 
But it required going back and investigating and actually looking 
at the equipment in order to be able to confirm that. 

I think the worst thing we could have done would have been to 
make a mistake or to go too quick with the allegation that, in fact, 
a casualty had resulted from friendly fire. So the fact that it takes 
a few months to get a full and complete accounting, I think, is just 
a normal, natural part of the process. 


• • 
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Now, from the standpoint of thp families, there is never a good 
way to be informed that a family member is, in fact, a casualty. 
And it IS even more difficult when you go through the uncertainty 
that existed for some of these families in not knowing precisely the 
circumstances that surrounded the death of a loved one. 

All I can say is that as a Government, as a department, we are 
dedicated to the proposition of a full and complete accounting. That 
IS what we have tried to provide in the case of Iraq. We take some 
pride m having gotten a full accounting of all the MIA’s that were 
associated with the conflict in the Gulf. 

With respect to how the department operated in previous admin- 
^ or a stage where families 
01 rOW s and s m Southeast Asia believe the department was 
less than truthful, I am simply not responsible for; that was not on 
my watch. 

But I c^ affiure you we are dedicated in this administration to 
givmg and achieving the full accounting to the families. That is a 
very important part of our responsibility and we take it very seri- 
ously. 

Senator Kerry. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Sectary, I appreciate your candor in your responses to 
many of the points that you made, especially on the attempts that 
you made to confirm the validity of some of those photographs. 
And I personally know that you did take that upon yourself to 
check those out, . “ 

What, in ^our estimation, is the effect, do you see any effect on 
the morale of military personnel, active duty military personnel 
today, ^ a result of this kind of thing the investigation, the possi- 
bility that somebody may have been left? Apparently, it did not 
have My effert on the morale of the guys that served in the Gulf 
and the gals that served in the Gulf, but do you, given all the other 
lactora Md treinendous cutbacks that are coming down, which is a 
rnorme iMue in telf, do you sense any morale problems as a result 
01 this kind of things being bandied about? 

^cretary Cheney. Do you mean as a result of this investigation’ 
benator Smith. Not specifically this, but just the issue itself in 
the sense that there are still questions unanswered that have not 
been resolved. 

Swre^ Cheney. I am sure that it probably is a factor in the 
minds of many of those who served and still serve in the military 
and who served in the war in Southeast Asia. 

I would not describe it as an overall morale problem. I think 
morale m the military today is ve^ good. But clearly when we ask 
young men and women to put on the uniform of the United States 
militaiy and go in harm's way, I think it is with the unstated as- 
sumption and the expectation that no one would be left behind 
And clearly, I think that is something that aU Americans would 
like to be able to say about their (^vemment, that there is no deci- 
sion made by Myone to leave behind prisoners or missing in action 
in the war in Southeast Asia. 

SMator Smith. Just one final quick point and then I would yield 
What is, if you could characterize it in a sentence or two, what is 
your reaction or the reaction of your department to this commit- 
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tee? Do you feel, do you welcome it? Do you resent it? Give me 
some reaction of how you feel about it. 

Secretary Cheney. Well, I think the reaction of the department 
will be set by me and by my presence here today. I think I have 
indicated to everybody who works for me that we take this matter 
very seriously and that our mission is to cooperate with the com- 
mittee, to benefit from whatever guidance and overeight you care 
to give us, that Congress has a very legitimate role to play in this 
area. 

And 80 1 would expect that those who work for me in the Depart- 
ment of Defense will understand by virtue of my presence here and 
my statements to the committee that I expect them to cooperate 
and have a very positive attitude about what should be a coopera- 
tive effort between the executive and the legislative branch to get 
the fullest possible accounting. 

Senator Smith. We appreciate that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Kerry. Thank you very much. 

Let me jiut say to the members of the committee, that the com- 
mittee is going to operate on the basis of the first-come, first-served 
rule, so that everybody will have some predictability in their sched- 
uling and know when they are going to come up for questions. 

With that in mind. Senator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you, 
Swretary Cheney, for coming here and cooperating with the com- 
mittee and for your openness on this issue. 

I would like to say at the outset that I have had an opportunity 
to pass on some information to you and I want you tc Imow that I 
have been satisfied with yoiir follow-up. Your response and follow- 
up has convinced me that this issue is at the top of your priority 
list. 

If anyone would ask me if this issue is of the highest priority 
with Secretary Cheney, my answer would be an unequivoci yes. 

And I appreciate not only the response several months ago from 
what I passed on to you, some leads that you followed-up on. But 
even very recently on a second instance, and I appreciate that very 
much. 

Mr. Secretanr, my question is whether or not it troubles you that 
people with information on pc^ible live POW's are coming to Con- 
gress and the media with their information because they either do 
not trust or are not satisfied with the attention that it has gotten 
from the Defense Intelligence Agency. And that may be bS^use 
the DIA has little credibility in their eyes. 

Swretary Cheney. Certainly, it would be a factor inhibiting our 
ability to carry out our assignment, our mission in getting the full- 
est possible accounting. 

I am, of course, without knowing the specific case, or having had 
the opportunity to talk to the individual source, do not have any 
way of knowing whether their feeling of frustration is justified. But 
I can assure you. Senator, as I have in the cases you mentioned, 
that we want to take advantage of whatever information is out 
there. And that we will devote the resources of the department to 
follow-up on every single lead. 

I would hope that one of the things that will emerge from this 
set of hearings would be a restoration of confidence, if you will, on 


the part of those who may have information that we are very seri- 
ous about this business in the Department of Defense and that if 
they do provide us with good information it will not get buried in 
the bureaucracy, but we will aggressively pursue it. 

Senator Grassley. Well, see, I think that statement you just 
made, if it could be made more often, that you are aware that 
there might be some lack of credibility between people out there 
and your department and that you are willing to restore it and you 
see this committee as part of that process, or even without this 
committee, that you are willing to consider that, I think that is a 
major step. 

And again, I think that you are to be commended for that open 
attitude. 

Now while I did compliment you, and that is a sincere compli- 
ment, I think I want to also tell you, Mr. Secretary, that what ever 
problems are associated with the Government’s handling of this 
issue are the result of people in the lower levels of the bureaucra- 
cy, some of whom have been working on this issue since almost day 
one. And this is not finger- pointing toward an individual, this is 
more a general comment toward groups of people. 

It is my impression that they cannot seem to see the forest for 
the trees. Some of these people in the bowels of the bureaucracy, 
perhaps unwittingly, have come to constantly defend the proposi- 
tion that we have left no one behind. So when a family member 
comes along with a photograph or with a number of discrepancies 
in their lov^ one’s case, they might get a knee-jerk response or no 
respond atldl. ’ 

^ considering this as background that I think is a legitimate 
analysis of the situation, maybe unconsciously developing over a 
long period of time, but still a real situation, I ask you this ques- 
tion: Whether you can honestly say that those in DOD below your 
level who have been responsible for this issue have pursued cases 
of jwtentially live POW’s with the kind of vigor that reflects our 
national highest priority and that has been spelled out by several 
presidents so it, in fact, is our Nation’s highest priority? 

Secretaiy Cheney. &nator, I am not foolish enough to think I 
know evei^hing that goes on in the Department of Defense on a 
regular basis on this or any other issue. 

It is a big place. My tenure there runs a little over 2-1/2 years 
out of the some 19 years that we are interested in. And I am confi- 
dent after I have left, I will not have fixed all of the problems. But 
I think it should be clear that we do indeed treat this as a matter 
of highest national priority. And if we have individuals in the orga- 
nization who have not conducted themselves accordingly, then I 
would expect that I would hear about it from their supervisors and 
that appropriate action would be taken. 

I think the important thing for us, also though, is to remember 
that there are a great many individuals in the organization who 
are engaged and have been engaged for years in a very, very diffi- 
cult and complex task, whose careers in many cases have been de- 
voted in substantial part to dealing with this specific issue and who 
do an outstanding job and often do not receive enough thanks for it 
as well. 
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So in terms of agreeing that there may well have been times in 
the past when people coming to us did not receive the kind of treat- 
ment that they merited or their information was treated lightly, I 
would not by any means want to cast some kind of blanket con- 
demnation on these very dedicated folks in the military and civil- 
ian side who worked very hard to try to resolve these issues. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, I do not have another ques- 
tion, but just let me close with a commentary on what he said. 

I do not question what he said, but I guess I would leave out 
there the fact that maybe there was some dissatisfaction on the 
Secretary’s part with the handling prior to the decision to put 102 
additional employees in place. Or maybe those 102 additional em- 
ployees would not have been put in place. 

&cretary Cheney. I think, if I may, Mr. Chairman, just respond 
that the basic impetus for that was the fact that we now have 
much more access and we have now opened the office in Hanoi and 
that we are getting cooperation from the Vietnamese and the Cam- 
bodians and the Laos for the first time. And that more resources 
are justified in terms of being able to work the cases and the infor- 
mation we now think we can generate. 

Senator Kerry. Let me just say before I turn to Senator Kohl 
that, Mr. Secretary, I think we really look forward to hearing the 
testimony of some of those people that you have talked about. They 
have never spoken publicly before. 

It struck me when I was in Vietnam, listening to some of them 
and also listening to General Vessey, that there is an extraordi- 
nary tale for Americans. to hear about the depth of concern and 
commitment that many of these people "have put in over the course 
of 13 years, 14 years, 15 years, and that their efforts shed a differ- 
ent light on the continuum of effort, if you will, than many people 
have become aware of. That is why the committee particularly 
wanted them to come back here, which I know is a great expense 
in terms of time as well as money. But we think it is very worth- 
while. And I think their story is interesting. 

Senator Kohl. 

Senator Kohl. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, with your experience with the families of casual- 
ties of Operation Desert Storm, you have certainly seen many of 
the problems that develop when family members are not given all 
the information the Defense Department has about how their loved 
ones died. 

I have a constituent who recently requested a report as she has 
requested reports now for the past 20 years on a brother who was 
missing in action from the war. And she gets back letters which 
give her part of the report, but the letter says we cannot give you 
additional information that does refer to her brother because the 
information is classified. Now that drives her up a wall, as you 
might imagine. 

My question is after 20 years what is it about a report concern- 
ing her brother or others that has to be classified so that we leave 
them with such an incomplete feeling. They feel like you have in- 
formation that would give them the lund of peace of mind, if noth- 
ing else, that they desire, but you just will not release it. 
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Secretary Cheney. Well, Senator, I am not familiar, obviously, 
with the s^cific case you are talking about. 

The current policy is that the families are to have complete 
access to everything in the files with the exception of information 
about sensitive intelligence sources and methods. 

For obvious reasons there are or there is a need to protect the 
way in which we have in the past generated some of the informa- 
tion with respect to particular cases. I would expect this is an issue 
the committ^ may want to pursue in a closed-door session where 
we could have a more frank and open discussion on exactly what is 
in the files and what ultimately is releasable to the family mem- 
bers. 

But with that one single exception, as far as I know, that is the 
limitation on information that is provided. 

Senator Kohl. So are you suggesting that except in the rarest of 
cases it should not be necessary to leave these people with that 
feeling that you have important information relevant to the par- 
ticular case that you are not going to release? Except in the rarest 
of cases, you are saying that should not be necessary? 

Secretary Cheney. I am saying that in my understanding of the 
way the system has operated in the past and continues to operate 
is that what is protected through the classification process is infor- 
mation a^ut sources and methods. Traditionally that is where 
classification is applied and it is true in this case as well. 

And again, I think this is a subject that the committee will want 
to pursue in executive session. 

But without knowing the_ individual case, there is no effort on_ 
the part of the Department of Defense to cover up from family 
members or to keep from them knowledge about the status of their 
POW or MIA. That is not the purpose for applying the classifica- 
tion in this case. It is only to protect sources and methods. 

Senator Kerry. If I could interrupt without taking away from 
your time at all. Senator, we have discussed this. Senator Smith 
and I and staff and others. And there is going to be a major effort 
by the committee to review that process. 

But 1 must say, Mr. Secretary, that the committee wants to avoid 
becoming perceived as part of the problem. So the committee is de- 
termined to be very tough on the issue of what legitimately re- 
mains a source or a method of concern that could not somehow be 
transferred to at least a family. 

In some cases we have learned information from the Vietnamese 
that our department is keeping classified, that we go over or a 
familv goes over and actually gets it from the Vietnamese. And 
that has only lent to this perception that there is a gap between 
what our Government is idling to trust us with versus what is 
available to people in the open marketplace. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, could I just comment? 

I do not know how maiw members of this committee are aware, 
but we did put in the DOD authorization bill and I believe it is 
holding in conference, a r^uirement that the Department of De- 
fense disclose all relevant information to the public and to family 
members and anyone who is interested, the so-called truth bill. 

And I think, I would hope, sincerely hope, that would resolve a 
lot of these questions that are being raised right now. 
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Secretary Cheney. But if I may, Senator, I believe, and while we 
support the amendment that the Senator from Arizona has offered, 

I think it provides for retaining some classification of sources and ? 
methods, the same kind of provisions that apply with respect to 
Freedom of Information Act. There are good and legitimate reasons 
why there are certain things that should not be released. 

It is no effort, again, to deny information to the families. But I 
think once the committee gets into it, you will find there is some 
justification for tha;t. Obviously, we will be guided by the new 
amendment adopted by the Senate. p 

Senator Kerry. We are very aware of that. The committee is not 
one to put at risk someone who may still be alive in Vietnam who 
Was a source clearly identifiable even 15 years or 20 years ago. And 
that would be dangerous and irresponsible for us. And we also do 
not want to reveal methods or sources that might still be part of an 
available structure or that would reveal things we do elsewhere. 

We are sensitive to that. ^ 

The key here is to find the ground that permits the committee to 
maintain credibility with the families and doubters sufficient to be 
able to give the answers that Senator Kohl, I think, feels ought to 
be forthcoming without that compromise. That requires us to re-es- 
tablish a credibility that unfortunately for better or worse is not 
there now. And I think you know that. And I think you are com- 
mitted to doing that. I 

I just want that process to be open and clear so that nobody 
doubts what we are doing, either. 

Senator Kohl; I apologize. - 

Senator Kohl. Mr. &cretary, you were at the White House as 
President Ford's Chief of Staff when there were policy decision 
made on how to pursue the POW/MIA issue after the fall of 
Saigon. ^ 

Can you tell us how and what it was like to deal with this issue ^ 
at that moment in history, what some of the pressures were and 
what options were available, and how you would evaluate the Ford 
Administration’s actions at that time with respect to POW/MIA 
decisions? 

Secretary Cheney. You are asking me to go back, Senator, some 
15 years or 16 vears in an area that I did not have direct responsi- , 
bility over as White House Chief of Staff. This would have been 
handled by the Defense Department through the NSC process. 

At the time, of course, one of the problems that we were faced 
with was the Mayaguez incident during the Ford Administration. 

President Ford came in in August of 1974 after the return of the 
POW's, I think the general mood at the time was as it was in the 
entire country, a sense of relief that our prisoners were finally 
home. C 

The Mayaguez incident, of course, resulted in some additional 
loss of life as the President used troops to rescue the crew of the 
Mayaguez and there were indeed some MIA’s not recovered from 
that operation, one of which now supposedly the Cambrians have 
provided, although we have not been able to confirm it yet, we do 
have one set of remains from that incident. 

But I was not directly involved in setting policy at the time with t 
respect to the question of POW’s and MIA^s. I am not sure I could 


shed any light for you on how that was done or what the consider- 
ations were at the time. 

# Senator Kohl. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Kohl. 

Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you, Mr. 
Secretary, for being here, I think your statement is one which is 
very illuminating and balanced. I think that you placed proper em- 
phasis on the fact that Vietnamese cooperation is key to a success- 

0 ful resolution of this issue. 

I think it is also important that you point out in your statement 
that we are still not satisfied with Vietnam’s performance. You 
mention that to date we have not reached agreement, complete 
agreement with the Vietnamese on the modalities of investigating 
live sightings in Vietnam, which obviously is crucial for us to be 
able to get that issue resolved and also the continuing problem 

# with the Laotian MIA/POW issue which obviously large numbers 
of Americans are still missing in action. 

I think also, secondarily, and we will have further witnesses on 
this issue, is the compelling evidence or at least substantial evi- 
dence that the Vietnamese continue to warehouse remains of 
Americans. And something which none of us have been able to un- 
derstand, but clearly apparent, is the case or at least there is sub- 

% stantial evidence in that direction. 

I also think it is important that you point out the diversion of 
assets that have been used in hunting down these hoaxes which 
- are being perpetrated in the most cruel- fashion, not only on the 
American people, but their families. It is disgraceful and it is dis- 
gusting. And I hope that we will investigate whether there is some 
violation in law of this kind of behavior which we have ample proof 

# are hoaxes which are absolutely perpetrated with either pecuniary 
gain or publicity in mind. And that makes it more difficult, clearly, 
for us to investigate those live sightings or photographs which may 
be legitimate. 

On page 8 of your statement, Mr. Secretary, you said in fact 
almost 300 of these resolved reports have been correlated to Pri- 
vate Robert Garwood who returned from Vietnam in 1979. I am 

# not sure 1 understand what that statement means. 

Secretary Cheney. It is my understanding. Senator, that of the 
1,519 live sighting reports that have been analyzed, the total 
number of first-hand live sighting reports that we have, approxi- 
mately 1,000 have been correlate to POW's who have been ac- 
count^ for. Slightly fewer than 300 can be attributed to Garwood, 
who stayed in Vietnam from 1973 through 1979 and did not come 

# home until 1979. It was sightings of him in South Vietnam that led 
to those additional, almost 300, repoito. 

In addition to that there were 370'Some that were generally be- 
lieved to be fabrications. Out of the total we end up with about 109 
are still unresolved, unaccounted for. But of that 1,500, slightly less 
than 300 were attributed to sightings of Garwood while he was, in 
fact, still in Southeast Asia throughout the 1970’s. 

9 Senator McCain. And you are familiar with the case, the circum- 
stances surrounding Mr. Garwood remaining in Vietnam? 
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Secretary Cheney, Yes. After he returned, he was court mar- 
tialed and given a dishonorable discharge. 

Senator McCain. And the allegations concerning his beheivior in 9 # 
Vietnam that he was involved in guarding American prisoners? 

Secretary Cheney. That was the allegation. I am not an expert 
in the case, Senator. You may want to talk to someone more 
knowledgeable than me about the specific circumstances of Mr, 

Gamood. I would be reluctant to go beyond what I have given my 
general knowledge of the matter. 

Senator McCain. Is it true that when Private Garwood was first # # 
interviewed, he had said that he did not know of any live Ameri- 
cans? 

Secretary Cheney. I do not know that, Senator. 

Senator McCain. Maybe you could provide that answer for the ! 

committee because there is a great deal pf confusion about exactly 
what his statements were and were not stated. i 

Also if you could for the record, have your people give us an esti- ® i • 
mated cost of this trip that had to be made to Bangkok recently I 

with a, quote, “&nate staffer” and others. I think at some point we 
have an obligation to the American taxpayer as well as others. 

And also could you give us a little bit more about that hot infor- , 

mation that you had received that motivated you to have your staff 
fly to Bangkok? 

[Information not received by press time.] ^ ® 

Secretary Cheney. -Yes. I was the one, Senator, who made that 
decision, tojend out “the teanrin both, instances. 1 have dohejt n^w 
twice in the last 3_months where information was provided to -me 
primanly from Congressional sources, in one case involving Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Bailey and the Carr photograph and the other case 
involving a report that there were Laotians in Bangkok prepared 
to identify a location in Laos where Americans were being held. 

Both cases were brought to me as a result of contact from mem- 
bers of Congress. I was happy to devote resources to checking both 
of those reports out. I felt it was important to do so in a quick and 
timely fashion. 

I will be happy to provide what the cost estimates are to the 
committee, but I think it is the kind of thing that is necessary in 
part to establish our credibility as a department, that we are seri- 
ous about checking these out even when sometimes they may come 
from questionable sources. The sort of normal thing might be to 
brush it off, we cannot afford to do that. We have to operate on the 
assumption that they are valid reports about live Americans. And 
our obligation is to check them out every time we receive them. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I appreciate very much your emphasis on the absolute require- 
ment for continued cooperation on the part of the Vietnamese gov- 
ernment and I hope that one of the messages that is sent from this 
hearing is the commitment of Congress to demand that kind of co- 
operation which we feel is clearly humanitarian issue and one 
which is a requirement if we are to satisfy the American people. I 
thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator McCain. Let me 
just say for the record that the Garwood role in this entire issue 
will be thoroughly reviewed by the committee. 

Bobby Garwood will be deposed and most likely be a witness. 
And that entire situation will be part of the record here. 

Senator Helms. 

Senator Helms. Mr. Chairman, some pf us came to Washington, 
in my case 19 years ago, with this as a top priority. Those were a 
little different times, the year I was elected. But this is the most 
encouraging morning I have had to hear the Secretary of Defense 
say the things that you have said. 

And let me say, Mr. Chairman, that Dick Cheney has been un- 
failingly cooperative and gracious in assisting the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee in this investigation in prior times. He did it in 
ways that it is not appropriate to talk about in open session, as a 
matter of fact. And I am not going to forget that, Dick, because you 
have been open-handed and forthright from the very beginning. 
And he had his critics. 

But I do not believe his critics know the whole story about this 
man. He has demonstrated a deep concern for the POW's and 
MIA’s and I know of nobody who was more anxious for this com- 
mittee to succeed than Dick Cheney. And I thank you, sir. 

I have three quick questions. A lot of people in the intelligence 
community have indicated to me, and I am sure to others, that 
they have significant information about sensitive matters such as 
rescue missions that were purportedly aborted for political and dip- 
iomatic reasons and information about men left behind obtained 
through intercepts of enemy comttiunications, , et cetera. 

My question is, will you be willing to assure these people that 
they will not be pressured or penalized if they do come forward 
with this information under appropriate safeguards? 

Secretary Cheney. Senator, I would be happy to see to it to the 
extent that I am able from the standpoint of the Department of De- 
fense that there is no retribution against anyone who would pro- 
vide information that is useful to the committee and during the 
course of your inquiry. 

If something like that should happen, I would ask the committee 
to bring it to my attention. 

Senator Helms. Now you have assured this committee in your 
address and otherwise, previously, that this committee will have 
complete access to all types of intelligence relating to the POW/ 
MIA question. I guess that means you are telling us that if prob- 
lems arise in this area, we can come to you with a problem. Is that 
what you said this morning? 

Secretary Cheney. That is correct. Senator. And if the committee 
encounters difficulties or there is an area where a dispute arises 
about access to information, I would expect to be informed about it, 
to hear it from the Chairman or Ranking Member. And we will do 
everything we can to sort it out. 

Senator Helms. Very good. Now I was interested in Chuck Grass- 
ley's comments this morning. 

I think it ought to be said for the record that this Senator, Chuck 
Grassley, from Iowa has served with valor far beyond the call of 
duty. I know that he spent hours and hours and hours over there 
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at the Pentagon. And he brought up the question of classified docu* 
ments. And you have already said that you are going to declassify 
as much as you can within the constraints of intelligence that must # 
be restrained. 

One final question. I have been told and I am sure others have 
been told repeatedly that many covert military operations took 
place during the Vietnam War and that a lot of our men were lost 
in these covert operations. Their names have never been released. I 
have been told that the number may be as high as 2,500. 

Would you be willing to work with the committee to work out # 
procedures for identifying any of the MIA’s who might have been 
associated with these covert operations? 

Secretary Cheney. We would be happy to do that, Senator, again 
within the constraints of having to treat the information in appro* 
priate fashion. 

To the best of my knowledge, unless the committee can inform 
me otherwise, we have a complete comprehensive list of all of the § 
POW’s, MlA's from the war in Southeast Asia, that there is no sep- 
arate list, for example, of men who were lost on covert operations. I 
would be surprised if that is the case. Obviously, I stand ready to 
be corrected if the committee can point us in the right direction. 

But the man I mentioned, for example. Emmet Kay who was re- 
turned by the Pathet Lao was, in fact, an employee of Air America, 
a civilian, presumably involved in covert operations at the time # 
thatjie was shot down. To the best of my knowledge, there is no 
- separate list of individuals, that have hot been made publirand _ 
^hp participated in covert operations and are missing. 

^nator Helms. We will-share information on that. I hope you 
are correct and I am sure you probably are. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator Helms. § 

Senator Brown. 

Senator Brown. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, you have developed, I think, one of the most spec- 
tacularly successful records as Secretary of Defense of anyone in 
our country’s history. And I think everyone on this committee 
deeply appreciates the kind of leadership you have added. 

Frankly, the initiatives you have taken in this area, I think, will f 
lead to a dramatic change in the confidence level the American 
people have especially important have been the followup with the 
Soviets, the in-country followup that you pushed, the openness in 
records at least the effort to move in that direction— and the added 
resources. 

One does wonder what kind of retirement policy the Defense De- 
partment has when it plans a summer in Vietnam for the former H 
Chief of Staff, but beyond giving him tough assignments I think 
that you are off to a great start in this area as well. 

I had three things that I wanted to draw your attention to. One 
was a question. In your testimony you talked about the govern- 
ments in Southeast Asia, particularly Vietnam, denying that they 
had POW’s or still had POW’s or MIA’s. Yet^my recollection is that 
they had said that before Bobby Garwood was brought out. In other I 
descriptions of those denials there has been a hint that they phrase 


the denials in terms that suggest that they are not holding any 
POW’s against their will or Americans against their will. 

• Do you recall the exact nature of their denials? And is there a 
possibility that they classify some Americans who served in our 
armed forces as non-POW’s because they want to claim that they 
are there voluntarily? 

Secretary Cheney. I suppose that is possible. Senator. If someone 
is there voluntarily, then we would like to know, obviously, if it 
would let us close out one of these cases. But there is clearly a dis- 

0 tinction to be made between someone who resides in the area vol- 
untarily and someone who is held against their will as a prisoner 
of the government. 

The governments have all denied that they hold any prisoners, 
any Americans as prisoner from the Vietnam conflict. As I indicat- 
ed in my statement, we do not accept that as-the final word. We 
continue to operate on the assumption that there may be Ameri- 

d cans held alive and we function accordingly during the course of 
our investigations. 

Senator Brown. Do you know if their denials have gone to the 
point of denying that there are any Americans who may have 
served that are in country? 

Secretary Cheney. I do not. Senator. It would be an interesting 
avenue for you to approach. 

d Senator Brown. I am wondering if, indeed, Garwood in their 

.minds fit into a different catego 0 , if that is not an area that we 
might want to explore. -- ^ - 

Secretary Cheney. That is-possible. I do not have informatioH-«n 
_ that point. But I am sure it would be an interesting question to 
ask. ' 

Senator Brown. A couple of things that I wanted to draw your 

^ attention to. 

• In your testimony this morning you went through with some 
specificity about the process you all follow when reports come in: 
checking records, checking background, looking for when they were 
missing, and so on. One of the frustrations I have had communicat- 
ed to me is that the reaction far top often in the Pentagon to re- 
ports of this kind is to spend our time looking through records here 

^ rather than doing an immediate follow up on the report in country. 

• Are you comfortable that you have changed the priorities to the 
point where you are able to do a quick response to investigate and 
follow up on leads that might be in Southeast Asia? 

Secretary Cheney. I am not totally comfortable, yet. Senator. I 
am sure General Vessey can shed some light on this area as well as 
our people on the ^ound out there. 

We are clearly in a better position today than we have been 

• before. Until we had the pffice ppen in Hanpi, we did npt have any- 
body on the ground in Southeast Asia except occasionally for the 
kinds of surveys that were done after the 198'7, 1988 identification 
of the discrepancy cases. We now are in a position with people on 
the ground in Hanoi, in the Hanoi office to follow up on these live 
sighting reports almost instantaneously. 

We have not yet worked out the modalities for doing that with 

• the Vietnamese. They still are basically insisting that we must pro- 
vide them with a written request before we can go visit a particu- 
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lar site, to check out a particular sighting. We think that is unac- 
ceptable. We are continuing to work with them to resolve that so 
we. do, in fact, have complete and unfettered access anyplace we 
want to go to check out these reports. 

I would say the situation is better than it has been. I would de- 
scribe it, though, as not yet good enough. 

Senator Brown. Are you optimistic you are going to be able to 
work out arrangements in Laos and Cambodia as well? 

Secretary Cheney. My sense of it is, and again I am not an 
expert in that part of the world, but the circumstances that have 
led to the tremendous changes in Eastern Europe and the Soviet 
Union are rippling across Southeast Asia as well, that it is clear 
that the Vietnamese want to significantly improve relations with 
the United States. 

There has been a resolution of the Cambodian conflict, at least 
for the time being, with the signing last month of the new accords 
in Paris. Every indication we have is one basically of goodwill and 
willingness to cooperate and to proceed. 

Our problem has been in translating those general kinds of un- 
derstandings into specific agreements that actually are carried out 
on the ground and give us the kind of access we would like, but 
again General Vessey has played a leading role in moving this 
whole process forward, and 1 am sure he will be able to shed some 
light on the exact status of relationship at present. 

I basically am optimistic. I feel we are closer than we^haw ever 
been to a full accounting on those who are still missihg. " - " 

Senator Brown. One last area that I know you have talked about 
that I would like to emphasize. Our office got-inv^ved in tiding to 
get film" that Waa available on a POW in the Department of De- 
fense’s records. 

Lillian Bickel was the case in mind. It literally took us 18 
months and the involvement of a variety of offices, followup with 
letters with requests, with demands, with calls, to get some pretty 
basic information that was available throughout the period of time. 
For 18 months a family member was denied access to information 
that was clearly relevant and did not jeopardize the security of this 
Nation. 

I miess what I mean to suggest is in the past the Department has 
not been overwhelmingly responsive to family members, and I hope 
as a level of focus that your people will have developed a new atti- 
tude in that area. 

Secretary Cheney. Senator, I do not know of the specific case you 
mention, but clearly 18 months would be unacceptable, and espe- 
cially to answer inquiries from family members. If that kind of 
thing is happening, it should not happen, and I would hope that 
with the resources that have been assi^ed and the effort now that 
we get a quick and appropriate turnaround time when we do 
receive legitimate requests from family members for information. 

The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, I know we are running up against 
the wall here in time. I think there are just two more rounds, if 
that is possible, or are we pressing? 

Secretary Cheney. I have a major time problem in terms of a 
noon commitment in Philadelphia. 

The Chairman. Senator Reid. 
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Senator Reid. Mr. Secretary, give me, if you could, a reason why 
any of these Governments would want to keep from the United 
States the fact that they may have Americans over there? 

Secretary Cheney. Senator, I do not have a good reason why 
they might, other than that they might believe they would derive 
some kind of political benefit out of it, or that American prisoners 
would constitute some kind of trading stock to effect the relation- 
ship in the future. 

Senator Reid. They are waiting a long time to do the trading, are 
they not? 

Secretary Cheney. I would think so, but again my job is to see to 
it that we put the resources on the problem to get the fullest possi- 
ble accounting, and at this point no one can prove that there are 
no live Americans there. From time to time we get reports that re- 
quire us to go check them out, and so we operate on the assump- 
tion that, indeed, that could be the case. 

Senator Reid. One last thing, and this is from your testimony of 
the 528 Americans who remain unaccounted for in Laos, 835 are in 
the category of POW or NUA. I do not understand the distinction— 
528, and we only have 335 that are POW’s and MIA's. 

Secreta^ Cheney. The others would have been carried, Senator, 
as killed in action, body not recovered. In other words, there was 
good reason to believe we could account for them. We know what 
happened to them, but their remains were never recovered. 

Senator Reid. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Robb, did you have one question, or a 
quick comment? I am soriy to shoiiclmnge you. - 

Senator RobB; I recognize the constraints omtime, Mr. Secretap^. 
Just one quick question. You mentioned in your statement individ- 
uals who repeatedly provide false information, well-intentioned or 
not, should be called to account for their actions. 

Senator McCain made some specific reference to this practice. 
Have you given any thought to waw that we might be able to dis- 
courage or penalize those who tramc in that kind of information, 
and who do so intentionally and with profit or some other ulterior 
motive in mind, other than a legitimate desire to respond to the 
concerns and the understandable and legitimate concerns of family 
members and others? Is there a way that we could do something 
institutionally, whereby the Department or the Confess could pro- 
vide some di^centive to those who traffic in this kind of informa- 
tion? 

Secretary Cheney. I would think— I do not have any instantly 
available proposals. Senator, other than to have a group that has 
credibility such as a committee of the U.S. Senate, as you go 
through the process of your inquiry over the next year, when you 
find that kind of activity, to make public a prominent part of vour 
fmdings, if you will, to publicize those efforts that clearly have 
been inappropriate, or been designed to take advantage of the suf- 
fering of the families, who were motivated by financial desires of 
some kind, and I would think probably that is the best place to 
start. 

For us to do it as a Department, given the credibility problem we 
have had in the past on this issue, it is very difficult for us to stand 
up and say that a particular individual or group of individuals are 
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charlatans. It might sit well with the families, or sit better with 
the families and the public, if it came from the committee, after 
you have looked at all of this and said here are places where we # 

think the Government has done right, and here are places where 
you have not gotten it right and you can improve on your perform- 
ance, and this group over here are individuals who in the past have 
been disreputable in the conduct with respect to this operation. 

That might be very helpful. 

Senator Robb. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Mr. Chairman, I will 
respect the time constraints. t' 

The Chairman. I appreciate that. Senator Daschle. 

Senator Daschle. Mr. Chairman, out of deference to the Secre- 
tary’s schedule, I will defer questions. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator Daschle. Mr. Secretary, if 
we could leave the record open so that those Senators with addi- 
tional questions could submit them in writing, we promise not to 
overly burden you, but we would like to give them an opportunity ^ 
to do that with respect to the fraud issue. 

Before you do leave, Senator Smith and I and a number of others 
have discussed, and we are currently looking at language to create 
a special category of offense with respect to the knowing and wilful 
misleading of the Pentagon, Congress, or families with respect to 
this issue, and we are ti^g to come up with the appropriate Ian- 
guage, and we think it is something that would quickly pass and ' 
probably we should consider. 

I will also say that we . are going to look very hard, and we look 
for your cooperation-rSecretary Ford-has already talked with us 
about this^t the fraud issue. There will be a specific inquiry of 
this committee into the issue of fraud and we will probably have a 
hearing in an effort, both to expo^ it as well as to deter it. ^ 

Finally, Mr. Secretary, let me just say, you have said today, and 
I think every member of the committee appreciates it, and I want 
to thank you for it publicly, that openness and a frank discussion 
of tto is the key not only to establishing, or reestablishing the 
credibility of the Department, but also to resolving the issue. 

I think your statement today has been a very important state- 
ment, and we appreciate enormously, again, your coming here, ^ 
leading off this process. I think it has set the proper tone, and the 
proper priority for these proceeding, and I assure you the commit- 
tee is very grateful to you for the time you have spent here. 

Thank you. 

Secretary Cheney. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the 
committee. 

The Chairman. We will now move to the second panel, General ^ 
Vessey, and while you take your seat, if I could turn to my col- 
league for their opening statements, in the case of the openings 
we will proceed in the order of seniority in whicK people are 
seated, and I will turn to Senator McCain. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN McCAIN, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE 
STATE OF ARIZONA 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will try to be 
brief, because we are very interested in hearing from General 
Vessey.. 

We are tasked with examining the question of what has become 
of Americans who were lost in service to their country’s defense 
and if our Government has expended every effort to determine 
their fate and return them to the United States, 

There have been four previous congressional investigations of the 
POW/MIA issue as well as several other hearings by congressional 
committees on one or more aspects of the questions. None of these 
investigations have resolved these questions to the satisfaction of 
the American people. I welcome this new opTOrtunity to pursue an- 
swers the families of our POW’s and MlA’s have every right to 
expect and that the American people demand. With fairness, pa- 
tience, and determination we may arrive at those answers. I am 
pleased to participate in this worthy effort as a member of this 
committee. 

I do not know if there are Americans in captivity in Southeast 
Asia. Until I have conclusive evidence one way or another, I will 
proceed on the assumption that there are. I repeat, I assume that 
there are live POW/toA’s in Southeast Asia until we have the 
fullest possible accounting for them. 

I look forward to the testimony of our witnesses. I strongly rec- 
ommend that the committee pay particularly clo_se attention to.^the 
testimony of General John Vessey. He has labored mightily'to 
produce the fullest possible accounting of our POW/MIA’s. He is as 
decent and capable a public servant as has ever served this coun- 
, try. No one is in a better position to measure our progress toward a 

• full accounting. 

In the course of our investigation, we are obligated to examine 
several general questions, and I would ask that my complete state- 
ment be part of the record, Mr. Chairman, in order for the benefit 
of hearing from General Vessey, and time. 

I will finally just say that we are obligated to review the evi- 
dence of live Americans. So are we obligated to investigate the 

9 abundant evidence of hoaxes that have l^n perpetrated against 
POW/MIA families. I was pleased to hear you just say that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

You know, when you get a picture such as this, which was pub- 
lished in the newspaper all over America, and then you get a pic- 
ture such as this, which identifies the individual as a 77-year-old 
Laotian of partial French blood, and this gets on the front page of 

• the newspapers and this gets very little, there is something out of 
balance, and it seems to me that whoever did this knew full well 
that this individual was not a live American, and what we have 
done, Mr. Chairman, is not— it does not concern me as it does the 
family members. 

We should not allow people to do this to the family members, 
and I think it is outrageous, and I hope that as you mention that 

• part of our deliberations and our efforts will be to track down, if it 
is possible, the perpetrators of these kinds of hoaxes so that the 
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American families of those men who served their Nation with dedi- 
cation and sacrifice are not subjected to this kind of thing. ^ 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make it clear I am not saying that “ 
every photograph or every bit of evidence is false. I have no way of 
knowing that, and there may be evidence which is true, but when 
we do have evidence that there is clearly a hoax perpetrated such 
as those pictures that I just showed you, it cries out for action to 
stop this kind of thing in the future, because as I say, those family 
members deserve far better from American citizens, or foreign citi- 
zens, or whoever is perpetrating this, and I know that General • 
Vessey shares my view. 

Again, I ask that my full statement be made a part of the record. 

The Chairman. Your full statement will be made a part a part of 
the record, and I think we could not agree with you more, Senator. 
Senator Daschle. 

STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS A. DASCHLE, A U.S. SENATOR # 
FROM THE STATE SOUTH DAKOTA 

Senator Daschle. Mr. Chairman, I associate myself with the re- 
marks made by Sena)^r McCain. 1 could not have said it better. I 
had about a 30-minute opening statement. I am going to forego 
that in the interest of time, and the determination to hear our wit- 
nesses. ^ 

I would like unanimous consent to insert the statement in the • 
record. 

The Chairman. Without objection, the full statement will be 
made a part of the record. All statements will be made a part of 
the record. Senator Reid. 

STATEMENT OF HON. HARRY REID, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE 

STATE OF NEVADA • 

Senator Reid. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I first would like to 
extend to' you and Senator Smith my appreciation for the staff that 
you have assembled and are assembling. I think that we have the 
ability here to render a great service to the people of our country 
to put a final resolution to this controversy. 

In addition to the stsdf that has been assembled, I think we have a 

rare assets with this committee, having you and Senator Robb, ^ 

combat veterans in Vietnam, and Senator McCain, who not Only 
saw combat service there but as we all know spent years as a pris- 
oner of war in Southeast Asia. 

So I think that the staff, plus the members of this committee 
who have had on-the-ground experience there, I think it is going to 
give us the ability to see a lot of things that have not been seen to ^ 
this point. • 

As I indicated, I am hopeful and I am confident that we need to 
resolve this issue, and we will. The Nation deserves an answer, the 
millions who served in Southeast Asia deserve it, and especially 
the families of those people who are not accounted for deserve it. If 
there are live prisoners of war, certainly we need to get to the 
bottom of this after all these years. 

As Senator McCain indicated, I enter these hearings with an • 
open mind. I do not know, and that is why I asked the question to 


Secretary Cheney. I do not know if there are prisoners of war 
there. If there are not, we need to resolve that If there are, we 

• need to resolve that. l ean better understand why the Governments 
of Southeast Asia would play games with those missing in action, 
but that still does not make it any more palatable. 

the question of linkage between the POW/MIA issue and nor- 
malized relations with Vietnam has been discussed in recent 
weeks. I believe the linkage issue is important, and I listened in- 
tently at Secretary Cheney’s statement where in Laos that Govern- 

• ment there has supplied certain information to our country and as 
a result of that we have done certain things in Laos. I think there 
should be linkage. 

Not only, as I indicated, do the families of those who served in 
Vietnam deserve this committee hearing and this attention that is 
being focused on these issues, but those who now serve today in our 
' arm^ services deserve this issue to be resolved. 

• The issue of POW’s and MIA's I believe is a moral factor in 
today's armed services. In effect, what will my country do to get 
me back if I am captured in some foreign conflict? One of the pur- 
poses of these hearing is to determine exactly what steps our 

' country has taken to investigate the evidence that has developed. 
Secretary Cheney has outlined something that gives us hope and 
expectation. 

• Once again, Mr. Chairman, I think that we have a lot of work to 
do in a short period of time, and I think a lot is expected of us, and 
I think that we-should perform. _ 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Reid. Senator 
Grassley. 

STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, A U.S. SENATOR 

• FROM THE STATE OF IOWA 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, in regard to what Vietnam 
might be doing or not doing in regard to a new attitude that they 
have, I think we have to wait and see whether their opening is real 
or whether it is rhetoric, and 1 do not want to accept their good 
will at face value. I want to watch what they do, and if they do 

^ something very positive, acknowledge it, but I do not want to make 
any judgment on what they say they will do. 

Mr. Chairman, there has ^n a great deal of discontentment 
over the years out in the countryside over the way our Government 
has handled this issue. I have personally experienced the frustra- 
tion felt by many of my own constituents over the years. 

The principal problem is that they simply cannot get their ques- 

§ tions answered. Eleven times the Government has looked into the 
situation, and eleven times people are still not satisfied. So why is 
it, and what is the purpose of this committee? Why in the world 
are we starting a twelfth investigation? What can possibly be 
learned that was not learned by the other eleven efforts? 

The eleventh of these was concluded this past May. This was the 
inquiry of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee minority staff. 

• That inquiry, in which I had an opportunity to participate even 
though I was not a member of the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
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mittee, concluded that the Government has mishandled the POW/ 
MIA issue. 

There is a fundamental reason why the eleventh inquiry is at 
odds with the first ten. It is a simple matter of oversight and infor- 
mation. Of those ten previously conducted, seven were done by the 
executive branch and three by congressional committees. The seven 
executive branch iriauiries were not all thoroughly reviewed by 
Congress, and the three congressional inquiries were not based 
upon all pertinent data available to the U.S. Government on this 
issue. So for its part, Congress, which represents the people of this 
country, has not had the ability prior to this select committee to 
resolve this issue. 

I feel strongly about this, because I spent four days at the Penta- 
gon a year ago this past September with professional committee 
staff pouring over hundreds of live sighting reports, inclusive of 
T&w intelligence data. We were told by DOD officials during that 
time period that I was over there that I apparently was the first 
Member of Congress to have gone through this information. Prior 
to that. Members of Congress and their staff had only reviewed 
summaries. 

Now, the summaries represent the conclusions of each case, so 
how can a proper evaluation take place if all you evaluate are con- 
clusions? What about the data and reports from which the conclu- 
sions were drawn? 

At the end of my fourth day of sifting through these files I came 
away with two very definite impre^ions. First, there are major dis- 
crepancies and follow-up deficiencies in these reports. When you 
read the summaries, plus the live sighting reports and raw data,- 
plus the casualty files, there are all kinds of inconsistencies, and 
illogical conclusions are drawn. So I would suggest to my col- 
leagues on this committee that we get access to and review all of 
this data. 

The second impression I had was we needed a lot more resources 
and manpower to review and evaluate these files than either I or 
the other three staffers had time for. It was at that point that I 
knew an entire committee was needed, and that is why I joined 
with Senator Smith to create this committee. 

Now that the committee has been established, the question is, 
what will it take to resolve this issue? First, we have to have a new 
attitude. That goes for Congress, the executive, the m^ia, every- 
one. John Locke, the philosopher, used the term ‘^tabula rasa,” 
when he called for a fresh approach to determining what the 
human mind is capable of knowing or not knowing. That translates 
roughly into blank slate. He said, in a sense, let us wipe the slate 
clean. 

That is what we need here, Mr. Chairman. And now, as we go 
into this 1-year investigation, those who have preconceived notions, 
those who have biases, those who have agendas on this issue, 
should set them aside. This should include the public at large, 
which would do well to send a clear message to Vietnam and Laos 
that we do not seek retribution, that returning our men would 
beget goodwill from us. 

^cond, this committee needs access to information. This access 
should be full and complete. Let it be known that this committee 
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will not hesitete to pursue access to all pertinent data, and once 
this information is provided it must receive an unbiased and pro- 
fessional evaluation. 

Finally, we must be prepared to say that we left boys behind, if 
that is what the evidence shows. We have said as a Government 
countless times in the past that there is no credible evidence to 
show that we left men behind. What if the evidence points to the 
contrary? Are we prepared to back it Up? 

Sometimes, as is human nature, people can get too close to a sit- 
uation and not know it. Their judgment becomes clouded. They are 
unable to s^ the forest for the trees. Perhaps that is what has hap- 
pened in this case. Perhaps this issue needs fresh blood and a new 
attitude. There is no reason to point fingers and demand account- 
ability. Let HIS find out the truth and fix the system if it needs 
fixing. 

As Leo Tolstoy once wrote about how we sometimes let truth 
elude us, he said, we often put too much faith in the system and we 
lose sight of the truth. Truth, he says, is like a lizard. The system 
is like the toil of that lizard. We grab at the tail, but the lizard 
sheds its tail in our hand and goes off to grow another tail, so we 
are left grasping the system, not the truth. 

Perhaps that analogy is appropriate in this case. Perhaps we 
have defended a system that has assumed from the beginning, that 
we left ho one behind. That system pursues the discovery of bones 
and crash sites, but that same system cannot handle evidence to 
the contrary. When confronted with the possibility ,.pf live Ameri- 
cans still held, captive, the system defends itself with Imee-jerk 
denial. 

I certainly do not know if this is the case, Mr. Chairman, but I 
expect that in the course of the next year we will find this out. Ul- 
timately, we have to get answers for our constituents and for the 
public at large. If wq fail to answer their questions, we will have a 
13th and a 14th investigation, as many as it takes to get an 
answer. I, for one, want this committee to provide those answers, 
and we have about 1 year to do it, and I am glad that we are final- 
ly getting started. 

Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Grassley. 

Senator Robb. 

Senator Robb. Mr. Chairman, 1 will not have an opening state- 
ment at this time. I am delight^ to join you, and I approach this 
undertaking hoping that it will be objective. I approach it with a 
certain degree of skepticism, but I look forward to hearing from 
General Vessey. The Chairman: Thank you very much, ^nator 
Kassebaum. 

STATEMENT OP HON. NANCY L. KASSEBAUM. A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF KANSAS 

Senator Kassebaum. Mr. Chairman, I would like my full state- 
ment to be made a part of the record. 

I would just like to say, though, that I think the hearing has 
gotten off to a good start with Secretary Cheney’s very forthright 
and thoughtful statement, one of the most comprehensive and dedi- 
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cated that I have heard on any subject, and I would also like to 
say, too. General Vessey has done a lot in this past year to help 
move this issue along in a very real way. I look forward to hearing 
his testimony. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Your full statement will be made a 
part of the record. Senator Kohl. 

STATEMENT OF HON. HERBERT KOHL, A U.S. SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF WISCONSIN 

Senator Kohl. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I will be ’ 

very brief. 

Two weeks ago, Mr. Chairman, I was in Wisconsin to dedicate a 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial. 18 years after the war ended, several 
thousand people gathered for the ceremony. All the money for the 
project was rais^ by veterans organizations and private individ- 
uals, and it was Vietnam veterans who had the final say about how ^ ^ 
their memorial would be designed. 

I think we can learn something about the importance of the 
work of our committee here today from the design that they chose. 

There were three columns built of Wisconsin red granite. One 
column represented those killed in action, one column represented 
those who fought and made it home, and the third column was for 
the POW's and MIA’s, fellow comrades whose fate remains a nag- ^ , 
ging question. 

That third column was of the greatest importance to the audi- 
ence that^ay. Ann Fischer, whose brother went to fight in Viet- 
nam but whose fate is still unknown, shared with the crowd the 
enormous pain her family has experienced. She made a huge im- 
pression and evoked the strongest response in a day full of speech- 
es. 0 

With this committee, we will have an opportunity to do some- 
thing for Ann Fischer, for her family, for all POW/MIA families, 
and for the American people. With these hearings we will begin a 
process aimed at three things. First, we need to investigate our 
Government’s actions. Serious doubts exist about whether our Gov- 
ernment has done everything possible to resolve the fate of the 
missing. These doubts n^ to be heard and explored. # 

Second, we need to help the American people and especially the 
families to understand the way POW/MIA cases are handled, and 
third, we need to do everything in our power to find out if there 
are still any live Americans left behind. 

This is clearly a highly emotional subject. It is possible that star- 
tling revelations will occur, but this committee is united in want- 
ing to find the truth, and that clearly will take some time. The sub- 0 
ject is clearly too important to leap to any premature conclusions, 
and the report we will issue is too’ important to make on any 
grounds other than a rational, reasoned analysis of the facts, so I, 
like the other committee members, look forward to hearing from 
all of our witnesses, and I want to thank them for coming with us 
here today to share their information. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 0 

[The prepared statement of Ann Fischer follows:] 
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Prepared Statement of Ann Fischer 

Dear Chairman and members of the Committee: I regret that 1 cannot be at the 
hearings in person. Please accept the following as my testimonv. 

• On January 8, 1968, my family was notified that my brother, Richard William 
Fischer, was missing in action. That notification was the start of the process by 
which my mother and I feel we have become victims at the hands of our govern- 
ment and its reprSsentaiives. 

The National League of Families was first formed with the hopes that a united 
voice would get our government's attention and get us, *he faniilies, the answers we 
felt we deserved. Those were as follows: 

1. Information about our loved one’s "incident." Many families were not informed 

■0 of the nature of their loss because of "National Security." 

2. What was being done to secure the release of our men. 

3. What was being done to ensure their humane treatiiient as prisoners. 

Until the Freedom of Information Act, little information could be obtained about 
our loved ones. Any information the least bit touchy was considered within the 
realm of "National Security" and not released. 

At first we were told to tell no one of the status of our loved ones for fear of retal- 
iation by the North Vietnamese, thus setting the stage for secrets and the shame 
and guilt felt if we strayed from this mandate. In fact, the League found the oppo- 

0 site to be true; the louder our voices, the better their treatment of the prisoners. 

We continued to feel patronized by the military and our government. The Lea^e 
had a voice, but only if in agreement to stick to the "party line." Anyone criticizing 
the policies was cast out as a troublemaker and saia to be giving misinformation. 
Also, anyone not in agreement with Ann Mills-Griffiths was said to be giving out 
misinformation and could not be trusted; Red McDaniels, Scott Barnes, and Bobby 
Garwood, to name a few. I also distinctly remember my gut response to Richard 
Childress the first time I heard him speak. I felt he could not be trusted and he was 
not telling us the truth. I continue to feel that way to this day, 

0 Prior to homecoming, my mother and I were r^ested to look at an album filled 

with men’s pictures that were known prisoners, mh Mom and I picked out the 
same picture. It was taken from the back and the man held himself in the same 
manner as my brother. would. He was also wearing a two-piece rainsliit exactly like 
the one Mom had sent him. The Casualty Officer, I believe named Billy Branch, 
checked the number of the picture with a list and, though he did not verbalize into 
words what he discovered, his sharp intake of breath lead my mother to believe that 
this might be Richard, approximately 4 years after his disappearance. No confirma- 
tion or denial or explanation of this reaction was ever riven us. 

• At a later viewing of his file by my mother and I, no record was made of us 
having seen these pictures. SubsMuent questions regarding these pictures have 
brought out that they are "somewhere in the PentMon" and no one knows the 
exact location of the pictures without having the identification number. 

A letter accompanying the file sent to us contained the following: 

Information Report 6029125770 dated 30 November 1970; 

Information Report 6918562873 dated 11 December 1973; 

Information Report 6918767074 dated 26 December 1974 provided with infor- 
mation deleted because it is classified for reasons of national security and there- 

• fore exempted from access or released by 5 U.S.C. 552(bXl) and 5 U.S.C. 
552a(kKl). 

Initial Denial Authority is Obtain Raymond A. Vohden, USN, Principal Mili- 
tary Advisor to the Assistant Secretary of Defense (International Security Af- 
fairs) for POW/MIA matters. 

I believe that this may refer to what is known as the "Christmas Lists" and my 
brother could have been alive and his whereabouts known as late as December 12, 
1974. But whatever it might reveal, this information was withheld from us due to 

• "National Security." I wonder if we will ever find out. 

While at the regional meeting at Scott Air Force Base in April 1989, my mother 
made another inquiry about these pictures. The Marine representative stated in no 
uncertain terms that rainsuits were standard issue, that everyone had one and that 
she did not send one to my brother. Ponchos were issued, but that is not what my 
mother sent to Richard. I remember the anger I felt toward that Marine when he 
called my mother a liar. On our return home, Mom checked with my cousin, whose 
phiOf Richard took In “Mike Co” about the rainsuit. He clearly confirmed that at 
that time two piece rainsuits were not standard issue. 

• At the same meeting, a man from the State Department spoke to us. He told us of 
rescue plans waiting in a safe, they knew location of the prisoners and they were 
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awaiting word to go ahead. My feelings are this was told to us as a means of placat- 
ing us, This was said as a means to reassure us that "everything was being done 
that could be done." Was this the canceled Delta Force mission? _ 

The summer of 1990 my mother toured the lab in Hawaii. When there, she asked 
if they had the "fact sheet" on my brother. The League continued to tell us specific 
cases were taken with General Vessey on each visit to Vietnam. My mother’s next 
question was would my brother’s "fact sheet" ever get shown at any of. these meet-, 
ings. She was informed that it would not, unless his file contained pictures of him 
as a prisoner. And yet the closest thing we have seen to a picture has been "lost" in 
the Pentagon. 

My reaction to this is one of anger. I feel that they have killed my brother again 
and they have written him off, I refuse to let this happen. I want answers. I want to ' / . 

know why they refuse to examine each case. I want to know why each and every 
live sighting has been declared fraudulent. Who is the DIA protecting? Who is the 
CIA, State Department, and National Security Council protecting? What benefits, 
other than notoriety, did Ann Mills-Griffiths get for being in her position? Why did 
she, as the League representative, act so obstructively in meetings with the Laotians 
and the Vietnamese? Why does the DIA continue to declare photos released as 
fraudulent when they were obtained for their own records? What is being done to 
secure the release of Donald Carr? 

I have waited 23 years for word of my brother and his fellow prisoners. I believe ^ i 

that our government knows that pur men are still alive, I believe that they want to 
forget our men. just as they have in the past. Let the record show that the Vietnam 
veterans will hot allow this to happen. Let the record show that I will not let this 
happen. I will not let our government forget because I cannot forget. 

Senator Kerry. Thank you very much, Senator Kohl. Senator 
Helms. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JESSE HELMS, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE ' ' 
STATEOFNORTHCAROLINA- 

Senator Helms. Thanklyou, Mr. Chairman. 

Since this is the first time that we have met after all of our 
members have been appointed, I think it would be useful for us to 
at least take brief note regarding the direction which the POW/ 

MIA committee should take. / . 

Now, unless, Mr. Chairman, we have a clear agreement on the 
job to be done, it will never be done. The American people will 
once more feel that they have been cheated. Now, cheated may 
seem a rather harsh word, but that is the way the American people 
feel about it, general. Raised upon the preliminary work done by 
Senator Grassley and me and by the work of his staff and the For- 
eign Relations Committee minority staff, I remain convinced that 0 
the American people and above all the families and friends of the 
POW/MIA’s have not been given the full truth by their Govern- 
ment, and in a very real way Dick Cheney confirmed that this 
morning. 

Therefore, I propose eight brief points to become the focus of our 
work on this committee. 

Point 1, 1 think the committee should reanalyze all of the intelli- n 
gence on POW/MIA's available for all wards, including World War 
II, the Korean War, and the Vietnam War. The Senate Foreign Re- 
lations Committee Minority Report presented, in my view, compel- 
ling evidence that U.S. POW/MIA’s were left behind after every 
major war. Now, this contrasts with some assertions that have 
“^manated from the Department of Defense in the past that not 
one— not one was left behind. I do not believe that, and I do not r 
believe the American people believe it. 


59 


Now, if we do not reach a general consensus on the number of 
men abandoned, then the committee will be lost in the endless loop 
of the DOD approach that tries to knock down the evidence on 
every specific case, and that is why I said I was so encouraged by 
Dick Cheney’s statement this morning. I think he is going to turn 
the situation around. As a. matter of fact, he has already begun to 
do that, 

The break-up of the Soviet Union and new evidence now avail- 
able suggests that it may be possible to find out what happened to 
the POW/MIA’s sent to the Soviet Union or kept behind by the So- 
viets in earlier wars. 

As for POW/MIA’s from the Vietnam War, the committee inves- 
tigators should systematically perform a double team search of the 
files, looking for discrepancies between the raw evidence and the 
final resolution, and by this I mean that each file should be evalu- 
ated separately by two— not one, two teams. 

Not eveiything that was done was faulty. I do not contend that. 
In the limited time that we had access to samples of files, we dis- 
covered that a large number appeared to have b^n resolved cor- 
rectly. Nevertheless, the number with discrepancies was not only 
too high, but showed a bureaucratic insensitivity toward the digni- 
ty of the missing. 

Point'2, the committee should focus its efforts on the possibility 
that some or even one of the POW/MIA's might still be living. The 
-U.S. Government, in its discussions with Vietnam and other possi- 
ble holders of POW/MIA’s, has seemed too often to limit the topic 
to return of'remains and visiting the crash sites. Of course, we 
want the remains returned to the family, and of course we want to 
get the history of crash sites, but the first priority should go to the 
living. 

Point 3, the committee should review the identification of re- 
mains made by the Central Identification Laboratory in Hawaii. 
Even though CILHI, as we initial it in the bureaucracy now ap- 
pears to be using scientific methods, the staff has evidence that 
many identifications may have been falsified in the past and were 
performed unscientifically by unqualified technicians. We want to 
be careful about that from this point on. 

Point 4, the committee should review all laws pertaining to the 
procedures for making a so-called "presumptive finding of death." 
The U.S. Government should be required to prove that an individ- 
ual is dead, instead of requiring the next of lun to prove that he is 
alive. At present, the U.S. Government can declare a person dead 
after 1 year following the last information received on him, even if 
that information indicated that he was alive at that time. 

Point 5, the committee should review the claims by family mem- 
bers who believe that unfair declarations of death were issued for 
their loved ones. The first four points would put these claims in 
proper perspective, I submit. 

Point 6, the committee should review U.S. Government policy for 
relations with the next of kin. In particular, the committee should, 
review all Department of Defense and Department of State direc- 
tives concerning relations with the families and recommend 
changes where and if appropriate. 



60 


61 


Point 7, the committee should review alleptions that family 
members and persons interested in POW/ MIA affairs have been 
deliberately harassed by the U^S. Government because they criti- • 
cized or refused to accept .U,S; Government policy. 

Let me illustrate what I am talking about. A number of my own 
constituents in North Carolina have reported unusual scrutiny by 
the Internal Revenue Service immediately after they became vocal 
on the POW/MIA issue. Now, that must not be allowed to happen, 

The eighth and final point, Mr. Chairman, I think the committee 
should insist that effective cooperation on POW/MIA matters must ^ # 
be the No. 1 priority. Not No. 2, not No. 3, but No. 1 in dealing i 
with Vietnam and the Soviet Union, For starters, neither country j 
should get one dime from the United States taxpayers until we 
know the truth about POW/MIA’s who never came back from 
those countries. 

Now, I realize, Mr. Chairman, that this is a big order, but unless 
we have a specific plan, a clear road map, we will accomplish noth- O # 
ing in the few short months that we have. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield the floor. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Helms. 

Let me just address veiy quickly, this is the first public hearing 
of the committee, and the committee has been busy pulling togeth- 
er staff and seeking recommendations from all the members for the 
outline of this inquiry, and I want to assure the Senator that o # 
almost without exception every one of the points that he has sug- 
gested are within the framework of the outline put forward by a 
number of different members of the committee. 

The one caveat I would say to the Senator is that a raw data in- 
telligence review of all wars by this committee is really beyond our 
capacity especially if we try to include World War II and Korea in 
the time frame that we have with the resources we have, and I do n ^ 
not want to pull any wool over the Senator's eyes or pretend that 
somehow that can be done. 

I do not want anybody to be misled here. It will be a gargantuan 
task to review the data of the Vietnam period alone with the cur- 
rent resource allocation, and I think what the committee has felt, 
at least in the judgments I have had in talking privately with 
members, is that we set out to do that task and prove the capacity ^ 
to do it thoroughly with respect to Vietnam, and that hopefully ^ 
would lay the groundwork or justification for the continuation in 
the other two. 

But we have eight investigators that have been allocated to us, 
and it just— as Senator Grassley knows and others who have been 
over there— is an enormous undertaking, as it is. But I want to 
assure the Senator that every one of those priorities that he set out ^ ^ 

are indeed critical to our ability to do this job, and that there will ' ^ 

be a review of the intelligence with respect to the POW/MIA 's in 
Vietnam. 

Senator Helms. Well, I thank the Senator, if the Senator would 
yield, but I do not think we ought to dismiss the point that the 
Senator described as gargantuan. We can at least make a begin- 
ning and see where we stand and then make a determination of 
whether we want to continue on that. ♦ • 

The Chairman. Well, I think that is fair. I think we can do that. 


Senator Helms. I thank the Chair. 

The Chairman. General Vessey, thank you for being here. 
Thank you also for your repeated briefings, and availabilities to 
the members of the committee. 

There is not a member of this committee who does not stand m 
awe of your service and commitment to this effort. You have really 
succeeded in breaking important ground, and I think everybody is 
anxious to hear your views and your testimony today. I think, as 
you and I have talked privately, I think it is important for you to 
speak with the candor that you have talked with us privately, and 
as we have all talked about it is critical to let the chips fall where 

they may. , , . m, 

I know you have some strongly-held views about this. There are 
few people who have dealt as much with the Vietnamese on this as 
you have, or who are as aware of the current state and the texture 
of this issue, and so we very much look forward to your testimony. 

The rules of the committee state that all testimony, with a few 
exceptions, the Secretary of Defense being one of them, will be 
sworn, and so, general, I ask that you stand to be sworn, without, 
obviously, any doubts that you would do other than state the truth 
here, but that will be a matter of record for all witnesses, and so if 
I may ask your indulgence, if you would stand to be sworn. 

General Vessey. Well, I would say also. Senator, I was going to 
tell you the same thing no matter what. 

The Chairman. We absolutely understand that, general. There is 
no question of that. But I do not want anybody subsequently who is 
sworn to say well, you did not swear him, and you did. not swear 
her, and so we are going to do it for all concerned, and I know you 
understand that. 

General Vessey. Well, since I travel with my Bible in my brief- 
case, I will just take it out and use it. 

[Witness sworn.] 

The Chairman. Sir, we look forward to your testimony. Thank 
you. 

STATEMENT OF GEN. JOHN W. VESSEY, JR., USA (RET.), SPECIAL 
PRESIDENTIAL EMISSARY FOR POW/MIA MATTERS 

General Vessey. I would just say, in the beginning. Senator, I 
have submitted a written statement and I want to tell you that in 
my word processor in my computer I have a lot of help, one to help 
me with my spelling and so forth, but it will not help me with fun- 
daments goofs, and I want to apologize for putting the ^ong 
name of the committee on the top of my statement, and I did it a 
long time ago, and I looked at the rest of the statement a lot, but I 
never looked back at that one, so the fault is purely mine and I 
sent it here by fax and it just got reproduced here, and I apologize. 

The Chairman. GenerS, if you would do me a favor, first of all if 
you could pull the microphone a little closer and down, and second- 
ly, before you begin your opening testimony 1 would like you just to 
share with Americans who are listening to these proceedings a 
little bit about your service and record, if you would. 

General Vessey. Well, as the Secretary said, I am the former 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and I was Chairman from 
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1982 through 1985, and I spent 46 years in the uniform of our coun- 
try and in fact we’re coming up on the anniversary of my outfit 
going to War the first time, 49 years ago, in a couple of days here, # 

and so I’ve been around for a while. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, this is a very modest man. J think 
that I would like to hear how you got your battlefield commission, 
and I think the American public should hear that. You are our 
lead witness, and I think they are entitled to hear that. 

The Chairman. I agree with that, That is what I am trying to 
get at, and we are going to break through the shield of modesty if # 
we can, general. 

General Vessey. Well, as you said. Senator, I did get a battlefield 
commission, and I always thought it was because they were prob- 
ably scraping the bottom of the barrel about May of 1944 and 
looked around for some noncommissioned officers who might take 
the place 

Senator Reid. Where was this, that you received this commis- # 
sion? 

General Vessey. In Italy, Senator Reid, at the Anzio beachhead. 

Senator McCain. And your age at that time, general? 

General Vessey. 22. ' 

The Chairman. Can you just share— you say you served in Viet- 
nam? 

General Vessey. Yes, sir, I did. # 

The Chairman. What were your duty posts in Vietnam? 

General Vessey. Welh I served witih the. 25th Division in 1966 
and 1967,_and then I went back. • " - ~ 

The Chairman. Your rank at the time? 

General Vessey. I was a lieutenant colonel, and then I went back 
in 1971 and 1972 at Laos, and took the job at Laos that was called 
Deputy Chief JUSMAGTHAI, which had expanded responsibilities # 
at that time for coordinating U.S. support for military operations 
in Laos, and I was there until the cease fire was signed in 197^ 

’The Chairman. So how many years total service in Vietnam, 
general? 

General Vessey. Well, in Southeast Asia, 3, and 1 in Vietnam. 

The Chairman. 1 in Vietnam and three tours? 

General Vessey. 3 years in Southeast Asia. # 

The Chairman. So it was fair to say that not only for your 49 
years of service, and not only for the fact that you have worn a 
uniform 

General Vessey. Only 46. 

'The Chairman. And not only for the fact that you have worn the 
uniform mth distinction and obvious commitment, but also for 
your service in Vietnam, it is fair to say that you accepted this spe- 0 
ci^ envoy role appointment by the President on the POW/MIA 
with a special sense of personal commitment, I would say. Is that 
fair? 

General Vessey. Yes, sir. The people who are missing are my 
comrades, as they were comrades of many of the people on this 
committee. 

The Chairman. I am sorry to interrupt you with that, but I do ^ 
think it is important for people to understand what you bring to 


this beyond just being former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff 

# General Vessey. Yes, sir, and in regard to telling the truth, I 
would tell you that I will tell you the truth insofar as I know it to 
be the truth, and since there’s a lot of hazy information about this 
subject, I will tell you what my basis is for believing certain things 
are true insofar as I can possibly do that. 

'There are many things in my prepared statement that are very 
similar to what the Secretary said. On the other hand, there are 

# some important points of emphasis, and I’d like to go through that 
prepared statement in general and I’ll try to skip over the things 
in the interests of time that the Secretary covered. 

Like the Secretary, I am pleased to be here, and I thank you for 
the opportunity to help the committee examine the important 
issues of the fates of our missing from the Vietnam War. Your 
letter asked me to appear at today’s hearing and address the proce- 

# dures for resolving live sightings, and I will tell you what I know of 
that matter. However, to put that issue in context, I believe it im- 
portant for me to tell you about the salient points in the negotia- 
tions with the Vietnamese for the 4 years in which I have been in- 
volved. 

In 1987, President Reagan asked me to take on the task of get- 
ting the negotiations with the Vietnamese Government on certain 

# humanitarian matters jnoving, and I would say some very impor- 
tant progress- had been made by initiatives of the Reagan adminis- 

- tration^ in the early 1980’s, but by late 1986 the progress had 
slowed seriously. 

The President instructed me to seek a^eements with the Viet- 
namese to resolve the fates of the remaining POW/MIA cases, and 
he recognized that we would not be able to resolve all of them, but 

# he made it very clear that the U.S. Government goal was the full- 
est possible accounting for all those missing and unaccounted for, 
and as first priority within that goal I was to seek ways to shed as 
much light as possible on the issue of whether or not live Ameri- 
cans were continuing to be held by the Vietnamese Government, 
and if there were any that then we would take action to get them 
out. 

# And then as the next priority— but I would like to emphasize 
again the first priority. That is, it was live Americans was the first 
priority, and ^nator Helms brought that up, and I will repeat that 
several times here, that our focus has been on finding out whether 
or not there were live Americans there, and as a lower priority re- 
covering the recoverable remains of those servicemen who had 
been killed or died. 

# The President also instructed me to raise certain other humani- 
tarian issues. I was to seek to release of the remaining reeducation 
camp detainees— that is, the South Vietnamese Government offi- 
cials and military officers who were still in the so-called reeduca- 
tion camps in Vietnam. At that time, we estimated that about 
8,000 people were ^ing held. 

I was to attempt to get the Orderly Departure Program moving, 

f and the Orderly Departure Program was the program that permits 
separated Vietnamese families to be reunite without having to 
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run the gauntlet of the pirates in the South China Sea, and I was 

also to propose getting the Amerasian children out of Vietnam. ^ 

I was also authorized to listen to Vietnam's humanitarian con- ^ ^ 
cerns to see if there were some which might be addressed within 
our Ibgal, political, and policy constraints, but whatever was to be 
done on that matter was to be done solely for humanitarian rea- 
sons and was not in any way to be some sort of a trade for Viet- 
nam’s POW/ MIA efforts. 

When President Bush took office in 1989, he asked me to stay on 
in the job and he gave me the same general instructions, except he P ^ 
modified them ba^ on the process that had been achieved by that 
time. 

The instructions of the two Presidents led me to attend meetings 
with senior Vietnamese Government officials, including four trips 
to Hanoi leading U.S. delegations, and the agreements reached in 
those sessions in turn to 18 sets of technical talks between the 
leaders of our casualty resolution activities and the officials of the • # 
Vietnamese Office for Seeking Missing Persons, and as Secretary 
Cheney said, the 18th round of those talks just took place in the 
last few days. 

It also to 14 sets of joint field investigations involving thou- 
sands of man-days of American and Vietnamese investigators on 
the ground, trying to find out what happened to our people. It led 
to two information-seeking talks trying to determine how to find 
the information Vietnamese archives might hold about the fates of 
missing Americans,' and as the. Secretary said, they led to the es- 
tablishment of a U.S. office-in Hanoi to further the search for our 
people and information about their fates. 

AlS a result of my talks in Hanoi on issues other than POW/MIA, 
the Orderly Departure Program is working. About 200,000 Viet- 
namese families have been reunited thus far. About 60,000 Amera- 
sian children and family members have been resettled in this coun- 
try. All but about 100 of the reeducation camp detainees have ^n 
released, and we have a working program permitting those who 
want to leave Vietnam to come to this country. 

During mv trip to Hanoi last month, the Vietnamese Govern- 
ment agreed to a review of the remaining cases and looking for- 
ward to an early release of the remainder of those detainees. I 
would also add that considerable nongovernmental U.S. humanitar- 
ian assistance has reached Vietnamese people who needed the 
help. 

wfore I get into more detail on the POW/MIA issues, there are 
several background points and events which are important for an 
understanding of the total context of our interaction with the Viet- 
namese Government. First, the United States has quite consistent- 
ly u^ed that the POW/MIA matter be approached as a humanitar- 
ian issue. We have regularly told the Vietnamese that resolution of 
the issue is not a requirement for discussing normalization of diplo- 
matic relations. 

We have, however, consistently said that the pace and scope of 
any normalization discussions will be affected by the level of Viet- 
nam’s cooperation in resolving the POW/MIA issues. Vietnam has 
accepted the POW/MLA matter as a humanitarian issue, and in 
fact I would add that the Vietnamese Government has not connect- 
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ed the level of U.S. humanitarian aid to their level of effort on 
POW/MIA. 

The U.S. has consistently said that normalization of relations 
with Vietnam can only begin in the context of an acceptable settle- 
ment of the Cambodian conflict, and the acceptable settlement had 
a number of specific terms, but for the purposes of the hearing 
today we can summarize them as follows: u j- 

Complete withdrawal of Vietnamese forces from Cambodia. 

Outside verification of that withdrawal. 

Free elections in Cambodia. 

Nonreturn to power of the Khmer Rouge. 

Accepting and implementing the Cambodian solution sponsored 
by the Permanent five members of the U.N. Security Council. As 
you know, Vietnam announced its withdrawal of its forces in Sep- 
tember 1989, and the Cambodian peace agreement was signed in 
Paris on October 23 of this year. p « i 

On April 9 of this year. Assistant Secretary of State Solomon 
presented the Vietnamese with a road map for normalization of re- 
lations. The document laid out a general list of events and activi- 
ties and the resolution of the Cambodian conflict and U.S. expecta- 
tions for levels of POW/MIA cooperation, and then it laid out cor- 
responding U.S. moves that would be made on the road to normal- 
ization. . , , j L ♦ 

The Vietnamese neither accepted nor rejected the road map, but 
their actions have generally been consistent with the road map, as 

have ours. ~ r /x/tt a 

Now I would like to move on to a summary of the POW /MIA 
issues from my perspective, and this is certainly very general pd 
short. The issue of potential live American prisoners was the high- 
est priority for President Reagan, and it is the highest priority for 
President Bush, and it certainly has been the highest priority for 
the American effort that I have been associated with. 

For that reason, in the 1987 negotiations we focused on a group 
of 70 compelling discrepancy cases, cases which we believe the Vi- 
etnamese should have had — about which they should have had in- 
formation. For the most part, they were cases of people whom we 
believe were alive after the incident in which they were involved, 
and were captured or were about to be captured when we last 

knew of them. ... ^ j r 

The Vietnamese Government has maintained since the end ot 
the war that it held no live prisoners. In the 1987 negotiations, I 
used examples of these compelling discrepancy cases to illustrate 
why many Americans believed that Vietnam still held live Ameri- 
cans despite their Government’s contrary assertion. 

The then Foreign Minister, Nguyen Co Thach, the Vietnamese 
negotiator, acknowledged the discrepancies in the examp es that I 
had given, and he said that Vietnam would help resolve those 
cases. In June of 1988, the Vietnamese Government agreed to joint 
U-S.-Vietnamese investigations of the discrepant cases. 

In early fall of that year, we conducted our first joint investiga- 
tions. In 1989, we added additional discrepancy cases to bring the 
total to 119, and we also raised 35 — about 35, or maybe 36 — discrep- 
ancy cases of people lost in Laos, in border areas which were under 
the control of Vietnamese military forces during the war. 
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It was my intention a|: that time to raise the cases of all those 
people we believed we had evidence to show were alive after their 
incident, whether it was a plane crash, or a ground battle, or what- 
ever it was, but additional research has shown that we did not in- 
clude them all. But nevertheless, our analysts thought we had most 
of the cases representing people who had the best chance of being 
alive, and it seemed to me that by giving our priority effort to the 
joint investigation of those cases, we would shed the most light on 
the question of live American prisoners. 

The 119 cases have all been investigated at least once. Most of 
them have been investigated twice, some of them three times, some 
of them four times. As the Secretary pointed out, 22 of the cases 
have been resolved through having their remains returned and 
identified, and we agreed with the Vietnamese that there are four 
other cases where the servicemen are clearly dead and the remains 
will probably never be recovered. 

In 31 additional cases, we and the Vietnamese agreed that the 
investigations have established that the servicemen are dead. The 
U.S. believes that the remains are probably recoverable, or may al- 
ready have been recovered in most of these cases. 62 other cases 
are pending further investigation. However, it’s my understanding 
that the fates in five of those cases were probably resolved during 
the last joint investigations. 

In most of the remaining 57 cases, we have gathered evidence, 
but not enough to be conclusive. The evidence we have gathered 
points toward death in those -cases where we have gathered, evi- 
dence. In no case have we found new additional evidence which 
points toward servicemen being_^ive. 

One other sort of evidence which is pointed toward the possibility 
of live Americans is the live sighting report. As the Secretary said, 
since 1975 about 1,500 first-hand live sighting reports have been re- 
ceived. Most of these came from Southeast Asian refuges. 

And the Secretary went through the numbers, 1,361 having been 
determined to be resolved by our people, 1,009 correlated to people 
for whom we had other accounting. And he went through the Gar- 
wood business. 372 were judged to be fabrications. And there are 
about 100 live sighting reports still under investigation. 

Resolving these cases and any future sightings is important. And 
for the past several years we have sought agreement on investigat- 
ing live sightings. In the October 1990 negotiating session. Foreign 
Minister Thach agreed to cooperate to develop procedures for live 
sighting investigations. Indeed, since then the Vietnamese haye co- 
operate with us in investigating a few different cases of alleged 
Americans which came up very quickly. In April of this year when 
we and the Vietnamese ^^d to open an office in Hanoi we 
agreed that one of its missions would be investigating live sighting 
reports. As the Secretary said, we have not yet fully agreed on 
exact procedures to be followed. High officials of the Vietnamese 
government have told me as well as told Congressional delegations, 
including members of this committee, that if we have evidence of 
any live Americans anywhere in Vietnam, we will be permitted to 
go wherever needed to investigate the matter. We ne^ mutually 
agreeable procedures to make that offer a reality. 
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During my October meeting Hanoi, Nguyen Manh Cam, the new 
Foreign Minister, agreed that their people would work with ours to 
t • refine the procedures. It was a subject to be raised in the technical 
talks of the last few days. It is my understanding that progress was 
made and what we need to do is march ahead and see if more 
progress needs to be made. , . 

There are some additional salient points on the live prisoner 
issue. And this is sort of a summary of what we know. 

We know through extensive debriefings and subsequent investi- 
t • gations that all Americans seen by U.S. prisoners of war who did 
return in the Vietnamese prison system have been accounted for as 
either returned POW’s or through the return of remains or having 
been report^ as died in captivity. , j r ^ 

In the years since 1973 other than the 100 or so unresolved first- 
hand live sighting reports under investigation, we have gathered 
no other intelligence that has been reported to me, and I have 
4 • searched for it, by technical means^r by other means which indi- 
cates the Vietnamese are holding live prisoners or that there was 
another POW system other than the one in which our returned 
prisoners were held. ^ i 

Now we also know that high Vietnamese government officials 
have maintained through the vears that their government holds no 
live American prisoners. And that assertion was repeated to me 
% f last month by Vo Van Kiet, the new Prime Minister and by the 

new Foreign Minister, Nguyen Manh Cam. , j 

I would just interject here that as the Secretary said that does 
' not mean that there are not any. And what we have done and will 
continue to do is investigate through these particular things that - 
we have accepted as ways to go, the live sighting reports and the 
discrepancy cases and any other information that comes up to find 
A 4 out whether or not that is the truth. 

^ Now with the continuing investigations of the compelling dis- 

crepancy cases and with good procedures, and as I said earlier, 1 
am not satisfied that we necessarily have good procedures yet, but 
we will continue to pursue that vdth the Vietnamese, for investi- 
gating live sighting reports. We will have in place the mechanism 
for shedding about as much light as can be shed on this live prison- 

A 6r iBSU6. 

^ ^ We CMnot yet say for certain that the Vietnamese assertion that 

they are not holding live prisoners is correct. We can say that we 
unearthed no evidence to the contrary. We will have to continue to 
gather the facts and simply let the facts speak for themselves. 

T^e United States also wants to recover and identify and return 
to the families for burial the recoverable remains of the servicemen 
A killed during the war or those who died in captivity. And we have 

^ ^ urged the Vietnamese government to recover and return remains. 

We have offered to work with them and provide technical assist- 
ance in the effort. ii.xi.TTc 

From 1973 to 1987 164 sets of remains were returned to the U.b. 

Of those 153 were identified and returned to their families. Since 
my first meeting in 1987 .308 sets have been return^, of those 125 
^ have been identified and returned to their families, 109 others 

t • could be the remains of Americans, but have not yet been identi- 

fied as to whose remains. And many of those may never be identi- 
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fied. 72 have been determined to be the remains of Southeast Asian 
natives and 2 sets were not human remains. 

We know we will not recover all the remains, but we intend to 
continue the effort to make an honest search for every one that 
might be found. 

One of the knotty issues between the two governments is the 
issue that Senator McCain raised, that is the possibility that the 
Vietnamese government might be withholding the return of some 
remains already recovered. We know from intelligence gathered 
during the war and after the war that the Vietnamese government 
has a system for recovering the remains of Americans. We also 
have the testimony of a mortician who reported that he worked on 
260 to 280 sets of American remains and saw about 400 boxes con- 
taining what he believed to be American remains. 

Many of the remains which have been returned have shown 
signs of having been stored out of the ground for long periods. And 
when you talk to the defense intelligence people they can shed 
more light on this issue because that does not necessarily say that 
these were in a warehouse. But it does say, U.S. analysts have com- 
bined these facts to build a case which suggests that the Vietnam- 
ese government could be holding as many as several hundred sets 
of remains. 

For those reasons, the U.S. lexicon has come to include the term, 
the warehouse. With those people involved in this issue you con- 
stantly hear the warehouses. 

Now high officials of the Vietnamese government, including 
Prime Minister Vo Van_Kiet and the new Foreign Minister, 
Nguyen Manh Cam, have said they are not withholding remains. 
When the issue is raised, I must say, the Vietnamese officials also 
not only deny holding remains, but they ask me why would we— 
what we believe the reason would be for their holding remains. 

Vietnamese officials also tell us that private Vietnamese citizens 
attempt to recover and hold American remains in the expectation 
of some sort of benefit. Recently, we recovered an identifiable set of 
remains from a refugee in a camp in the Philippines. And those 
remains, incidentally, also show^ signs of storage out of the 
ground for some period. 

Separating fact from speculation in this issue is difficult. The Vi- 
etnamese government could shed more light on the issue by telling 
us the results of their efforts to recover American remains. And I 
have so suggested that to the new Foreign Minister. He has agreed, 
as did his predecessor, to continue to try to recover and return re- 
mains as they become available. 

Again, we will just have to continue to search for the facts and 
let the facts speak. 

From the earliest joint investigation it became clear that access 
to Vietnamese historical records was very important to resolving 
many of the cases. When we raised this matter at first, the Viet- 
namese officials continually decried the poor state of their archives 
and belittled their potential value for resolving POW/MIA issues. 
In fact, Nguyen Co Thach said they had been eaten by termites. 
And I must say in his defense that when we’ve gotten into the 
records, we find that many of the records have, in fact, been eaten 
by termites. 
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But in 1990 then Foreign Minister, Nguyen Co Thach, agreed to 
information seeking meetings to find ways to get needed informa- 
tion out of Vietnamese records. Since those meetings access to in- 
formation has continued to improve,. And you probably saw the 
press announcement from Hanoi a few days ago that Deputy For- 
eign Minister Le Mai announced release of some classified war 
records pertaining to fates of Americans. 

One of the principle tasks of our Hanoi office is guiding research 
into Vietnamese records. For the first few months the operations of 
the office have confirmed our expectations that it will be particu- 
larly useful in the search for historical information. 

As the committee also knows the Party Congress was held in 
June and it produced a number of personnel changes in the Viet- 
namese government including a new Prime Minister and a new 
Foreign Minister. I traveled to Hanoi in early October to meet with 
those two officials. The goals of the trip were to confirm that previ- 
ous agreements for cooperation on humanitarian matters remained 
in effect and to reach agreements on accelerated cooperation in re- 
solving the PGW/MIA issues along the lines of the roadmap which 
had been given to the Vietnamese. , nu • 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, I briefed you and the Vice Chair- 
man and Senator McCain when I returned as well as Mr. Solarz 
and members of the House that have an abiding interest in this 

I believe a summary of the results of the meeting should be in 
the record and in the public domain. 

Prime Minister Vo Van Kiet and Foreign Minister Nguyen 
Manh Cam pledged Vietnam’s unconditional cooperation in resolv- 
ing the POW/MIA issues. Both said Vietnam wanted to continue to 
treat the matter as a humanitarian issue not connected to political 
matters. Both repeated earlier denials of holding Americans, live 
American prisoners and withholding remains. 

And then we reached specific agreements on the following points. 
We agreed to accelerate cooperation on resolving the discrepancy 
cases and to put in place the mechanisms, procedures, and physical 
facilities to pursue full as possible accounting for all missing Amer- 
icans as long as that would go on. 

And I would say that the Prime Minister repeated a number ot 
times that they will continue to cooperate on this issue no matter 
what the state of our other relations is. 

We agreed that Vietnam would conduct a prompt and diligent 
search for all historical records which may pertain to missing 
Americans. And we agreed that the U.S. would provide technical 
assistance for that search and would bear a share of the cost of 
that search. 

Vietnam confirmed its agreement to continue to attempt to re- 
cover and return promptly remains of Americans missing fipm the 
war. The United States, we agreed, would continue to provide tech- 
nical support in the recovery of remains and help facilitate their 
identification. , 

We agreed that Vietnam and the U.S. would seek cooperation 
with Laos and Cambodia to resolve the fates of Americans lost in 
the border areas of those countries. Vietnam agreed to review the 
cases of all remaining re- education camp detainees with a view to 
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early release of those detainees. The U.S. agreed in principle to 
accept those detainees and their immediate families consistent 
with the program we had established for earlier detainees. 

Vietnam and the U.S. agreed to explore some sort of joint ven- 
ture to provide improved helicopter support for our joint field in- 
vestigations. And, Mr. Chairman, you are very familiar with this 
and I will certainly keep you informed as that moves along as I 
hope the Defense Department will. 

Vietnam also agreed to improve support of the Hanoi office and 
to work with the office to refine live sighting investigation proceed- 
ings and procedures and to provide liaison with the office. 

The U.S. agreed to continue to facilitate humanitarian assistance 
for the Vietnamese people. And I also agreed that I would recom- 
mend to the President that the temporary office be made perma- 
nent. I, indeed, did make that recommendation to the President 
and I reported in detail the other results of the meetings. 

Needless to say, I also reported to the Secretary of State and Sec- 
retary of Defense. Secretary Baker announced at the Paris signing 
of the Cambodian agreement that we would take the first steps out- 
lined in the roadmap. He also made it clear that progress on nor- 
malization would be gauged by Vietnam’s cooperation in resolving 
the POW/MIA issues. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that with the Vietnamese, my work with 
the Vietnamese, we reached the necessary agreements to achieve 
the fullest possible accounting of our missing, to shed as much 
light as can be shed on the live American prisoner issue, and to 
recover all the recoverable remains. 

But I want to say that agreements are not action. And there is 
much work to be done, both by Vietnam and the United States. Co- 
operation, good will, honesty, understanding, and diligence are re- 
quire from both sides. We received a pledge of unconditional coop- 
eration from the highest levels of the Vietnamese government. 
They need to work with us and we need to work with them to 
make that pledge come true. 

I think as you heard from the Secretary of Defense, you have a 
Secretary of Defense and I can tell you you have a ^retary of 
State and a President who are determined to get to the bottom of 
this issue. The roadmap . is in place. We are seeing new levels of co- 
operation from Vietnam and it is my earnest hope that those levels 
of cooperation will continue to grow. 

You are going to hear from a wide variety of people. Unfortu- 
nately, you will not hear from all of the people in the Joint Casual- 
ty ReMlution Center or the Central Identification Laboratory or all 
the defense intelligence agency analysts. And I want to tell you 
that I have work^ very closely with these people. They are all 
mortal human beings like you and me. And I disagree with many 
of them many times. And we argue and battle. But I want to tell 
you that they are all dedicated people. 

And if you could see the field work that has been done with 
these people traveling by old Soviet helicopters, by dug out canoe, 
on foot, and into areas in Vietnam where no one has b^n since the 
battles were fought, trying to find evidence of what happened to 
our people, you too would have the same appreciation for their 
dedication that 1 have. 
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I am very pleased that this committee is shedding light on this 
issue. And I have great hope that by the time you have finished 
your work that the American people will have a good understand- 
ing of how difficult the issue is and what the facts really are. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. ^ 

[The prepared statement of General Vessey follows:] 

Prepared Statement OF General Vessey 

•Mr. Chairman, thanks for the opportunity to help the committee examine the im- 
portant issue of the fates of pur missing from the Vietnam War. 

Your letter asked me to appear at today’s hearing and address the prMedures tor 
resolving “live-sightings”. I will tell you what I know of that matter; however, to 
put that issue in context, I believe it important for; me to tell you about the salient 
points in the negotiations with the Vietnamese for the 4 years in which I have been 

*'*In 1987, President Reagan asked me to take on the task of getting the negotia- 
tions with the Vietnamese Government on certairi humaniterian mattere moving. 
Some very important progress had bwn made, but in late 1986, progress had slowed 

^^The^President instructed me to seek agreements with the Vietnamese to resolve 
the fates of the remaining POW/MIA cases. He recognized that we would no be 
able to resolve all of them, but he made it very clear that our goal was the fullest 
possible accounting. As first priority within that goal, I was to swk ways to sh^ as 
much light as possible on the issue of whether or not live Americans were continu- 
ing to be held by the Vietnamese Government. We were also to seek the return of 
the recovered and recoverable remains of those servicemen who had been killed or 

^*The President also instructed me to raise certain other huinanitarian issues. I was 
to seek the release of the remaining reeducation camp detainees. At that time we 
estimated that about 8,000 people were being held. I was to attempt to get the order- 
ly departure program moving and to propose getting the Amerasian children out of 
Vietnam. I was also authorized to listen to Vietnam’s humanitarian concerns and to 
see if there were some which might be addressed within our lepl, political and 
policy constraints, but whatever was to be done was to done wlely for 
reasons and was not in any way to be some sort of trade for Vietnamese POW/MIA 

^*When President Bush took office in 1989, he asked me to stay on in the job, and 
he gave me the same general instructions, modified to fit the progress which had 
been achieved by that time. • * 1 . • 

The instructions of the two Presidents led me to ten meeting with senior Viet- 
namese Government officials, including four trips to Hanoi for U.S. delegations. The 

agreements reached in those sessions led to; 

(a) 18 sets of “technical talks” between leaders of U.S. ^ualty resolution activi- 

ties and officials of the Vietnamese Office for Seeking Missing Persons. The Igth 
round of talks took place in the last few days. r a 

(b) 14 sets of joint field investigations, involving thousands of man-days of Ameri- 
can and Vietnamese investigators trying to find what happened to our pwple. 

(c) 2 “information seeking" talks trying to determine how to find the information 
Vietnamese archives might hold about the fates of missir^ Americans. 

(d) The establishment of a U.S. office in Hanoi to further the search for our 
people and information pertaining to their fata. 

As a result of my talks in Hanoi on issues other than POW/Ml^ 

(a) The Orderly Departure Program (ODP) is working. About 200,000 Vietnamese 

families have been reunited thus far. . 

(b) About 60,000 Amerasian children and family members have been resettled in 

^^d*All"but about 100 of the reeducation camp detainees have ^n released, and 
we have a working program permitting those who want to leave Vietnam to come to 
this country. During my trip to Hanoi last month, the Vietnam^ Government 
agreed to a review of the cases of all remaining detainees looking toward an early 

'^(dt^nsiderable nongovernmental U.S. humanitarian assistance has reached Viet- 
namese people. 
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Before I get into more detail on the POW/MIA issues, there are several back- 
ground points and events which are important for an understanding of the total 
context of our interaction with the Vietnamese Governnient. 

(a) First, the United States has quite consistently urged" that “the POW/MIA 
matter be approached as a humanitarian issue. We have regularly told the Viet- 
namese that resolution of the issue is not a requirement for discussing normaliza- 
tion of diplomatic relations. We have, however, consistently said that the “pace and 
scope ’ of any normalization discussions will be affected by the level of Vietnam's 
pooperation in resolving the POW/MIA issues, Vietnam has accepted the POW/MIA 
matter as a humanitarian issue, The Vietnamese Government has not connected 
the level of U.S. (primarily nongovernmental) humanitarian aid to their level of 
effort on POW/MIA. 

(b) The U.S. has consistently said that normalization of relations with Vietnam 
can only begin in the context of an acceptable settlement of the Cambodian conflict. 
The "acceptable settlement" had a number of specific terms, but, for the purposes of 
the hearing today, we ran summarize them as: complete withdrawal of Vietnamese 
forc^; outside verification of that withdrawal; free elections; non return to power of 
the Khmer Rouge; accepting and implementing the Cambodian solution sponsored 
by the Permanent Five members of the United Nations Security Council. Vietnam 
announced withdrawal of its forces in September 1989, and the Cambodian peace 
agreement was signed in Paris on October 23. 

(c) ^ Ajjril 9, 1991, Assistant Secretary of State Solomon presented Vietnam with 
a roadmap for normalization of relations. The document laid out a general list of 
events and activities in the resolution of the Cambodian conflict and U.S. expecta- 
tions for levels of POW/MIA cooperation and corresponding U.S. moves on the road 
to normaliMtion. The Vietnamese Government neither accepted nor rejected the 
‘roadmap,’ but their actions have been generally consistent with the "roadmap." as 
have ours. 

I would now like to move on to a summary of the POW/MIA issues from the per- 
spective of the President’s Emissary. 

The issue of potential live American prisoners was the highest priority for Presi- 
dent Reagan and is the highest priority for President Bush; and certainly has been 
the highest priority for the American effort. For that teason. in the 1987 negotiff- 
tions we focused on a group of 70 compelling discrepancy cases, cfiSes about-which 
we believed the Vietnamese should have had information. For the most part, they 
were ^ of people whom we believed were alive after the incident in which they 
were mvolv^ end here captured or about to be captured when we last knew of 
them. The Vietnamese Government had maintained since the end of the war that it 
held no live American prisoners. In the 1987 negotiations, I used examples of the 
compelling discrepancy cases to illustrate why many Americans believed that Viet- 
nam held live Americans despite the Vietnamese Government’s contrary assertion, 
r oreign Minister Nguyen Co Thach, the Vietnamese negotiator, acknowledged the 
discrepancies in the examples I had given. He said that Vietnam would help resolve 
those cases. In June 1988, the Vietnamese Government agreed to joint U.S./Viet- 
nameM invwtigations of the discrepancy cases. In the early fall of the year, we con- 
duct^ our first joint investigations. In 1989, we added additional discrepancy cases 
to bring the total to 119. We also raised about 35 discrepancy cases of people lost in 
Laos, in border areas under the rontrol of Vietnamese military forces during the 
war. It was my intention at the time to raise the cases of all those people we ^ 
Iieved we tmd evidence to show were alive after their incident-plane crash, or 
ground tettle. Additional research has shown that we didn’t include them all, but 
nevertheless our analysts thought we had most of the cases representing people who 
had the best chance of being alive. It seemed to me that by giving our priority effort 
to the joint investigation of these cases, we could shed the most light on the ques- 
tion of live American prisoners. 

’The 119 cases have all been investigated at least once, most of them have been 
investi^t^ twiM, and some of them three and four times. 22 of the cases have been 
resolved through having the remains returned and identified. We agree with the Vi- 
etnamese that for 4 other cases, the servicemen are dead, but the remains are un- 
likely to be recovered. In 31 additional cases, we and the Vietnamese agree that the 
investigations have established that the servicemen are dead. The U-STbelieves that 
the remains are probably recoverable or have already been recovered in most of 
those cases. 62 cases are pending further investigation; however, I understand that 
the fatM in o cases were probably resolved during the last joint investigation. In 
most of the remaining 57 cases, we have gathered evidence, but not enough to be 
conclusive. The evidence we’ve gathered points toward death in those cases. In no 


case have we found new additional evidence which points toward the serviceman 

One other sort of evidence which has pointed toward the possibility of live Ameri- 
cans is live-sighting reporting. Since 197o about 1,500 first-hand live-sighting^ reports 
have been received. Most came form refugees, 1,361 of the reports have been re- 
solved 1 009 reports were correlated to individuals for whom we have an account- 
ine such as returned POW’s, civilians jailed in Vietnam after the war, and some 
missionaries. 372 reports were judged to be fabrications. About 100 liye-sighting re- 
ports are under investigation. Resolving these cases and any future sightings is im- 
portant. For the past several years we have sought agreement on investipting Iwe- 
sightings. In the October 1990 negotiating session. Foreign Minister Thach agreed to 
cooperate to develop procedures for live-sighting investigations. Indeed, since then 
the Vietnamese have cooperated with us in investigating two different cases ot al- 
leged Americans. In April of this year, when we and the Vietnainese a^eed to open 
a US office in Hanoi, we agreed that one of its missions would be investigating 
live-sighting reports. We have not yet fully agre^ on the exact procedures to be 
followed. High officials of the government have told me as well as told congressional 
delegations that if we have evidence of any live Americans anywhere in Vietnam 
we will be permitted to go wherever needed to investigate the matter. We need mu- 
tually agreeable procedures to make that offer a reality. During my October meet- 
ing in Hanoi, Nguyen Manh Cam, the new Foreign Minister, agrwd their people 
* If u/tiB fl fiiih ect to be raised in the 
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would work with ours to refine the procedures. It was a subject to be raised in the 
technical talks in the last few days. 

There are some additional salient points on the live prisoner issue: , * n 

(a) We know through extensive debriefings and subsequent investigation that all 
Americans seen by U.S. POW’s in the Vietnamese prison system have been account- 
ed for as returned POW’s, or through return of remains, or having been reported as 

^*Cb) b*1Ee'^re since 1973, other than the 100 or so unresolved first-hand live- 
sighting reports under investigations, we have gathered no other intelligence, by 
technical means or other means which indicates the Vietnamese are holding live 
prisoners or that there was another POW system other than the one in which our 
returned prisoners were held. . . , , . _ 

(c) High Vietnamese Government officials have maintained through the years 
that thrir government holds no live American POW’s. That aMertion was repeated 
to me last month by Vo Van Kiet, the new Prime Minister and by the new Foreign 

With the continuing investigations of the compelling discrepancy cases and with 
good procedures for investigation live-sighting reports, we will have in place the 
mechanism for shedding about as much light as can be shed on the live prisoner 
issue We cannot yet say for certain that the Vietnamese assertion that they are not 
holding live prisoners is correct. We can say that we have unearthed no evidence to 
the contrary. We will have to continue to gather facts and let the facts speak for 

^^^rUi^ed States wants to recover, identify, and return to the families for burial 
the recoverable remains of the servicemen killed during the war or died in captiv- 
ity We have urged the Vietnamese Government to recover and return remains, and 
we have offei^ to work with them and provide technical ^istance in the effort. 
From 1973 to 1987, 164 sets of remains were returned to the U.S.: of th^. 153 were 
identified and returned to their families. Since my first meeting in 1987, 308 sete of 
remains have been returned. Of those, 125 have been identified and return^ to 
their families. 109 others could be remains of Americans, but have not l^n ideiiti- 
fied, and many may never be identified. 72 have been determined to ^ the remains 
of Southeast Asian natives, and 2 sets were not human remains. We known we will 
not recover all the remains, but we intend to continue the effort to make an honest 
search for every one that might be found. 

One of the knotty issues between the two governments is the possibility that the 
Vietnamese Government might be withholding the return of some remains already 
recovered. We know from intelligence gathered during the war and after the war 
that the Vietnamese Government had a system for recovering the remains of Amer- 
icans We also have the testimony of a mortician who reported that he worked on 
260 to 280 sets of American remains and saw about 400 boxes containing what he 
believed to be American remains. Many of the remains which have been returned 
have shown signs of having been stored out of the ground for long periods. U.S. ana- 
lysts have combined these facts to build a case which suggests the Vietnamese Gov- 
ernment could be holding as many as several hundred sets of remains. g)r thMe 
reasons the U5. lexicon has come to include the term "the warehouse. High ofii- 
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cials of the Vietnamese Government, including Prime Minister Vo Van Kiet have 
said they are not withholding remains. When the issue is raised. Vietnamese offi- 
cials not only deny holding remains, but ask what we believe their reason would be 
lor holding the remains. Vietnamese officials also tell us that private Vietnamese 
citizen^s attempt to recover and hold American remains in the expectation of some 
sort of benefit. Recently we recovered an identifiable set of remains from a refugee 
in a camp in the Philippines. Those remains incidentally also showed signs of stor- 
age out, of the ground. Separating fact from speculation in this issue is difficult. The 
Vietnamese Government could shed more light on the issue by telling us the results 
01 their efforts to recover American remains. I have so suggested to the new foreign 
minister. He has agreed to continue to try to recover and return rerhains. Again, we 
will have to search for the facts and let the facts speak. 

From the earliest joint investigation, it became clear that access to Vietnamese 
historical records ww very important to resolving many of the cases. When we 
raired the matter, Vietnamese officials continually decried the poor state of their 
archivM and ^httld their potential value for resolving POW/MIA issues. In 1989, 1 
suggested that the United States hire Vietnamese archivists to do the research to 
answer quMtions we would raise. In 1990, then Foreign Minister, Nguyen Co Thach 
agreed to information seeking" meetings to find ways to get needed information 
out of Vietnamese recor^. Since those meetings, access to information has contin- 
ue ^ improve. A few days ago, Deputy Foreign Minister Le Mai announced the 
releaw of some classing war records pertaining fates of Americans. One of the 
principal tasks for our Hanoi office is guiding research in Vietnamese records. The 
nret tew inontte of office operations have confirmed our expectation that the office 
will be particularly, useful in the research for historical information. 

As the committee knows, the Party Congrew in June produced a number of per- 
sonnel changes in the Vietnamese Government, including a new prime minister and 
J traveled to Hanoi in early October to meet with those two 
officials. The goals for the trip were to confirm that previous agreements for coop- 
eration on humanitarian matters remained in effect and to reach agreements on ac- 
I *" PpW/MIA issues along the lines of the roadmap. 

1 briefW the Chairman, the Vice Chairman . and Senator McCain when I returned, 

Si IteS'aSd iXSSuJ diS “ ‘ke Congre«.io„. 

Prime Minister Vo Van Kiet and Foreign Ministers Nguyen Manh Cam pledged 
Vietnam s unconditional cooperation" in resolving the POW/MIA issues. Both raid 
noSifT ‘0 treat the matter as a humanitarian issue not con- 

Antals of holding live American 
prisoners and withholding remains. We reached specific agreements on the follow- 
ing points; 

(a) We agreed to accelerate cooperation on resolving the discrepancy cases and to 
put m place the rnwhanisms, procedures and physical facilities to pursue fullest 
pofflible accounting for all missing Americans. 

(b) We agre^ to conduct a prompt and diligent search for all historical records 
j^Ksh may pertain to m^ing Americans. We agreed that the U.S. would provide 
technical assistance for the search and would bear a share of the cost of the search. 

(C) Vietnam confirmed its agreement to continue to recover and return nromotlv 
remains of AmeriMns missing from the war. The U.S. is to continue to provide tech- 
maiM '^****°*^ recovery of remains and help facilitate identification of the re- 

Vietnam and the U.S. would seek cooperation with Laos and 
^mbodia to resolve the fates of Americans lost in the border areas of those coun- 

(e) Vietnam agreed to review the cases of all remaining reeducation camp detain- 

The US. agreed in priSciSfo fo 
Sliid for ““ f"*™" “• 

venture to provide improved 
civilian helicopter support for the joint field investigations. 

of ‘he Hanoi Office, to work with the 
tKlfice”""® livMighting investigation proceedings, and to provide liaison with 

The U.S. agre^ to continue to facilitate humanitarian assistance for the Viet- 
namese people. I also agreed that I would recommend to the President that the 
teinporaiw Hanoi office be made permanent. 

tbl recommendation to the President, and I reported in detail 

the results of the meetings. Needless to say, 1 also reported to the Secretary of State 
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and the Secretary of Defense. Secretary Baker announced at the Paris signing of the 
Cambodian agreement that we would take the first steps outlined in the roadmap. 
A A He also made it clear that progress on normalization would be gauged by Vietnam s 

w w cooperation in resolving the PuW/Ml A issues. 

hlr. Chairman, 1 believe we have reached the necessary aCTeements to achieve 
fullest possible accounting of our missing, to shed as much li^t as can be shed on 
the live American prisoner issue, and to recover all the recoverable remains. Agree- 
ments alone aren’t action. There is much work to be done by both Vietnam and the 
United States. Owperation, goodwill, honesty, understanding and diligence are re- 
quired from both sides. We mave received a pledge of "unconditional cooperation" 
from the highest levels of the Vietnamese Government. They need to work with us 
0 ^ and we with them to make that pledge come true. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, General. 

I think your last comment about you should see and Americans 
should see these sort of great lengths and dangers even that some 
people have gone to is precisely what the committee hopes to be 
able to show. 

That is why we have asked some of them to come back here. And 
A M we look forward to their descriptions of precisely what they have 
gone through and do go through in that effort. 

General, in the course of your years and we will do a 5-minute 
round here to try to move through this as rapidly as we can and 
then come back for a second if need be, have you ever run across 
any hol^g back from you, any restraint from you of anything 
that you have sought in an effort to try to resolve this issue within 
A A the Defense Department? 

^ ^ General Vessey. No, sir. 

The.CHAiRMAN. Have you ever come across any evidence yourself 
personally that has led you to believe with a certainty that some- 
one was held alive in Vietnam? 

General Vessey. No, I have not. But I must tell you that I see all 
of this other evidence which says there may be somebody held. 

^ ^ The ChiAiRMAN. Now with respect to the evidence that suggests 
® " someone may he held, could you share with the committee your de- 

scription of perhaps some of the strongest of that kind of evidence? 

General Vessey. Well, I am sure that you may get into some of 
these with the people who are more familiar on the case by case 
basis. 

But when I went through each of these 119 discrepancy cases 
^ ^ and went through some others, some of the first ones that I laid 

# • out, for example^ one was a picture of a naval officer, an aviator, 

and his picture had been on the front page of the Hanoi newspaper 
back in the I960’s at some time. And he was clearly identified and 
correctly identified by name. In the picture he was clearly standing 
between two Vietnamese military people. 

He did not come back when the prisoners came back. His body 
had not bwn returned up until that time and no accounting had 

# 9 l^n given for him. And so it was a classic discrepancy case in con- 

tradistinction to the Vietnamese saying we hold no live prisoners. 
And it was the first one I introduced to Minister Thach at that 
time. And he, as I said in my statement, he acknowledged that in 
these and in the other examples I gave him, that those were clear 
discrepancy cases and we needed to find out what happened in the 
case of that particular officer. 

# # His remains have since been returned and identified and given to 

his family. 
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Senator Reid. I am sorrv, I did not hear that. 

General Vessev. I said his remains have since been returned and 
identified and sent to his family. ' 

The Chairman. And in that case there was somebody who was 
held, who was alive, who was known to be alive, who was not re- 
turned when others came back, but who subsequently we have 
found out to be dead. Is that accurate? 

General Vessey. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Now what were the circumstances of that person 
being held, but not being returned? Did the person die before 
people were returned? 

General Vessey. The explanation that we got is he died before 
the i^ople were returned. 

The Chairman. Now with respect to the 119 or so discrepancy 
cases, I think there are a lot of questions that the committee needs 
to have a very precise sense of. And perhaps you are not going to 
be able to do all of that. Arid obviously we do not need to do that 
all in the hearing. 

But I think it is important for the record to show how you have 
arrived at 119 discrepancy cases and whether you are satisfied that 
that really represents the only true discrepancies or whether there 
might be others that could fit into that category or perhaps have 
inadvertentlv been left out. 

General Vessey. Let me answer the back part of that question 
first. 

Yes, there may well be others that could be left out and these 
were meant to be-compelling discrepancy cases to show the Viet- 
namese why the Americans believe that they might be holding live 
prisoners in contrast to the statement that they were not andm 
samples of cases to shed light on this issue of whether or not they 
were holding live Americans. 

That is, it was my belief that if we took the cases of those we 
thought had the best chance of being alive, that we would most 
quickly shed light on the issue of whether or not there were live 
American prisoners. But certainly anybody in that whole list of 
2,273 might possibly be there. 

But I think that as we go through this exercise and investigate 
these, we will know more. 

The Chairman. When you say anybody in the 2,000 might, is 
that not actually perhaps possible, ba^ upon evidence? 

General Vessey. Well, based on determinations, about half of 
those have been determined to be killed in action, body not recov- 
ered. And that is based on wartime sightings of what happened at 
the time. That his comrades thought that the person was killed. 

And as we are finding out, even many of those, the ones that we 
thought had a chance of being alive were also killed even though 
we did not believe them to be killed at the time. 

And so what I say to you is that all the wartime reporting is just 
in fact that. It is wartime reporting. And it was the best reports 
that could be gathered from the battlefield at the time. And we 
just have to look into the additional evidence. 

The Chairman. In all of your dealings over the years you have 
had occasion to negotiate sipificantly, to get to know personally, 
to see the government opening up and so forth, have you come to 
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have a personal belief in your gut about whether or not the govern- 
ment, whether you perceive that the government of Vietnam might 
be holding somebody? j 

General Vessey. I decided I should not have personal beliefs and 
gut feelings about this business, Senator. That the job was to set in 
place as best as I could the mechanism for finding the facts and let 
the facts speak for themselves. 

And so there are some clear strong cases to be made at either 
end of the pole here on the issue of live prisoners and the issue of 
warehousing of remains, whatever it happens to be, And I have 
just drawn down sort of an opaque curtain and said, do not guess, 
find the facts. . 

The Chairman. Is it your conviction that a sufficient process is 
now in place to permit those answers? 

General Vessey. I think we have the agreements to. find the an- 
swers if we get the action to follow the agreements. 

I think the process is in place. 

The Chairman. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. General Vessey, thank you for your testimony 
and thank you for coming here today from the Midwest. The 
weather is a little better here, I guess. i ■. l t 

General Vessey. I moved more snow this past weekend than 1 
have moved in the past 3 years combined. [Laughter.] 

Senator Smith. General, in 1987, not too long after you took your 
position from President Reagan, you made this statement before a 
House Subcommittee on Foreign Affairs. Quote, “We have evidence 
that says we had people alive. They were in the hands of the Viet- 
namese authorities when the prisoners came back and they dion t 
come back. Their bodies didn't come back. Their remains have not 
been returned. And their whereabouts have not been explained by 
those same authorities.” 

You also mentioned that in your first meetmgs with the Viet- 
namese you went through glaring cases that begged for the return 
of a prisoner. How do you feel today? Do you stond by that state- 
ment still? ■ , , . 1 T 

General Vessey. Yes. The one thing I would correct is where 1 

said we had, I have forgotten exactly how I said it in your state- 
ment, we had evidence to lead us to believe they might be in the 
hands of the Vietnamese when the prisoners came back. 

That is what I would say today because of those 57 cases where 

we think we have resolv^ the fates, in fact the resolution has 

shown that they were not alive and in the hands of the Vietnamese 
at the time of the return of the prisoners. We believed we had evi- 
dence to show that they- were alive at that time or might be alive 
at that time. That’s the one correction I would make. 

Other than that, yes, that statement is correct except to say that 
we have gone through these 119 discrepancy cases since that time 
with the Vietnamese cooperation and I would say that that coop- 
eration has increased steadily through the years. It was pretty 
scanty to begin with. 

And now in many of those cases have we found any additional 
evidence that the person might be alive. 
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Senator Smith. Of the original 70, original 70 discrepancy cases 
that were provided to you, how many of those 70, original 70, have 
actually been resolved? 

General Vessey. I just have to take that for the record. Senator. I 
cannot tell you. I stopped discriminating inside the 119, so I cannot 
tell you. 

[The material referred to follows:] 

A total of 18 individuals from the original list of 70 have been resolved. They are: 



WILLIAMSON, DON IRA 
POWERS. TRENT RICHARD 

HANSON, ROBERT TAET JR 

REILLY, EDWARD DANIEL JR 
BAILEY. JOHN EDWARD 
GREGORY, ROBERT RAYMOND. 
PUTNAM. CHARLES WNCASTER.. 
KARINS, JOSEPH J JR. 

TUCKER, EDWIN BYRON 
POOIN, GEORGE J 
BLACKWOOD, GORDON BYRON... 
BUSCH, JON THOMAS 
RJLIAM, WAYNE E 

DARDEAU, OSCAR MOISE JR 

UHNHOFF, EDWARD W 
J0HNS,eN0N2 
YONAN, KENNETH JOSEPH 
COLBERT. CLARENCE ORFIELD... 


03 F 65-07-0? VN 

04 N 65-10-31 VN 

02 N 66-02-03 VN 

E4 A 66-04-26 VS 

03 F 66-05rlO VN 

03 F 66-12-02 VN 

05 N 67-03-09 VN 

03 F 67-03-11 VN 

04 N 67-04-24 VN 

02 F 67-04-29 VN 

03 F 67-05-27 VN 

02 F 67-06-08 VN 

04 F 67-10-07 VN 

04 F 67-11-18 VN 

03 F 67-11-18 VN 

E3 A 68-02-03 VS 

03 A 72-04-24 “VS 

06 N 72-11-06 VN 






Senator Smith. Are you willing to provide the background on all 
of thwe cases to the cominittee for review, not just the summaries, 
but all of the discrepancy information? 

General Vessey. Well, I am not the holder of any information 
Uut you heard the Secretary of Defense say that it is available to 
you. I do not have it. But to the people that you will talk to, do 
have It. 


Senator Smith. To the best of your knowledge, and I would be 
happy to take this also for the record if you are not sure, do you 
have any, are My live sighting reports that have been reported 
^ay, to date, do any of these live sighting reports refer specifical- 
ly to any of those 70 discrepancy cases or any of those unresolved? 

General Vessey. I would have to take that for the record. I do 
not know that to be the case 


Senator Reid. What was your question again? 

[The material referred to follows:] 

sightings are unresolved because the reports are still being investi 
gated, ihus, it cannot be determined with certainty that any of the current unre 
solved sighting reports correlate to an MIA or to General Vessey’s original list of 70 
Nonethelw, as far as can be determined at this time, none correlate to any of thi 
original 70 cases. 


Senator Smith. Do any of the current live sighting reports that 
we have from other sources, from refugees or from any other 
source, correlate specifically to any of the 70 discrepancy cases less 
those that were resolved? 
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General Vessey. I think the answer is no, but I would just need, 
it needs more research than me just taking an off the cuff answer 
here right now. 

Senator Smith. Have you ever made any statements, or in your 
meetings with the Vietnamese have you ever implied to them or 
stated directly to them that we ought to go look and see if we can 
find some of these people who are listed in those discrepancy re- 
ports and that the American people would accept us finding prison- 
er^ I think Senator Grassley referred to this, that there would not 
be any retribution. That if you have people, show them to us. We 
are not interested in retribution, we are interested in the men. 

Generd Vessey. Exactly. And I want to add something to what 
the Sftcrctflry s&id 

Someone asked the Secretary about persons not held in captivity. 
And I would add what Prime Minister Vo Van Kiet said to me in 
October of this year because I have quite consistently raised this 
issue of if there are people who are not in captivity but still have 
live Americans here that are here of their own free will and voli- 
tion, we would ^e to have their families relieved to know that 
they are here. And certainly, if they want to come back there 
would be no retribution. „ , . 

The Prime Minister said to me, as best I can recall his exact 
words, that we do not know of any live Americans. Not only do we 
not hold live American prisoners, but we do not know of any live 
Americans. He sai^ I believe our security apparatus would know if 
there were live Americans. And none have b^n reported. 

Senator Smith. I know my time has expired. Just oneiinal quick 
question. . . , , j 

The Secretary of Defense in his testimony mentioned the need 
for tri-lateral talks that would involve Laos. Since they were not a 
party to the peace accord in Paris in 1973 and therefore some un- 
answered que^ions remain. 

- Do you in your situation where you are dealing with the Viet- 
namese almost exclusively, would you support that, being involved 
in that kind of a situation of tri-lateral talks? 

General Vessey. Yes, sir. In fact, that was one of the things I 
urged in the last session in Hanoi. And it was not a new issue. 

Senator Smith. What is the current strategy as you understand 
it to get those taiks going? _ 

General Vessey. Well, it was an issue raised in the technical 
talks a few days ago. And the final report of those talks, I have not 
seen it yet ana I am not sure that it is here completely. 

And so we will have to look at that. But I also talked to Secre- 
tary Solomon who has suggested that perhaps I should go to Laos. I 
told the Vietnamese I would come back in about a month’s time. 
But it will be a month and a half or something from the time I was 
there. And perhaps I should go to Laos and work on this particular 
issue, if it was nqt worked out in the technical talks. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Senator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, General Vessey. 
First of all, let me thank you for your 5 years of work in this 
effort. And I commend you for your efforts to resolve these issues. 1 
think my questioning would be a little bit along the lines of the 
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Chairman’s questioning, what Senator Kerry wanted to focus on. 
But maybe mine would be just a little more focused than his. 

My first question is to ask you to deHne what a discrepancy case 
is and what, if any, are the criteria for discrepancy cases? I would 
like an oral answer, but if that will not be complete, I would like to 
have you supplement it with any written response that you want to 
give. 

General Vessey. Let me use the definition I have used with the 
Vietnamese which is the one they believe and they have heard 
from me. And that is it is the case of an American, a missing 
American, for whom we believe we have evidence to show that he 
was alive at the time of the incident. That he survived the incident 
in which he was involved. 'That is, an airplane crash or a ground 
battle. 

And further, that we have evidence that he was captured or 
about to be captured and did not come back when the prisoners 
came back. And whose remains have not been returned and for 
whom no other explanation has been offered for his fate. 

Senator Grassley. Who determines that a case is or is not a dis- 
crepancy case? And specifically, the second part of that is, who is 
in charge of the policy on discrepancy cases? 

General Vessey. Well, I do not believe there has been any really 
great formal mechanism for putting things into discrepancy cases. 
They were used initially, recognizing that there might be more dis- 
crepancy cases than we had. 

If you really go back in theJiistory of this thing and you will get 
it more accurately by the witnesses, when you go back into the 
post-1973 negotiations, there were a number of cases then, around 
70 casesrthat to my recollection that we believed should have come 
out who did not come out when the prisoners came out. And from 
that grew this sort of discrepancy case. 

Now you will talk to some of the other Government witnesses 
who will give you a little more expanded definition of a discrepan- 
cy case. And it includes what I said, but also adds, or are cases 
about which the Vietnamese government should have information. 

My recollection is that when that definition was built here, it in- 
cluded the cases of those who died in captivity from the south, the 
Vietnamese had reported that certain people had died in captivity 
or we had received reports from our own people that some people 
had died in captivity. And we believe that the Vietnamese should 
resolve those cases because the information ought to be readily 
available. 

Senator Grassley. Who today is in charge of whatever you want 
to call it, policy or not policy, but in charge of making determina- 
tions on these discrepancy cases? 

General Vessey. Well 

Senator Grassley. Is there one person you can point to that is in 
charge? 

General Vessey. It comw under the head of Mr. Carl Ford who 
was sitting back here and is about to be one of your witnesses. And 
he can shed more light on that issue than I. But it belongs to the 
Secretary of Defense, obviously. 

Senator Grassley. Now a policy that you had nothing to do with, 
but in which you are part of an effort to get there— others here 
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might disagree with me— that in my opinion we have a steam 
roller moving through our administration that wants to establish 

ties with Vietnam, normalization you might call it. 

And of course, one of the steps toward normalization of these re- 
lations is the remaining discrepancy cases to be resolved. So my 
question to you is, as chief negotiator with Vietnam on this issue, 
have you felt any undue pressure to resolve these cases and close 
the files on them? 

General Vessey. No. No, sir. 

Senator Grassley. So there is no pressure? 

General Vessey. Certainly not from our Government. Now the 
Vietnamese government has quite consistently said, hey, you guys 
are not being realistic. We have gathered about all the evidence 
there is to gather here. But there is no one in our Government who 
has pressured any resolution of those cases. 

Senator Grassley. So once again, but put another way, there is 
no pressure on you that might infiuence your judgment about one 
case or another? ' „ ^ i ^ 

General Vessey. What I have tried to do, Senator Grassley, is not 
be a judge in the cases. I do not want to be judge, jury, prosecutor, 
and what have you in this exercise. It seems to me it is very impor- 
tant to separate the duties here. ,r u 

My job has been to build the relationships with Vietnam that 
would let the investigation go ahead. We have all sorts of other 
-people who have examined these cases through the years and who 
know them backward and forward. And they can pick the cases of 
those who might have the best chance of being'alive and ought to 
Be included in the category of discrepancy cases. 

I have not select^ any cases at all. I have reviewed the cases 
to make sure that I understand that they make sense and that I 
understand the arguments to be raised with the Vietnamese. But I 
have not selected cases. And I do not believe that I should pass on 
when cases have been resolved. I have not taken part in that exer- 

^^T think that the people who deal with that regularly need to be 
the judges there. , 

Senator Grassley. One more question. And it will not require a 
long answer. I will not be done then, but I think I should stop at 
this point out of respect for my colleagues. 

Let me just ask you, if this committee were to show, for instance, 
that a discrepancy case that has been resolved, a determination 
made that it is no longer on the list, and if we can show that it 
should not have been resolved on the merits, then on the merits it 
should remain open. Could we expect that the case would go back 
on the list of discrepancy cases? „ r . 

General Vessey. I am sure you could. Senator. But I would say to 
you that the only ones that our people have said have been com- 
pletely resolved are those where the remains have been returned 
or those four cases where we have said, these people are dead and 
we are not going to recover the remains. 

The rest, another 30-some, 31 or whatever it is, cases, we have 
said the fate is resolved. We believe the person to be dead. But we 
want the remains back and we are going to continue to search for 
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the remains or expect Vietnam to cooperate with us in returning 
those remains. 

So the resolution insofar as I understand it for the U.S. Govern- 
ment is if the person is dead, we want the remains back if they are, 
in fact, recoverable. And we are going to make an honest effort to 
try and recover the remains. 

Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator Grassley. 

Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Just a follow up on what Senator Grassley was saying, very 
quickly. There are times that in these so-called discrepancy cases 
that the Vietnamese archives and information, then, is critical 
since sometimes we do not recover the remains. Is that right, ^n- 
eralVessey? 

General Vessey. Exactly. You are exactly correct. Senator. 

Senator McCain. Which brings me to, in your dealings with the 
Vietnamese which you have now had the pleasure of being in- 
volved in for over 5 years, I would ask your personal view as to 
whether you are optimistic or pessimistic or somewhere in between 
that the cooperation that the Vietnamese have committed to will 
be come reality. And I am just asking for a personal view on that! 

General Vessey. I think it is becoming a reality and will contin- 
ue to become a reality. I would also say that for us, I think we have 
learned that the answers are harder to find than we thought they 
were initially. 

I personally thought, when President Reagan asked me to take 
on this job, I thought about 6 months of this^ and I would be back 
doing something else. But the answers are clearly harder to find 
than we thought they were. The Vietnamese archives, at least 
those that we have gotten into thusfar are not as good as thought 
they were. The information is harder to find. It takes a more dili- 
gent search than we expected. 

Senator McCain. I am encouraged to hear about your commit- 
ment to the Laotian solution because, clearly, I think. General, it 
might be worth restating on the record that the proportion of those 
who were shot down versus those who were returned is directly out 
of balance as to those who were shot down and captured in North 
Vietnam. And clearly that part of the problem is very, very criti- 
cal. I think you would agree. 

Let me just make sure I am clear as to your position on this 
issue, if I could perhaps restate it, which I think by the way is ex- 
actly mine, that there might be or may be Americans alive in 
Southeast Asia, there are unresolved discrepancy cases, but so far 
there is no evidence that you have seen that there are Americans 
alive. Is that a correct statement or would you care to rephrase it? 

General Vessey. I would just say that other than the evidence we 
had to begin with which are the evidence in these compelling dis- 
crepancy ca^ plus the live sightings, we have unearthed no new 
evidence to indicate that there are. 

Senator McCain. So we must continue to operate under the as- 
sumption that there are Americans alive. 

General Vessey. That there may be, I would say. And I think as 
we go through these, we have to be sensible and realistic ourselves 
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as we go through and gather more and more evidence. J 
I have come to the conclusion that the probability of there being 
live Americans is, that the probability is considerably lower than 1 
thought it was when I. took on the job in 1987. 

Sector McCain. There will be witnesses that follow you, Gener- 
al. thatwill allege that there is a massive cover-up in the Pentagon 
of this whole issue. And I wonder if you would express again your 
views, given your 49 years of experience and your o ot in- 
volvement in this issue. Is that, one, possible or, tvvo, Jjkely- 
General Vessey. Well, I’m not the smartest guy in the world, and 
I admit that I could be hoodwinked on this issue, but I think it is 
very unlikely that you would have 150 or so peop e who are in- 
volved in it and have been involved in it continually conspire to 

cover it up without somebody blowing the whistle. . 

I just think it is very unlikely. I can t see any evidence of it, and 
I think that in America you can’t get five people to eovej som^ 
thing up together for very long, to say nothing of 150, and so 1 just 
don’t think there’s any cover-up. . 

Senator McCain. General, are you satisfied with the so- called 
road map as far as the United States policy toward Vietnam and 
the route toward normalization is concerned? , ^ 

General Vessey. Well, I might have mt-picked it and made it a 
little bit different had I written it exactly myself, but it s fine. It s 
out there, and it will work. 

Senator McCain. Have you seen any evidence that American 
prisoners of war may have Seen taken to the Soviet Union. 

General Vessey. I have seen none. _ 

Senator McCain. Do you think there is a possible scenario.' 
General Vessey. Well, it is a possible scenario, but I think that 
you would know probably better about this than I in diking o 
other former prisoners. Those that I’ve talked to didnt see evi- 
dence of where that might have happened. There are some anoma- 
lies in the interrogation of some of the prisoners, but 1 don t see 

any evidence of it. , , j 

&nator McCain. Finally, general, and maybe you don t leei 
qualified to respond to this question. Colonel Peck, who 1 met ana 
spent some time with, has made some very serious allegations 
aoout the way that the office carried out their responsibilities, with 
the mind set to debunk and other areas of concern. Have you had a 
chance to review his allegations and made any decision or have 
any opinion on them? „ , ^ . 

General Vessey. Well, that belonged to the Secreta^ of Defei^, 
and I’ve got enough work on my own to take care of without takmg 
on the Secretary’s job, and I know he investigated that and you are 
going to look into that. ^ j 

I must say that I met with Colonel Peck a number of timw and 
had a great respect for Colonel Peck’s previous service, but the al- 
legation that his own office under his direction was not doing the 
correct thing I found a little strange, because the pwole that 
worked for him seemed to be very competent and helpful to me. 

Senator McCain. I would like to finally say-Mr. Chairman, 1 
know I express the views of all of us — our deep appreciation for 
your very hard work and the enormous success that we have 
achieved so far. If in the view of many of us that is true, although 
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admittedly we have a long way to do, it is directly due to your ef- 
forts, and we are very grateful to you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. _ 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator McCaih. Senator 
JKassehaum. 

Senator Kassebaum, I would like to ask about a statement that 
was in the Washington Post last week that talked about— Vietnam 
Underlines Cooperation on MIA's— and in that piece the Deputy 
Foreign Minister indicated that they were going to release further 
secret documents regarding how many planes had been hit, and 
their records and so forth. I do not know if that was done. It was 
supposedly this week it was going to be done, or maybe last week. 

But he also complained in that piece, that the MIA effort had 
been complicated by the U.S. refusal to reciprocate Vietnam’s re- 
lease of old war secrets and “it would be better if the U.S. gave its 
classified information about how many planes were shot at, how 
many were shot down, and how many were missing.’’ Is this a 
problem at all? ' „ 

- General Vessey. Well, first, Senator Kassebaum, 1 11 tell you that 
that article didn’t reach me in North Central Minnesota, so I didn’t 
read it, but it seems to me that we have given Vietnam as much 
open information as we can on these cases. 

I don’t think he has an issue there, and I would say to you that I 
believe that the information he has talked about releasing is the 
same information I think I showed the committee membere, at 
least the chairman and Senator Smith and Senator McCain in in- 
formation found in Quang Binh Province during the 14th investiga- 
tion, and it’s my understanding that the useful part of that infor- 
mation was given to our people during the tech talks this past 
week. 

Senator Kassebaum. What type of influence do you think Viet- 
nam has at this point over Cambodia and Laos? Does it have 
enough that it can prompt them to move in a more constructive 
manner? 

General Vessey. I don’t know the answer to that question, Sena- 
tor. The Vietnamese officials with whom I’ve dealt say we can 
speak to the Laotians and the Cambodians but resolving problems 
in Laos and Cambodia is very much their problem, and they will 
have to do it there, but the Vietnamese officials did agree that both 
we and they would seek the cooperation of Laos and Cambodia m 
resolving the cases of those that were lost to areas then under the 
control of Vietnamese forces. 

Senator Kassebaum. Do you think that the re^n Vietnam ap- 
pears to be so much more forthcoming and wanting to resolve the 
POW/MIA issue is that they really would like to be able to normal- 
ize relations and establish some trade? 

General Vessey. They certainly want to normalize relations, i 
think the Vietnamese leaders, and certmnly one senses it from the 
Vietnamese people not involved in politics in Vietnam when you re 
there, that they recognize the world is changing very dramatically 
and they want to be a part of that changing world. 

Senator Kassebaum. Thank you very much, General Vessey. 

The Chairman. Senator Reid. 
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Senator McCain. Could I mention one thing, Senator Reid, very 
m quickly? I would also like to express my appreciation, General 
^ Vessey, for stressing the continued reeducation camp detainees. He 
brings it up every time. There’s 100 to 200 who are a still in prison 
after all these years, and as a humanitarian aspect 1 think it is 
very important, and I appreciate your efforts in that pea, too, and 
there are hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese Americans who ap- 
preciate your efforts on their behalf, too, General Vessey. 

^ General Vessey. I want to say. Senator, I have peat hopes that 
" the Vietnamese delegation in New York is watching the televised 
proceedings of these hearings and will hear those words and move 
out smartly with the review they promised and the early release of 
those remaining detainees. 

The Chairman. Let me just say, if I can, that the committee will 
be traveling to the region in February and plans are already being 
laid for that trip and for meetings with the Governments of Laos, 

• Cambodia, and Vietnam. 

I hope that these visits will encourage cooperation from govern- 
ments in the rerion while also allowing Senators to make judg- 
ments about the level of cooperation. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 

When I served on the Foreign Affairs Committee in the House 
we held hearing on this issue, and that was many years ago, and I 

# think kind of the shame— and maybe that is too hard a word, but 
the difficulty with all of this is we have waited so long to try to do 
something like this, and it was, I think, as a result of those photo- 
graphs that came out and a number of other things that focused 
attention on this that we are doing it, and I am glad we are doing 
it, even though it is late in the game, because I think we are doing 
it with some finality. 

% General, Secretary Cheney testified today that there are 88 addi- 
tional staff that he has working on this, and you have indicated 
there are about 150 I think you said, working on it. How many Vi- 
etnamese are working on it? You have indicated there are some 
people in the wooden canoes and flying these old beat-up helicop- 
ters, but the point of the matter is, how many of those are there? 

General Vessey. I can’t rive you an exact number. Of course, it 
$ varies from time to time. What the Vietnamese Office for Seeking 
Missing Persons does is go out into the provinces to generate sup- 
port at the time, and the Foreign Minister, when 1 was last there, 
gave me a number of— I guess it was in the next-to-last trip that 
Minister 'Thach gave me a number of the man-days that Vietnam 
had dedicated to this issue since we started the joint investigations 
in 1988, and if it is even within 20 percent of being correct, it’s a 
m Staggering amount of man-days that were devoted. 

Senator Reid. Do you remember what the figure was? 

General Vessey. I can't remember. I’m sorry to say I can’t re- 
member, but I was thinking that we had perhaps spent about 3,500 
or 4,000 American man-days on the ground in that time, and my 
recollection is that the Vietnamese ^re was around ten times. 
That is what he gave to me. Now, what is counted in that, I can’t 
A tell you. 

^ Senator Reid. On page 15 of Secretary Cheney’s testimony he in- 
dicates that some of the most vexing questions remaining from the 
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Vietnam War relate to the unaccounted for in Laos of the 528 
Americans who remain unaccounted for in Laos, 335 are in the cat* 
egory of POW/MIA. At Operation Homecoming, only 9 Americans 
captured in Laos returned as POW’s. Now, that percentage of dif- 
ference is significant, is it not, as compared to, say, Vietnam? 

General Vessey. Yes, it is, but I would say to you that the 335 
that are in the category of POW7MIA, and it's my understanding 
that that’s kind of where they are now, that number included only 
a fairly small number of people who were believed to be prisoners, 
and as you talk to the later witnesses you have people out here, 
sitting here today who know more about that than I. Now, these 
other people were missing, but not necessarily believed to be pris- 
oners. 

Senator Reid. That is something we should pin down. 

General Vessey. What you ne^ to do is get at the facts in that 
issue. It is an important point, and as Senator McCain said, the 
percentage of those who are missing is much higher— unaccounted 
for is much higher from Laos than it is from Vietnam. 

Senator Reid. We do not like to think about this, much less talk 
about it, but a large number of the people that we are trying to 
account for could have been killed, is that not right, after they 
were on the ground, for example? 

General Vessey. Yes. Yes. In fact, that is what we are finding in 
the discrepancy case investigations in Vietnam. We're finding that 
some of the people tried to escape and were killed, or they died 
later from wounds that they received at the incident, or whatever 
it was. “ 

Senator Reid. Are we going to be able, do you think. General 
Vessey, to get information in that regard? 

General Vessey. Vietnam since 1988 has been more cooperative 
in telling us what happened to the people, i^en the first sets of 
remains came back in 1987 and 1988 they gave us a little narrative 
.of what happened to the person, and by and large, at least they 
were not inconsistent with what— with the information that we 
had. 

Senator Reid. How many of the missing-in-action POW’s were 
airmen as compared to on the ground? 

General Vessey. If I can search in my bag here. I’m sure I have 
that on a card. I say that, and I probably won’t be able to find it. 

Senator Reid. General, you can supply that for the record, but do 
you have an idea? 

General Vessey. 'The total— well, let’s just put it in the record. 
We will give you the exact numbers in the record, and that saves 
me fiddling around in my briefcase here. 

Senator Reid. I just need a general idea. You can put the exact 
figure in the record, but is it 80 percent, 50 percent? 

General Vessey. 'The largest number of the 2,273 unaccounted for 
in Vietnam today, the largest number are Army, and the second 
largest number is Air Force, and then it goes down. Marine Corps, 
the Navy, is my recollection, but one of you guys has surely got 
that number some place. 

All right, of that total, of the 2,271, now, 674 are Army, 448 are 
Navy— I’m sorry, 823 are airmen, so the largest number is Air 
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Force. Most of the Navy people are aviators, 283 Marines, 1 Coast 
Guard and 42 civilians. 

Senator Reid, Thank you. 

The Chairman. Senator Robb. 

Senator Robb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

General Vessey,, you have always been very forthcoming with all 
of the information that you have been able to share with any of us 
in any fora that we have had an opportunity to hear you. I would 
like to focus for just a minute on the kinds of information that you 
do not have but think might be available. 

I wonder if you could address the question of any types of infor- 
mation that is otherwise ascertainable, as far as we know, but not 
currently available to you, that might be within the Vietnamese 
sphere of influence or other Southeast Asian countries’ influence, 
or the kinds of procedures that have been denied to us and the 
kinds of access, that have been denied to us as well. 

What is it you would most like to have in fulfilling your mission 
that is not currently available and, from the point of view of this 
particular committee, what kinds of information might we be able 
to gather from whatever sources are available to us that you have 
not been able to gather and would be helpful in the totality of re- 
solving ths individual cases and the overall concerns about those 
who may or may not still be missing? 

General Vessey. From Vietnam, is it clear that historical 
records, there are certain sets of historical records that are very 
important, and the list of prisoners that they had for example 
would certainly be very a very illuminating document. 

'The results of their efforts to recover remains, now whether or 
not they have this in any sort of records, I am not sure because 
this was sort of a decentralized operation, they gave instructions to 
subordinates unit to collect remains and information about Ameri- 
cans that had been killed. 

If there is some sort of a record of that, it would be particularly 
useful, even if it is not a centralized record, if we are able to get 
that record from provinces or military regions or whatever it hap- 
pens to be. 

Senator Robb. General, could I interrupt? Have you specifically 
requested that precise information? 

General Vessey. Yes. 

Senator Robb. And what has been the basis of the denial of that 
information? 

General Vessey. In fact, it has not been denied. Senator. What 
we agreed in October in Vietnam was that Vietnam would conduct 
a prompt and diligent search for all historical records that might 
pertain to the fate of missing Americans. 

Now if in fact that is carried out, we will get the information we 
are looking for and we have said that we will help provide techni- 
cal assistance and that is, tell the Vietnamese to the best that we 
understand, where they might search for those records, that is, 
what particular units and so forth might provide that search. 

And in our Defense Intelligence Agency we have people who 
have studied this problem for years and they know which records 
to get at. Now it is my expectation that working through our office 
in Hanoi, that we will relay to the Vietnamese where we believe 
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this search should take us and then the Vietnamese will be forth- 
coming with us and tell us what records they have and where we 
might find them, and we have what I said I hope we would have is 
honesty and diligence on both sides, we will get the answers. 

Senator Robb. Have you yet encountered a situation where you 
knew or had every reason to know that a particular document or 
set of documents existed and that they specifically denied you 
access for any particular reason? 

General Vessey. Well, for example, the document that was found 
in Quang Binh Province during the 14th investigation, we were 
given only the extracts from that document that pertained to the 
particular cases that were being investigated in the 14th investiga- 
tion. 

• When I raised it with the Vietnamese officials in Hanoi, they 
said, well, you will eventually get all of that information, but we 
are doing first things first. We had agreed that we would investi- 
gate these cases, so we are investigating those cases and we are 
giving you that information. When we get to the other cases, we 
will give you the other information. 

So I urged them, please, do not do that, give us all the informa- 
tion that you have, whatever cases they are on, so that we can 
move on with all alacrity to resolve this whole issue, that is in your 
interest, it is in our interest. 

Now since then we have, it is my understanding that in the last 
technical talks we_have gotten most of that information, but again, 
you see some of the same thing that "occurs here within our own 
government, it seems to me, I have heard that our people were told- 
that the Vietnamese defense department said they cannot give the 
whole document because it also contains classified information and 
they will give us the extracts which pertain to ours. 

So there is a certain amount of bureaucratic problems that the 
Vietnamese have to go through to solve this information release 
problem too. 

Senator Robb. Do you think they understand that their credibil- 
ity is judged at least in part on their willingness to provide infor- 
mation that is available to them? 

General Vessey. Certainly, the officials with whom I deal under- 
stand that, but it is kind of like dealing with the American Govern- 
ment too, in that maybe the guy who has the file does not quite 
understand it the same way that this boss understands it. 

So it is something that we have to work through in our country, 
and they have to work through in their country. I do not know how 
tl^ agreement for the fullest, for this prompt and diligent search 
will come out, but if it is done correctly, we should get the answers 
and it is my hope that our people will work with the Vietnamese 
and I intend to go back to Vietnam in some week’s time, before the 
end of the year and see how we are doing with that. 

Senator Robb. Mr. Chairman, I see that time has officially ex- 
pired. Could I ask just one additional question, just while General 
Vessey is here? General, you have had an opportunity to work with 
both the immediate past prime minister and foreign minister and 
have met with, at least once, the new prime minister and foreign 
minister. 
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Do you ascertain any changes in terms of official government 
A policy with respect to this particular issue that is discernable at 
^ this point? 

General Vessey. I came away, certainly pleased with what the 
new prime minister and the new foreign minister said. They made 
it very clear that they wanted to resolve this problem. They also 
said they are going to continue to cooperate on this problem as a 
humanitarian issue, whatever the United States does, whether— 
g. the prime minister used for example, the President’s recent renew- 
^ al of the trade embargo. 

He said. Prime Minister Vo Vat Kiet said, we did not like to 
have the trade embargo renewed, but he said, I want you to know 
and I want you to tell the President that we will continue to coop- 
erate on POW/MIA because we think it is a humanitarian issue 
and we owe it to the American families as a humanitarian gesture 
^ and we are going to pontinue to cooperate on this issue if the Presi- 

* dent renews the trade embargo five more times. 

Senator Robb. 'Thank you, General Vessey. Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. General, before we break, I think we have a few 
more questions we would like to ask you. I would like to just do a 
little bit of housekeeping if I may. 

First thing, I just would like you to know that Senator Smith 
^ and 1 invited Ambassador Lang of Vietnam’s Mission to the U.N. 

■ to be here so that they do not have to watch it on TV, and in fact, 

the ambassador is here and listening to these hearings. 

General Vessey. Good. 

'The Chairman. And I hope that that will help communication in 
this process. 

Second, I want to emphasize what is obvious to a lot of people, 
^ when you have 12 Senators asking questions of one witness, inevi- 

^ tably time is chewed up and we all recognize that, and I want to 

underscore that the committee does not view these public inquiries 
as all inclusive by any sense of the word. 

There will be questions submitted in writing. There will be depo- 
sitions taken outside of this process, all of which will be made part 
of the public record. But we do want as much of it to be, at least in 
« the outlines, conducted in public so people can see where we are 

* going and understand the methodology. We particularly wanted to 
establish the baseline for where we are beginning from for the rest 
of what follows. 

This afternoon we will be hearing from other members of the ad- 
ministration who have detailed knowledge of some of the things 
that you have alluded to today, and tomorrow, we will receive a 
very important testimony from those who are on the ground in- 
^ country, ^th in intelligence as well as in the field who have been 
pursuing this for a long period of time. 

Then we will hear from families and their perspective, and we 
will hear from veterans’ groups in this country and their perspec- 
tive, and then finally on the third day we will hear from some of 
the critics of the process, those who have a different point of view. 
^ And the committee will then bepn its analysis of much of what 
^ has been laid out here, and as I said earlier, we will have a public 
airing of that analysis when the committee deems it has some story 
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to tell or some conclusions to draw or a capacity to put something 
out publicly. 

1 would just like to come back to a few things if I can quicklv. 
You discussed a moment ago how we classify some of these people 
and the judgments that we have to make, and obviously these are 
very tough judgments in some cases. 

The question arises whether or not there has been some effort 
within the process because of the nature of the toughness of the 
decisions, for instance, if there is a determination that someone 
was tortured and died subsequently, or if there were a determina- 
tion that the circumstances surrounding someone’s disappearance 
might be embarrassing, is it fair to say that you have knowledge of 
or have come across some situations where those determinations 
might exist and there has been an effort to spare a family or to not 
exactly tell a whole story and that that might have left some of 
those question marks hanging out there? 

General Vessey. 1 am not a good one to answer that question. 
Senator. It is my understanding, and it has also been my great 
hope that the families would be told whatever it is that can be told 
the families. 

The Chairman. Do vou know whether or not families have been 
told in all cases the full measure of what the government knows 
regarding one of their loved ones? 

General Vessey. It is my understanding that the policy is that if 
the family wants all the information, they can get all the informa- 
tion, but where— if it is simply that the serviceman was killed m 
action, and the family does not desire anymore information in that 
particular case, that the additional information has not been pro- 
vided. 

But again, I am not the expert on that particular field, and I 
think you ought to 

The Chairman. Fair enough. Well, as I said. General, the com- 
mittee is determined to ask some tough questions through the 
course of this and some of them may not have answers that are 
altogether happy or pleasing and I think if we do not do that we 
are not going to get at this correctly. 

General Vessey. But I believe I should tell you a couple of other 
things that pertain to your question on another facet of that point, 
and that is that in terms of classing these particular cases into 
discrepancy cases or last known alive and so forth, it is my own 
personal view that our people are bending over backward to give 
the benefit of the doUbt to having the person be alive. 

For example, I recall in the original set of discrepancv cases an 
argument that was going on about whether or not a fellow who 
dropped from a helicopter that was 100 some odd feet in the air 
should be included or should not be included, and I think they fi- 
nally included him. 

So that is the sort of extremes that our people go to keep the pos- 
sibility of somebody in there who might have a chance. 

Now on the Vietnamese side, my approach with the Vietnamese 
is that we are not trying to reconstruct the past or come up with 
war crimes trials or any such thing as that. We want to know what 
happened to our people. First we want to know, are there any live 
Americans there? And we are not going to ask the question about 
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what you said in the past, that you said you were not any, and now 
there are, I mean, fine, if there are some, let us have them, and we 

• are just going to ignore the past statements. 

And if people have been killed under circumstances that are em- 
barrassing, we are not going to make an issue out of that. What we 
want to know is where are our people, how do we — what happened 
to them? We are not going to make, we are not going to come back 
and say, you should try the person who killed this person or some- 
thing like. 

• We agreed when 1 first met with them that we cannot go back 
and reconstruct the past. We cannot change the \past. We have to 
start from, then it was 1987, we have to start in 1987 and go for- 
ward. 

So that has been our general approach with the Vietnamese. We 
have not looked for opportunities for recrimination or some such 
thing as that, and what happened to these people. 

• The Chairman. I think that is an important statement, and an 

important policy. I would hope my colleagues also think it is an im- 
portant message in terms of breaking the logjam. There is, after 
all, another side which we all know which is that we also took pris- 
oners and I am not sure that we can account for all of the prison- 
ers that we took. 

And I can certainly say from this Senator’s experience that there 
% are some instances where I know some prisoners disappeared and 
that was the nature of the war. And so I think if we all get back 
into that, we are really not going to resolve this and it would be an 
enormous loss. So I share that view, and I think it is important^ _ 

Let me ask you also. General, among those 2,273, were any 
known to us to be or classified as deserters? 

General Vessey. It is my understanding that none were classified 
A as deserters. Now there is some evidence in some very few cases 
that some might have been there under their own free will. Later 
on there was some evidence that came up, but the evidence is 
pretty scanty and certainly not something where you would want 
to— I would not want to accuse any of these guys of being deserters 
or anything like that. There is iust not evidence to do that. 

In the cases I have personally reviewed, I do not see any desert- 
g ers or collalwrators or any such thing as that. They were honest 

• soldiers, sailors, airmen, marines and one Coast Guard. 

The OiAiRMAN. There is a body of about what, 40 some civilians, 
is that accurate, who are listed as 

General Vessey. Yes, sir, 42 in Vietnam. Now there are more in 
Laos and I do not have that number, but I am sure you will get it 
from the others. 

^ The Chairman. I think what is going to be important is as the 
^ committee reviews this, obviously, to try to make some judgments 
about that. I think that as we get into the Bobby Garwood piece of 
this, there will be questions raised about that sort of treatment, 
and whether or not that might have served somehow to send a 
message that had a negative impact on the possibility of finding 
some other people, and I think that is something the committee 
needs to look at. 

“ General it is my understanding that the search and rescue re- 
ports, the SAR mission documents have been destroyed, I gather 
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not through some ill-conceived intent, but rather as a matter of pro 
forma destruction of documents. 

Now this strikes me as being absolutely contrary to the concept 
of this being one of our highest priorities and can you confirm 
that? Is that accurate? 

General Vessey. You will have to get the experts to do that from 
the efense Department. That is my understanding too, I found 

The Chairman. It is your understanding that those documents 
are gone? 

General Vessey. That the search and rescue squadron documents 
have been destroyed, as the normal destruction of documents. But 
let me say that it was not, it was probably the belief that all the 
information pertaining to the POW/MIA people had been gleaned 
from those documents certainly before they were destroyed. 

But I guess it points up an anomaly here. We get rid of unclassi- 
fied material that might be good material and classified material 
that might be worthless hangs around for a long time because it is ^ 
classified. 

The Chairman. Is it your belief based on your 6 years in negotia- 
tions that Vietnam genuinely wants to resolve this issue? 

General Vessey. I believe they do. 

The Chairman. And is it your belief that the agreements that 
have been reached and I distinguish agreement from cooperation, - 

but the ^eements that you have .reached are sufficient at this * 

point in time to permit us-to resolve this issue? - 

General Vessey. I believe- we have the broad outline agr^ment 
to resolve the issue. Now we may need agreements on details inside 
of those other agreements, but I believe, as I said in my statement 
that we have the agreements to move toward fullest possible ac- 
counting. If we get the right cooperation and level of effort from g 
the government of Vietnam and that we in fact do our work our- 
selves. We have a lot of work to do too. 

The Chairman. And assuming that that cooperation is forthcom- 
ing to give flesh to those agreements, how much time do you be- 
lieve it would take to resolve this issue? 

General Vessey. Well, the fullest possible accounting will go on 
for a long time. My oldest son is the deputy chief of mission in our ^ 
embassy in Papua, New Guinea and every once in awhile he writes 
to me about Americans having a crew down there in Papua, New 
Guinea recovering remains from people who were lost in World 
War n. 

So that is almost 50 years, so that part of it may go on for a long 
time, but the issue of being generally satisfied on the live Ameri- 
can thing, we are going to prove a negative there in the live Ameri- | 
can thing, so you really do not prove it conclusively because every 
one has some probability, some possibility of being alive, so finally 
you do not prove that until you get through all of it. 

But certainly we will sh^ an awful lot of light on it with good 
cooperation from the Vietnamese government and good diligent 
work by ourselves in investigating these discrepancy cases. We will 
have a much better view of whether or not Vietnam is telling the | 
truth when they say, we do not hold live prisoners. 
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The Chairman. Is it fair to say then, that the process of getting 
^ remains and the process of carrying out these agreements could go 

# on for a long period of time? 

General Vessey. I think the remains issue is a difficult one, be- 
cause the losses in the south are battlefield losses. Those will be far 
more difficult cases to investigate. There will be less historical 
records there and the precise locations will be more difficult to 
find. 

The air losses in the north, I think, the additional remains will 
^ also be difficult to recover now because by and large these crash 
sites have all been scavenged by people looking for metal and so 
forth, and so, there are very—I do not know that we have found 
any new virgin sites that have not been scavenged in some way or 
another in recent times, I think every one we have gone to. 

And those people that were lost in the north in crashes, some 
there were identifiable sets of remains and got a lot of those earlier 

# on, but as I pointed out in listing the remains that have back since 
1987, there are lOO sets out there that might be American remains 
which the anthropologists will tell you, these exhibit evidence of re- 
mains that have been, that have come from airplane crashes. They 
are sorts of fragmentary remains that come from airplane crashes, 
and lacking the contextual background for that particular set of re- 
mains, unless you get something that is good from the skeletal re- 

# mains itself, you cannot identify it. 

Whereas, if you know that an airplane crashes over here and Bill 
Jones and John Smith" were two guys in that airplane. Bill Jones 
was a big guy and John Smith was a little guy and you go to that 
airplane site and you find some remains of a fellow that was a big 
fellow and some of a little fellow, you know which was which by 
process of elimination, even though you did not have all the foren- 
% sic, anthropological means of identifying each of those sets of re- 
mains. 

Now once these remains have been picked up and moved around, 
and we do not know which crash site it came from and so forth, 
they are very difficult to identify and that will take an awful lot of 
work. 

The Chairman. Tlie real test here. General, will be in the next 
^ months to make a reasonable judgment that the agreements are 
being given the flesh of cooperation, that it is the fullest coopera- 
tion possible, and finally, and most importantly, that we are satis- 
fied to the b^t of our capacity and judgment that no one is being 
held alive, is that correct/ 

General Vessey. I think that is a good statement. 

The Chairman. .And do you see that as something that can be 
A resolved over a period of months? 

^ General Vessey. Every time I have said it could be resolved over 
months, it has taken years, and it always turns out to be harder 
than we thought it would he. It seems to me, it is my intention to 
go back to Vietnam between now and the end of the year and look 
and see how we are doing with the specific agreements that we 
reached in October which is the broad framework for moving 
^ ahead on the fullest possible accounting. 

^ And it will probably be another 6 months or so before we really 
know that all of that is in place and working well. We will have 
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some refinements to work out which we will work out in the tech- 
nical talks. A 

These discrepancy cases, the original 119, have turned out to be 
far more difficult than I thought they would be. When 1 gave 
Ngugen Co Thach the first 70 in June 1988 I believe it was, I gave 
him a list, and I divided it up into a book by reading the cases 
myself and saying, you ought to be able to resolve this number in 
30 davs, this in 60 days, these in 90 days. 

Well, we are still, we are years down the road and we are still ^ 
working on some of those cases. • 

The Chairman. Final question before I turn to my colleague, 
some of us have argued and I emphasize the individuality of this 
argument within the context of this committee, that some of us 
have argued that the POW/MIA process and the putting to test of 
Vietnamese intentions would be greatly enhanced by getting more 
and more Americans in-country. 

The more people there are, the more flow of information there is ® 
potentially and if there were somebody alive, the better chances of 
finding him. How do you react to that concept? 

General Vessey. I think that is right. Vietnam is far more open 
today than it was just a few years when I started in this process. 

There are two sides to that. One is you will have more eyes looking 
around there and seeing things. 

The other thing is you probably are going to have more live • 
sightings too. A live sighting today of a- Caucasian being seen some 
place in Vietnam probably does not mean anything at all because 
there are all sorts of Caucasians running around there now. 

The Chairman. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I know it is almost 
time to wrap up here. I do want to make two or three points. I do 
want to, based on what General Vessey said and what the ^re- 9 
tary of Defense said, I would like to put on the record a request 
that the committee do look into those discrepancy cases and the 
background that 1^ up to each of those discrepancy cases. 

Two or three quick points. General, you mentioned regarding the 
cooperation with the— internal cooperation with the WA and the 
fact that they have worked closely with you and in harmony. 

But it has been said that there has been some criticism about § 
this discrepancy process, that is not working and that the DIA basi- 
cally indicated that to you. A, is that true, and if it is, what did you 
do about it? 

General Vessey. I do not recall anybody in DIA telling me any- 
thing about the discrepancy business Is not working. 

Senator Smith. So there was never any request by you to anyone 
at DIA to review any findings regarding a discrepancy case proc- m 
ess? 

General Vessey. That is not the answer to the first question, and 
I want to make that clear, that I argued— these guys will tell you, I 
argue with them all the time, that we are— and I sit down and go 
with them through the cases and so forth and the evidence and 
challenge them on how they came to it and so forth and we have 
some knock-down-drag- outs. 

But, sooner or later you have to make a judgment but I have let * 
them make their own judgments in these issues, but I have, as they 
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will tell you, continued to challenge them. So to say that all has 
always been sweetness and light between me and every member of 

• the DIA and their analysts would be totally wrong because it is not 
the case. 

And it has not been in my lifetime on issues other than POW/ 
MIA, the intelligence officers that have worked for me through the 
years know that l am going to wrestle them to the ground on how 
they come to their conclusions because I think it is important for 
me to understand it in dealing with the intelligence, that it is im- 

• portant for me to understand how they came to the conclusions 
they came to, whether it is POW/MIA or the probability of enemy 
attack or where the enemy is or whatever it happens to be. 

Senator Smith. Again,'focusing on the discrepancy cases, one of 
the concerns that I have regarding any movement to normalize, 
which is a policy matter which is not the scope of this coinmittee 
and I do not want to get into it, other than to just simply mention 
% it in passing, is that I have seen some of this intelligence myself 
and I know many in the agency that I have talked to feel that 
there are substantial number of remains that they still have, the 
Vietnamese still have knowledge of, whether they be in a ware- 
house or some other definition of a warehouse or whatever the 
heck you want to call it. 

And that they are not forthcoming with that information, and 
^ that in effect, the DIA has briefed vou on that and you are aware 
of that. So how can we then say that we are making progress in 
this discrepancy base approach, if we have accounted for a very 
small, nominal number of discrepancy cases and yet they are still, 
allegedly based on our intelligence, whether that is accurate or not 
remains to be seen, but some 400 at least, cases of remains that are 
still lying around. 

A Surely, if they are going to be somewhat reticent to provide in- 
formation on remains, they sure as heck could be very reticent to 
provide anything on live Americans as I would interpret that. 

General Vessey. That is correct, if that is in fact the case, that 
they do have 400 sets of remains. I do not know whether they have 
400 sets of remains. 

Senator Smith. Has the DIA ever indicated to you that they 
^ think there are 400 

General Vessey. There are people in the DIA who believe that 
they might have several hundred sets of remains, and I tried to lay 
that out in my statement there, that yes, you can build a case, you 
can build a pretty good case that Vietnam likely has a number of 
sets of remains. 

Now, there are also, it is fair to say, and you will get into all of 
this, you will see that there are some, I do not want to call them 
^ weak reads, but there are some single source bases for these con- 
clusions and you have to evaluate that, what the Vietnam leaders 
at the highest levels of the government say, we are not holding re- 
mains. 

Now they are saying, we are continuing to try to collect remains, 
and that Vietnamese people have remains. So I do not know what 
the answer to that is, and as I tried to say in my statement, we will 

• just have to continue to work and let the facts come out for them- 
selves. 
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What we want are the remains back if they have remains, I 
cannot for the life of me figure out why they would keep them. We 
are certainly not going to pay them any money for them, or the 
time for bargaining is gone. The bargaining days are over on this 
issue, and so if they do have remains, I hope they will return them 
quickly, and if they do not have, well, we do npt have them. 

And we cannot— we do not know the answer to that question and 
as you say, you can build a case that says they well may have a 
certain set of remains, and you build it on this sort of logic chain, 
but there are some things that might not be totally correct in that 
logic chain. 

Senator Smith. I am assuming that this information has been 
presented to the Vietnamese by you as have the discrepancy 
cases 

General Vessey. Ad nauseam. 

Senator Smith. OK. One final point which I think is very impor- 
tant to the hearing and to the whole investigation, and it is the 
final point, Mr, Chairman, is that this whole definition of evidence 
fascinates me as to what evidence is. 

The mortician, alleged mortician made a statement that he saw 
or was personally involved with a number of remains, and it is my 
understanding the agency believed him and he was, as a result of 
that, we were pursuing this information on remains. 

And in the Clarence Thomas hearings, one statement, one wit- 
ness alleged evidence, almost denied an individual the Supreme 
Court. I assume that would be considered evidence. Whether or not 
it is accurate, it is still evidence. 

I am just fascinated by the definitions here. We have evidentiary 
information that has been provided by our sources and methods of 
intelligence which basically concluded in a num^r of discrepancy 
cases how people died; but whenever similar evidentiary standards 
are applied to why somebody lived, it does not relate. 

I want to finish the point here and let you respond. My definition 
is a high bar. You can say we need one lie detector test and we can 
raise the high bar and say we need two and then we pass that and 
then we raise it again and say we need three and then raise it 
again and say we need four or five witnesses to review this. 

Let me bring it right to the point, on page 5 of your statement on 
number A at the bottom, second paragraph from the bottom, there 
are some additional salient points on the live prisoner issue, quote: 
“We know through extensive debriefings and subsequent investiga- 
tion, that all Americans seen by U.S. POW’s in the Vietnamese 
prison system have been accounted for as returned POW’s or 
through returned remains or having been reported as having died 
in captivity.” 

Now ba^ on that statement, I would assume, and if I am wrong 
please correct me, that if POW John McCain or POW Red McDan- 
iel or Robbie Reisner or any other POW who had come home had 
said to you. General Vessey, I saw five guys here are their names. 
They are not on the list. I was with them. I was there. They were 
with me side bv side and I turned and 1 walked out to get on the 
plane to come home and I looked around and they were not here, 
and here are their names. 
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Am I to assume that that would be evidence in your definition, 
^ evidence, that those men were alive and are presumed, at least pre- 
® sumed to be prisoners of war at the time that those men left? 

General Vessey. Yes, unless there were other evidence that coun- 
tered it — - 

Senator Smith. But assume that there was no other evidence, 
you would take the word of John McCain or Robbie Reisner or any 
other POW, correct? 

General Vessey. Right. 

• Senator Smith. Well, this is where I have a problem, in 1975 
Robert Garwood was still carried as a prisoner of war, nobody 
knew anything— at least nobody was admitting anything that they 
knew about what he did or did not do in Vietnam, and he still says 
to this day he was a POW. He still says to this day that he saw live 
Americans that did not come home after everybody had come 
home. 

• Why is that not evidence? 

General Vessey. Let me say that my statement here is post-Gar- 
wood, and I am Wk to what I said we were doing with the Viet- 
namese. I have not gone back and tried to reconstruct the- — 

^nator Smith. But Garwood still maintains. General, he still 
maintains 

General Vessey. I would tell you that you will just have to listen 

• to Garwood and make your own jud^ents. 

Senator Smith. Well, I probably will. 

General. Vessey. Garwood has not been forthcoming to the De- 
partment of Defense and-^ — 

Senator Smith. Well, that is incorrect, but What is not correct. 

General Vessey. That is a matter of judpnent and let me say 
that I have not dealt with Garwood. I would not know Garwood if 

• he walked across the floor here today, but there are a lot of people 
around who have dealt with him and you will just have to take the 
Garwood thing and wrestle if to the ground. 

Senator Smith. Well, I do not want to argue with you, but 1 just 
want to make a point that Robert Garwood was a POW. 

General Vessey. Robert Garwood says he was a POW. 

Senator Smith. He certainly was a POW, General, 
g General Vessey. He was captured. 

Senator Smith. He was wounded in a capture. He killed at least 
one Vietnamese in the capture, that is certainly not desertion as I 
understand the defmition of desertion. So at one time he was a 
POW, and all I am saying is that Robert Garwood said he saw live 
Americans and so I do not think it is accurate to say that no one 
TOW has ever said he did not see other POW’s b^use Robert 
A Garwood did. 

That is all I am trying to point out, I am not trying to argue. 

General Vessey. May 1 just say to you, look at all of the state- 
ments that Garwood has given. The statements that he gave when 
he first came back and the other statements that he has given and 
look at all of them and then make your own judgment. 

There is no point in you and I arguing about Garwood. We could 
^ st^ here all day long and I accept your point. 

^ &nator Smith. All I want to say is that in definition of evi- 
dence — 
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General Vessey. And I would happily change my statement to 
other than former one time POW, alleged POW, Robbie Garwood, I 
would change my statement to make that correction. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. General, let me just say again that Mr. Garwood 
will be completely debriefed and deposed by the committee. All his 
prior statements will be sought by the committee, a full analysis 
and comparison will be made and as you said. General, we are 
going to have to wrestle that one to the ground and the committee 
will do its best to do that. 

You made one comment and I would just like to Come back to it 
and then we will close off. You said that you have come to believe 
that the probability of someone being alive is very low. 

General Vessey. No, I said it was far lower than what I thought 
it was when I started this thing. 

The Chairman. Can you quantify it? I do not want to pin you 
down but I am interested, is there any way to quantify that? 

General Vessey. I do not want to start— I made that sort of 
pledge to myself that I wais not going to start guessing about 
whether or not there were people or not, and I think I would kind 
of like to stick to that. I would just say to you that based upon 
what we have learned in examining these discrepancy cases, that 
there were cases that looked like they really had the best chance of 
being alive. 

We have resolved many of those cases, and they are not alive. 

The Ch;mrman. So the ones where you niade a. judgment based 
upon your experience and neutrality and not even neutrality, but 
based upon your commitment to the presumption that somebody 
was alive, you approached this saying, we are going to believe 
somebody is alive, correct? 

General Vessey. Yes. Reading these statements, I said— I would ® 
read those statements, and I would say, here is a real discrepancy 
case. This is one that^— 

The Chairman. You were excited about the possibility that you 
might find somebody alive in that case or that there was a legiti- 
mate question 

General Vessey. Certainly, a legitimate reason for investigating ^ 
the case. w 

The Chairman. And those cases were the ones where you 
thought there was the best opportunity for you to find somebody 
alive? 

General Vessey. Yes 

The Chairman. Based on your judgment, looking at all the 
cases 

General Vessey. Let me say that I did not make the judgment, ^ 
this was the best and this was the least best. What I did is I read 
those cases and I said, these are real discrepancy cases and they 
ought to be investigated. 

The Chairman. And each of those cases 

General Vessey. I did not categorize them as 1, 2, 3, 4 

The Chairman. But in each of those cases where you thought 
you had the best shot # 

General Vessey. In many of those cases. 
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The Chairman, In many of those cases, you found, where you re- 
^ solved them, they were resolved that the person had died? 

• General Vessey. Right. 

The Chairman. And the remains have since been recovered? 

General Vessey. Well, not in all cases. The remains have not all 
been recovered. 

The Chairman. But you made the judgment that they had died? 

General Vessey. Our people have made the judgment that the 
person has died. 

t The Chairman. General, is there any degree that you sense that 

because of the sensitivities of this issue, because of the extraordi- 
nary gaps in information, et cetera, that there has been a walking 
on eggs sort of attitude in the Defense Department that has re- 
strained people from communicating or fully communicating and 
that has created more questions? 

General Vessey. No, I do not think so. I would say to you, that 

• we are now 18 years from the end of the war and the people, the 
Defense Department at that time had a great deal of sensitivity to 
the families and so forth. 

Now the people who are casualty officers now are long since re- 
moved from the war in Vietnam. I suspect that many of them did 
not fight in the war, and so when you hear— I wrote a little note 
when somebody talked about alleging why information was not 

• given to the families, there are two things. 

One is that the department does not want to give wrong informa- 
tion to the families, and that came oiit very much in the secre- 
tary’s talks about the friendly fire issues. But I would also say that 
it is a long time since the war now and -there have been great 
many turn overs in casualty officers and so forth and what the de- 
partment needs to do is certainly have sensitivity training or some- 
% thing for the people that deal with the families, recognizing that 
the issue has stayed with the family. That is their loved one and no 
changes have been made in that. 

He has been gone since the war and has stayed gone ever since 
the war and that issue still burns with that family. So what we 
need to do is have the sensitivity in the bureaucratic and 1 would 
say, even with the committee in dealing with this thing, is recog- 
§ nizing that. It is hard to do. 

The Chairman. I realize it is hard to do. I think perhaps there 
ought to be a new commitment in the effort to try and deal, par- 
ticularly with those families that are most concerned, and I think 
the Secretary incidentally indicated that. 

I think that in the wake of the Stevens photo, there has been a 
better effort to try to respond to that, but I think there are a lot of 
A families still out there that have questions that do not feel like 
they have the full sense of their file or that people are there and 
available. 

And it might be a good idea to kind of go back to square one here 
and identify any or all families that might have that kind of ques- 
tion, identify the degree they feel they are outside of the loop, and 
get a review process that satisfies their questions. The committee 
A here, I can assure you, is hearing from those people and we are 

^ going to be coming to the department anyway and saying this 

person is alleging this or that and trying to track it down because I 
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think that is one of the things the committee can perhaps help 
bring to closure. , . ' ^ 

General Vessey. I think that is right and I think we heard that 
commitment from the Secretary of Defense this morning, and I 
would also say that given the new openness of Vietnam or the ap- 
parent new openness, time will tell whether we actually have new 
openness, that the Secretary has devoted additional resources to 
this problem. 

It is being reorganized within the department to take advantage 
or the nejv openness and so I think there is a great opportunity for 
the departrnent to review this whole matter and I am confident 
that they will do that. 

The Chairman. Well, General, again, we appreciate and respect 
enormously your efforts on this and we are very grateful to you for 
taking the time to be here this morning. We will leave the record 
open for the submission of additional questions in writing and also 
tor the submission of those answers that you wanted to put on the 
rword, reflecting the figures that Senator Reid and others asked 
about. 

We have a lot of ground to cover. Let me just say the next round 
of witness^, that we would request summaries of about a 10 
minute period of the testimony. The full statements will be placed 
to maximize the time for questioning and 
we Will reconvene here at 2:15 p.m. 

We stand in recess. 

[Whereupon, at 1:35 p.m., the commit^tee recessed for luncTieon, 
to reconvene this same day, November 5,1991, at 2:15 p.m’.] 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 






The committee resumed at 2:15 p.m., in room SH-216, Hart 
Senate Office Building, Hon. John F. Kerry (chairman of the com- 
mittee) presiding. 

The Chairman. The hearing will come to order. I am determined 
that we try to run these hearings on normal people time and not 
U.S. Senate time, so we are going to start these things when we say 
we are going to, and .we are going to try to move them along as 
expeditiously as possible. 

This afternoon, we are continuing the first set of hearings of the 
MIA/POW Select Committee and we will move forward with testi- 
mony from the administration. For those who are just either 
tuning in or arriving or paying attention for the first time, through 
this itemoon we will hear from various administration officials 
who have been personally and deeply involved in this issue over a 
period of time. 

Our witnesses are Mr. Duane Andrews, the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Command, Control^ Communications, and Intelli- 
gence; Ken Quinn, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for- East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs; and the Chairman of the POW/MIA 
Interagency group, Mr. Carl Ford, the acting Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for International Security Affairs together with Michael 
Ryan and George Christmas. And finally, Dennis Nagy, the acting 
Director of the Defense Intelligence Agency accompanied by per- 
sonnel from the department. 

Now that is a lot for one afternoon. We are going to do the best 
we can to move through this. 

I repeat, because I keep feeling it is very important for all to un- 
derstand, these are the baseline hearings. It is important for us to 
establish what we are doing today, what the current standards are 
that we apply today, how we are approaching this issue today, and 
also to try to draw on people’s assessments and judgments about 
past efforts insomuch as they help shed light on the overall affair. 

But r think that nobody should mistake this as being the final 
word with respect to any of the inquiries that are being made in 
the course of today. 

Now I would ask you, Mr. Andrews, if you would please, if you 
could summarize, in 10 minutes or so, to the best of your ability 
and then we can proceed into the question period, and to whatever 
degree your statement is not reflected in that 10 minutes, we will 
put your full statement in the record. 

Thank you for being with us. May I ask you if you would stand 
so I could swear you in please. 

Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but 
the truth so help you God? 


( 101 ) 


102 


Mr. Andrews. I do. 

STATEMENT OF HON. DUANE P. ANDREWS, ASSISTANT SECRE- 
TARY OF DEFENSE, COMMAND, CONTROL, COMMUNICATIONS, 
AND INTELLIGENCE, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Mr. Andrews. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Senator Smith and 
Senator Grassley. 

As you requested in your letter of October 17, I am pleased to 
summarwe the process and the key findings of our inquiry into the 
^ Peck's allegations of an impropriety in the 

POW/MIA resolution process. 

*. 1 .^ formally part of that process, but I am responsible for 
the staff oversight of the Defense Intelligence Agency, and while I 
can addre^ our management inquiry, specifics concerning the de- 
^ of POW/MIA policies, practices and procedures would best be 
directed at members of the lAG and especially DIA and Carl Ford 
which you will heard from later this afternoon. 

^garding the Peck matter, as soon as Secretary Cheney learned 
of Colonel Peck s allegations, which was the day following his de- 
parture, he asked me to work with Mr. O'Donnell, the general 
counwl of the Department of Defense, to look into Oilonel Peck's 
complamts. 

Secretary Cheney wan^ to know what was wrong and as you 
know, resolution of the issue of prisoners of war and missing in 
action is one of the highest priorities of the_Secretary £md if there 
were impropneties or management problems, the Secretary wanted 
-them identified and he want^ fixes mader." 

Mr. O’Donnell immediately met with Colonel Peck and Colonel 
Peck was unable to provide him with any specifics that would flesh 
out or support his sweeping charges. 

NevertheleM, I set up a three person team consisting of Mr. Ron 
Knecht, my Special Assistant who is with me today; Col. Dick 
Mitchell of the U.S. Army from the staff of the Deputy Assistant 
^retary of Defense for Intelligence; and Mr. Craig Alderman, the 
I^puty Under Secretary of Defense for Security Policy, and 
charged them to conduct an in-depth management inquiry to deter- 
mine the si^ificant events that led to Colonel Peck’s memoran- 
dum, the subs^uent actions taken by DIA management, and the 
substance of the various allegations contained in Colonel Peck's 
memorandum. 

The members of this management inquiry team have extensive 
intelligence experience, but are independent from 
th^OW/MIA oversight and management structure. 

The mquiry team examined Colonel Peck's allegations and devel- 
0 ^ a plan and a list of questions designed to ascertain whether 
the allegation were supported by facts. They interviewed partici- 
pate in the POW/MIA resolution process, examined work reports, 
internal memoranda, mission, duty fundions and case files et 
cetera. ' 

The management inquiry in the Colonel Peck's allegations found 
^e following circumstances: Lt. General Soyster, the Director of 
A selected Colonel Peck to head the special office for 
rUW/MlA on the basis of his prior outstanding service record and 
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his evident familiarity with the region, developed during three dis- 
tinguished war-time tours of duty in Vietnam. 

• Colonel Peck assumed his position as Chief, Special Office of 
POW/MIA in midJuly 1990. By October 1990, the senior leader- 
ship of the DIA was aware that Colonel Peck was not effectively 
managing the POW/MIA office or providing quality intelligence 
support. As Colonel Peck had been on the job only a short time and 
had an outstanding military and combat record, his supervisors at- 
tempted unsuccessfully to help him adjust to the job. 

^ The freeze on the movement of Army personnel during Oper- 
ations Desert Shield and Desert Storm led General Soyster to keep 
Colonel Peck in place even though he was not satisfying his cus- 
tomers. 

In early January 1991, General Soyster instructed his staff to 
find another suitable position for Colonel Peck. General Soyster did 
not view this as a prejudicial move, just a case where we had a 
I # good officer who had been put in the wrong job. 

On February 8 , General Sovster told Colonel Peck that it was 
just not working out and that he had found him a good job more in 
line with his skills. He proposed, as Colonel Peck speaks French 
and had trained with the French army that he transfer him to a 
liaison position with the French army in Germany. Colonel Peck 
said that he did not want to move from the area. As General Soys- 
I, 0 ter was fully involved with support to Operation Desert Storm, he 
instructed his staff to continue to look for a job for Colonel Peck in 
the Washington, DC area. " 

On February 12 , 4 days after General Soyster's discussion with 
him. Colonel Peck handed his superiors a letter that contained 
broad and unsubstantiated allegations of impropriety in the con- 
duct of POW/MIA activities. Subsequently, General Soyster re- 
^ 0 lieved him from his duties on March 27, 1991 and on March 28, 
Colonel Peck attached a letter of farewell to his staff on the door of 
his office along with a copy of his earlier letter with some personal 
references blacked out. 

'The management inquiry team could not find facts that would 
support Colonel Peck's various allegations of a cover up or of the 
manipulation of the POW/MIA office to frustrate the resolution 

^ process. They did find shortfalls in the internal management of the 

• special office for POW/MIA and some variability in the quality of 
the analysis files and the analysis process. 

The obsenrations the inquiry team reported led me to conclude 
that the Director of DIA had erred in assigning an individual to 
manage the special office that did not adequately understand the 
processes used in intelligence collection and analysis and who held 
such strong personal views that he was unable to remain impartial, 

> • a key attribute of an intelligence professional. 

I believe that it is clear that despite his record as a combat 
leader, he was unable to function effectively in this type of job and 
I very much agree with General Soyster's observation that Colonel 
Peck was just simply poorly suited for the position. 

However, both Colonel Peck and the inquiry team identified im- 
provements that could be made in the process used to establish pri- 

> # orities and to request intelligence support from the special office, 

and these are significant. 




The new head of the DIA special office for POW/MIA, Bob 
Sheetz, who you will hear from later today, has corrective manage- 
ment actions well underway, to strengthen the internal manage- 
ment of the analytic process and to clarify the processes used to 
interact with customers. 

We will continue to follow up and will take additional corrective 
actions when it will improve the resolution process. . 

Mr. Chairman, 1 hope this has clarified the record of this inquiry 
for you. Resolution of the issue of prisoners of war and missing of 
action is a matter of the highest priority to the department and to 
our country. 

It is also a high personal priority for me. I served in Vietnam 
and had friends who were killed, were taken prisoner and are miss- 
ing. I want the issue resolve and I pledge my fullest cooperation 
with the committee. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Andrews follows:] 

Prepared Statement OF Duane P. Andrews 

Good Morning Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee. As you requested in 
your letter of October 17, 1991, 1 am pleased to summarize the process and the key 
findings of our inquiry into Colonel Peck’s allegations of improriety. in the POW/ 

MIA resolution process. 

As soon as Secretary Cheney learned of Colonel Peck’s allegations, he asked me, 
as I am responsible for oversight of the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), to work 
with Mr. O'Donnell, the General Counsel of the Department of l^fense, in looking * 

into Colonel Peck’s complaints. Mr. O’Donnell immediately met with Colonel Peck. * “ 

Colonel Peckwas unable to provide Mr. O’Donnell any specifics that would flesh out 
or support his sweeping charges. I then set up a three-person team consisting of Mr. . 

Ron Knecht, my^pecial Assistant, Colonel Dick Mitchell, U.S. Army, from the staff 

of the Deputy Assistant Secretary*of Defense for Intelligence, and Mr. Craig Alder- 

man, the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Security Policy, and charged them 

to conduct an in-depth management inquiry to determine the significant events that 

led to Colonel Peck’s memorandum, the subsequent actions by DIA management, 

and the substance of the various allegations contained in Colonel Peck's memoran- f a 

dum. The members of this management inquiry team have extensive managerial ^ 

and intelligence experience and are independent from the POW/MIA oversight and 

management structure. 

The inquiry team examined Colonel Peck’s allegations and developed a plan and a 
list of questions designed to ascertain whether the allegations were supported by 
facts. They interviewed participants in the POW/MIA resolution process and exam- 
ined work reports, internal memoranda, mission and duty functions, and case files. 

The management inquiry into Colonel Peck’s all^ations was thorough and found 
the following circumstances. Lieutenant General Soyster, the Director of DIA, se- I # 
le(^ Colonel Peck to head the Special Office for POW/MIA on the basis of his 
prior outstanding service record and his evident familiarity with the region, devel- 
oped during three distinguished wartime tours of duty in Vietnam. Colonel Peck as- 
sumed his position as Chief, Special Office for POW/MIA in mid-July, 1990. By Oc- 
tober 1990, the senior leadership of the DIA was aware that Colonel Peck was not 
effectively managing the POW/MIA Office or providing quality intelligence support. 

As Colonel Peck had been on the job only a short time and had an outstanding mili- 
tary and combat record, his supervisors attempted unsuccessfully to help him adjust 
to the job. The freeze on the movement of Army personnel during Operations Dewrt I- 0 
Shield and Desert Storm led General Soyster to keep Colonel Peck in place even 
though he was not satisfying his customers. 

In early January 1991, General Soyster instructed his staff to find another suita- 
ble position for Colonel Peck. General Soyster did not view this as a prejudicial 
move-just a case where a good officer had been put in the wrong job. On February 
8, 1991, General Soyster told Colonel Peck that it was iust not working out and that 
he had found him a good job more in line with his skills. He propo^, as Gilonel 
Peck speaks French and had trained with the French Army, that he transfer him to . 

a liaison position with the French Army in Germany. Colonel Peck said he did not * # 

want to move from the area. As General Soyster was fully involved with support to 



Operation Desert Storm, he instructed his staff to continue to look for a job for Colo- 
nel Peck in the Waahin^n D C. area. 

On February 12, 1991, Colonel Peck handed his superiors a letter that contained 
broad and unsubstantiated allegations of impropriety in the conduct of POW/MlA 
activities. Subsequently, General Soyster relieved him from his duties on March 27: 
1991. On March 28, 1991, Colonel Peck attached a letter of farewell to his staff on 
the door of his office along with a copy of his earlier letter with some personal refer- 
ences blacked out. 

The management inquiry team could not find facts that would support Colonel 
Peck's various allegations of a cover up or of the .manipulation of the POW/MIA 
Office to frustrate the resolution process. They did find shortfalls in the internal 
management of the Special Office for POW/MIA and some variability in the quality 
of the analysts files and the analysis process. The observations the inquiry team "e- 
ported led me to conclude that the Director of DIA had erred in assigning an indi- 
vidual to manage the Spwial Office for POW/MIA that did not adequately under- 
stand the processes used in intelligence collection and analysis and who held such 
strong personal views that he was unable to remain impartial— a key attribute of 
an intelligence professional. 1 believe that it is clear that despite his record as a 
combat leader, he was unable to function effectively in this type of job. I agree with 
General Soyster’s observation “Ckilonel Peck was simply poorly suited for this posi- 
tion." 

Both Colonel Peck and the inquiry team identified improvements that could be 
made in the process used to establish priorities and to request intelligence support 
from the Special Office. The new chief of the Special Office has corrective manage- 
ment actions well underway to strengthen the internal management of the analytic 
process and to clarify the processes u^ to interact with its customers. 

I hope this has clarified the record of our inquiry for you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. We appre- 
ciate that statement. It certainly sets us out on the road to clarify- 
ing it, if it does, not do it entirely. 

I would like the record to show lhat Senator Smith and I have 
both left numerous telephone messages with IDolonel Peck in an 
effort to contact him in anticipation of testimony before the" com- 
mittee. 

Neither of us to date have succeeded in communicating with him 
or in having him return those calls. Now whether or not that indi- 
cates that he is just out of town or not around or something, I do 
not know and I do not want to have it result in a conclusion except 
to the effect that we are having difficulty in contacting him and 
getting him to appear. 

The committee clearly wants to talk to Colonel Peck and clearly 
has to talk to him and if need be, the committee will ultimately 
issue a subpoena in order to do so, but I hope we can arrange that 
without it. 

With respect to policy and documents that are classified which is 
a key issue to us, I have here a communication, an unclassified 
communication from JCRC, liaison in Bangkok to Commander, 
JCRC, Barber’s Point, and what it says is, let me read from this 
document. The document date is 3/7/91: 

After many discussions with members of the LNO staff, I find that there is little 
defined guidance with re^^rds to cisssification of our reporting. There does not seem 
to be any consistent classification authority and everyone has their own opinions as 
to what should be classified and what should not. It appears to me that the only 
information which lentimately deserves to be classified is any information which 
would or could idenufy our sources. The actual information is often collect in 
crowded situations with many observers and relates to past events. Therefore, in the 
absence of any further guidance, I intend to issue our reports as unclassified, with 
the exceptions being the source data section and those sections which identify or 
could identify the source. Please advise if this is incorrect or if there is any clear-cut 
guidance. 
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Senator Reid. Who was that to, Mr. Chairman? 

The Chairman. That is from the Joint Recovery Command in 
Bangkok to Washington, to intelligence here, excuse me,, to Bar- 
ber's Point, HI; it is to the commander at Barber's Point, HI. 

And the response to that was as follows: 

Classification of POW/MIA crash site, grave site reporting, per reference A, all 
reports concerning live sightings of American personnel in Southeast Asia must be 
classified secret. To clarify reference A, live sightings of American personnel refers 
to reports concerned with sightings of Americans, Caucasian, black, mongoloid, et 
cetera, living as prisoners, detainees or living relatively free at the time of the sight- 

intr D 


Now a report noting that an American has been killed or died is 
considered a live sighting report. Now, first of all, I guess, why was 
the policy changed? What was the reason for classifying things 
that people in the field feel don’t need to be classified, making 
them classified? 

Mr. Andrews. Mr. Chairman, I just became aware of this when 
you started reading it. Classification policy is a very complex 
matter and I wouldn't want to jump in to try to second guess the 
author of this particular message, without having an opportunity 
to look into it. 


I don’t know the answer to your question. I would be happy to 
look into the matter and get back to you. We certainly have a 
policy in the department that we maintain our materials at the 
lowest classification level possible, and we should not over-classify 
anything, and I would have to look into that matter, talk to the 
author and find out what the basis was. ' 

Now some of the witnesse's this afternoon would probably beln a 
better position to answer those questions, but I will follow up. 

[Mr. Andrews response follows:] 

We have received recommendations for changing the current classification policy 
from the Defend Intelligence Agency and the OSD Staff. We are still aivaiting rec- 
ommendations from JCRC on changes to the current classification policy as they 
have b«n absorbed in supporting current field investigative actions. As mentioned 
during the hearing, classification policy is complex and we have to ensure adequate 
protection of sources, provide guidelines for evaluating the content of the reported 
data, and wentify the means available for reporting data as a function of classifica- 
tion. Finally, before we promulgate a new set of classification policy guidelines, we 
need to make sure that they can be implemented in the field. We anticipate having 
a revised classification policy by the end of January 1992 . 


The Chairman. Obviously, we would appreciate it. I mean, can 
you see that this is the kind of thing that causes people to leap 
backward and say, what the hell is going on? Why? Isn’t that a 
matter of common sense? 

Mr. Andrews. Sometimes common sense eludes us, but I would 
agree, Mr. Chairman, that on its face it might seem like it was un- - 
necessary, but I think until we can look into the details and look at 
exartly why they felt, the particular author here felt that it was 
n^ed to be classified, I think we should withhold judgment. 

The Chairman. Well, obviously, I appreciate it. That is very im- 
Fwi^nt to us and it's going to be very important to this relation- 
ship, to try to break through that, what I referred to as sort of the 
mumbo-jumbo of classification. I mean, look, there isn’t a Senator 
here who isn’t going to be sensitive to the question of protecting a 
legitimate source or something. 


But it can't be used to create a blanket policy that results in in- 
formation not getting out or in reports somehow remaining in what 
Colonel Peck referred to as the dark hole or the black hole and I 
. think that is key. 

Mr. Andrews. Mr. Chairman* common sense needs to prevail in 
these kinds of things, and I hope we are able to work with the com- 
mittee to either convince you that we have good reason to classify 
the material, we want to retain the classification or we will reduce 
that classification level or declassify it totally. 

The Chairman. Do we now understand, based on Secretary Che- 
ney’s testimony this morning and on current policy, that the intel- 
ligence data that we originally wrote to you, requesting access to 
will now, at least to the committee, appropriately cleared staff and 
to Senators, be made available in unredacted and uncensored form? 

Mr. Andrews. We worked hard with the committee staff to try 
to determine exactly how to handle the most sensitive of our hold- 
ings in the files. I believe we have a good understanding of what 
that will be. Exactly what the Secretary said this morning, we will 
open up our files to the committee. 

We have to be particularly sensitive of those perishable sources 
and methods that we have talked about. We have procedures where 
we would redact certain copies that are brought over for general 
use, but show the material that was redacted to key members of 
the committee. 

We are not going to withhold information that the committee 
needs or wants. 

The Chairman. Do you personally, let me just take a moment of 
my own time, but do you ^rsonally review all the live sighting re- 
ports? 

Mr. Andrews. No, sir. As I said at the beginning, I am not in the 
formal resolution process. I work intelligence policy and oversight 
of the intelligence agencies. We tried to streamline our activities in 
the department, bakd on the priorities set by the Secretary, to be 
able to not have too many people in the loop that caused confusion 
and contribute to the problems that you have alluded to or dis- 
cussed here today. 

Carl Ford today is the focal point for these activities in the de- 
partment, and even though I am an Assistant Secretary for C3I, in- 
cluding intelligence, we would defer to him to handle the flow of 
information from the committees into the DIA’s POW/MIA office. 

We try to make that as streamlined as possible. So I do not get 
involved in the resolution of cases. We have looked at the files as 
. part of a management inquiry. We looked at a select set of files, we 
tried to sample to determine the quality and determine what, try 
to get at the bottom of the questions that Colonel Peck was raising. 

And we made jud^ents on that, but that is the extent of it. 

The Chairman. How many years have you been involved in in- 
telligence analysis and gathering? 

Mr. Andrews. Well, intelligence, one way or the other, 23 years; 
intelligence analysis, probably only a few of those 23 years. 

The Chairman. In the course of any of those years, have you 
ever seen a document or come across evidence personally that 
would lead you to believe somebody was alive and being held 
against their will in Southeast Asia? 


108 


109 


Mr. Andrews. I saw many documents at the time that would 
lead me to believe that someone was alive. ^ 

The Chairman. What period of time was that? • 

Mr. Andrews. This was during the war and in the period imme- 
diately after the war and up to the release of the prisoners. I 
haven’t seen anything recently that would, I would say, point to 
sorneone, other than the cases that you have talked about, that I 
believe would document that we have someone that we can point 
to, that we need to go in and extract. I just haven’t seen that. ^ 

The Chairman. After Operation Homecoming, and with the con- * 
elusion in January 1973, of the formal involvement, did you have 
any reason to believe that somebody was still alive in Southeast 
Asia that was not accounted for? 

Mr. Andrews. I wasn’t in the POW business at the time and I 
had no reason to believe that anybody was unaccounted for at that 
time or was alive at that time. ^ 

The Chairman. Or subsequently. You have never seen any docu- ^ 
ments subsequent to 1973, in your role in intelligence that would 
indicate that to you? 

Mr. Andrews. In my role, no, sir. 

'The Chairman. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. On July 5, 1 wrote a 
letter to you, Mr. Andrews, expressing some concerns that I had ^ 

with the information on the Peck resignation, and you did respond “ 

to those inquiries that I made very promptly. And I do appreciate 
that. 

Let me get that on the record that there^as a prompt response, 
and it was within 2 weeks. I am not an expert on intelligence, to 
say the least, and just a question in terms of the process here, a 
little bit. 

Do we have, in your estimation, what is called an all-source col- ^ 
lection plan, right now, on POW/ MIA matters? In other words, op- 
timizing all collection assets at your disposal? DOD, national, from 
M intelligence aspect, in other words, from an intelligence aspect, 
is it treated as the highest priority? 

Mr. Andrews. I think for intelligence, my impression based upon 
what I have been shown is that it is treated as one of the highest ^ 

priorities in the collection of intelligence. I would have to defer, to ® 

get the specifics of the current collection plan to the head of the 
POW office or to the acting director of DIA testifying later today. 

They can shed more light. 

But clearly, with my experience in resource management of in- 
telligence resources, I see the tasking that we have out there, and 
this is clearly, with ail of our various types of intelligence, this is ^ 
clearly one of the highest priorities. “ 

Senator Smith. But there are categories, as I understand it. Cate- 
gory 5, Category 3, Category 1. It is my understanding that this is 
Category 3. Is that correct? 

Mr. Andrews. I cannot confirm that. Senator. 

Senator Smith. Who can confirm that? 

Mr. Andrews. The Director of the DIA and the head of the office ^ 
should be able to. V 

[Classified material provided to the committee.] 


Senator Smith. In the communication that you had with me this 
summer regarding Peck’s allegations, you did indicate to me that 

• the allegations were severe but that you did not find any evidence 
that they were valid. Secretary Cheney, as 1 understand it, asked 
you, or directed you, to, do a formal inquiry into this. And you did, 
as you indicated to me. Was the answer to this inquiry, was this a 
written response to the Secretary of Defense? 

Mr. Andrews. No, sir. As I communicated to you, we completed 
the inquiry and presented the findings to the Secretary orally, 

9 He felt that that was adequate for his purposes. We went about 
our job of trying to implement the fixes that were identified. So we 
turned our attention to try to fix those management actions and 
those tasking problems that we felt needed attention. 

Senator Smith, I will not question you on the veracity of your 
statement, but it just seems to me very difficult to believe that 
something of the magnitude of the charges that were in the resig- 

# nation letter and some later public testimony and private testimo- 
ny of Colonel Peck, that the response to an inquiry from the Secre- 
tary of Defense would not be put in writing, that it would simply 
be an oral briefing. So you stand on that statement, that it was an 
oral briefing to the Secretary of Defense and there was absolutely 
nothing put in writing? 

Mr. Andrews. Absolutely. I frequently pt tasked by the Secre- 
^ tary, as one of his senior advisors, to look into matters and provide 
him information, provide him reports. And this was one of those 
cases. - 

Senator Smith. In your press release after the inquiry, I guess 
right arouiid the time you provided the written communique to me, 
you were quoted as saying there was no evidence to support Colo- 
nel Peck’s allegations. One of Peck’s primary allegations, as I un- 
H derstand it, was that he felt that he could not prioritize the analy- 
sis reports, that his work was often sidetracked by ad-hoc task- 
ings— I think to use his term, a plethora of busywork. Projects di- 
rected by individuals outside of DIA. None of these outside tasking:s 
were formal. 'They did not follow any formal intelligence communi- 
cations, but essentially he had a lot of masters, a lot of people di- 
recting him to do things. That was, as I understand it, one of the 
A main charges that Peck made. Now are you saying there is no va- 
^ lidity to those charges at all? 

Mr. Andrews. Not at all, sir. In fact, I believe those are true, 
what we said. The context of that statement was allegations of im- 
propriety. In the next paragraph of that news release, we said. As 
in the case when any thoughtful officer examines an issue. Colonel 
Peck made some helpful suggestions on ways to strengthen the spe- 
^ cial office. And I am leaving a couple of words out. 

" Well, I will read the whole thing: strengthen the Special Office of 
Prisoners of War and Missing in Action. Members of the POW/ 
MIA interagency groups should use a more formal process to re- 
quest support from the office, and a procedure will he established 
to decide the priority of competing requests for POW/MIA intelli- 
gence information. 

Clearly, that item was one of the primary concerns that Mike 
9 Peck had. We agreed with that concern and implemented actions 
to correct it. 
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Senator Smith. Well, it just seems to me— and I do not have a 
copy of your press release here, I thought I did. But it just seems to 
me that if in fact Colonel Peck made these kind of charges, you did 
indicate that there was no evidence to support Peck's allegations. 
He made a number of allegations, no question, and this is one of 
them. 

So you do stand corrected, then, on that point? That he was accu- 
rate in terms of the busywork, or some of the things, the taskings 
that were done? I do not want to use the term busywork, but task- 
ings that were done? 

Mr. Andrews. Senator, there is not an inconsistency here, I do 
not believe. The context of the press release was that we were talk- 
ing about impropriety or allegations of impropriety. I went on to 
then make the statement that those suggestions on how to improve 
the management of the office we did agree with, and have taken 
corrective action. 

Senator Smith. You do say that. You do use the term allegations 
of impropriety in your press release, clearly. But the headline on 
the press release says, DOD finds no evidence of Peck allegations, 
and then in the next to the last paragraph, you say, these conclu- 
sions should not surprise anyone. Over the past decade investiga- 
tors from the Department of Defense and Congress have looked 
into similar charges seven separate times. In each case, the allega- 
tions were found to be baseless. 

And, you know, impropriety is kind of lost, if you will. I think 
the clear intent of that press release was to show that Colonel 
Peck-r-and I do-not want' to use the term discredit because I do not 
want to put words in your mouth— but it was clearly an attempt to 
show that Peck was off base with allegations, whatever those alle- 
gations may be. 

You do not say in there, that this business about tasking and so 
forth IS one of the things that you supported. You do not say that. 
Is that not accurate? 

Mr. Andrews. Well, now, I do say that in the last paragraph on 
tlm first page, where I start out. As in the case with any thoughtful 
officer, and I say. You should use a more formal process to request 
support. And a procedure will be established to decide the priority 
of competing requests for POW/MIA intelligence information. 

Senator Smith. Well it is kind of lost, but my time has expired, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Grassley; 

Senator Gr^sley. Mr. Chairman, I think Senator Smith covered 
most of the things I want^ to cover, but I would like to reserve my 
time, just in case something else comes up at the end of the first 
round. 

The Chairman. Fine, we will reserve your time. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Andrews, per- 
haps Secretary Cheney did not need it in writing, a response to the 
serious allegations that Colonel Peck made, but I think this com- 
mittee does, and I would appreciate it if you would give us a writ- 
ten response to his allegations. 

I, like you, have high respect and regard for any man who has 
served his country in the outstanding and dedicated fashion that 
Colonel Peck has, and when anyone of his caliber makes some alle- 
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gations, I would like— if you would— give us a written response. 
An;^ addition to your press release, I think, would be very helpful, 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. Two aspects of Colonel Peck’s allegations both- 
ered me a great deal. One was the assertion on his part, a very pas- 
sionate assertion, that within the organization there is a mindset to 
debunk— I believe those are his words— live sighting reports. And 
he felt very strongly about that. And he felt that this inhibits the 
process from the beginning. And I would like for you to address 
that concern of his, or allegation of his. 

Mr. Andrews. Well, Senator, we were unable to determine why 
he felt as strongly as he did about that particular issue. We know 
that he had heard that prior to arriving at his job heading the 
POW/MIA Office, and at the time he took the office we specifically 
asked him to give us examples of what you are talking about, what 
is it that bothers you, what is it that we can do, and where can we 
look to find this mindset? He was not able to provide us with that. 

Now, he acknowledged in the discussions we had the importance 
of checking individual reports against the whole database, the ag- 
gregated knowledge of the POW/MIA Office, because many of the 
live sightings were in fact based upon rumor, or were attempts by 
individuals to manipulate the issue. 

One of the problems that we discovered, and it was just a matter 
of time— he got into the job, he was so busy, it was difficult for him 
to take time and learn the basics. That is the reason I expressed 
the concern that in the future the director of the DIA should ap- 
point someone with experience in intelligence analysis. He' was not 
able to look into the substantive intelligence process, which was 
routinely dealt with on a day-to-day basis in his office, to really un- 
derstand what was happening. 

Often they say, well, let us give you briefings on clandestine in- 
telligence, how it works, what the problems are, and he was busy. 
He had a lot that he was doing. I think he was sincere about that. 
But I do not think he really understood it. And so we looked for 
evidence of a mindset. We could not find any. 

Clearly, as part of routine intelligence processes, you have to 
look, since you have no direct information or direct way to deter- 
mine whether a source is in fact true, you have to look for ways— is 
the source reliable, can we depend upon this report? So it is kind of 
an indirect way to do it. But we could find no evidence of that as 
we looked at the office. 

Senator McCain. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that Colonel Peck will 
respond to either you or &nator Smith, because clearly this is a 
very disturbing allegation, and one which, in all due respect, Mr. 
Andrews, I think we need to explore further. 

Another concern that Colonel Peck voiced in allegation that also 
I found disturbing, was that there were nongovernmental entities 
intimately involved in the process of evaluating live sighting re- 
ports, et cetera. Did you find any credence to that concern that he 
voiced? 

Mr. Andrews. Well, we did spend a considerable amount of time 
trying to pursue that particular question. There is, of course, a 
member of the interagency group that has a nongovernmental 
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person, that has an official position on the interagency group. We 
did not find any unusual involvement in the resolution of live 
sighting reports by that particular individual. 

We asked repeatedly for specifics that we could follow up on, and 
Senator McCain, if at any time Colonel Peck wants to come for- 
ward with specifics, we will be happy to do it, because my goal and 
the charge from the Secretary is to find the problem and fix it. 
And the Secretary is leaning as far forward as anyone trying to get 
on and get these problems dealt with. 

If he cannot point to something, we have a hard time knowing 
what to fix. But I did not find any other outside involvement. You 
can talk to the Chief of the Office, who might be able to shed addi- 
tional light, but in the process of this inquiry we did not find any. 

Senator McCain. Finally, in your 23 years, Mr. Andrews, you 
have from time to time seen a tendency to overclassify information, 
have you not? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. I think possibly Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Andrews. I never did that, of course. [Laughter.] 

Senator McCain. You were the one who was always trying to de- 
classify, I am sure, but in reality we need to look into this whole 
issue of overclassification because I think it has had a chilling 
effect on the confidence that the American people have in this 
whole process. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you, Mr. Andrews. 

'The Chairman. Thank you, Senator McCain. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. How long have "you been involved in this POW/ 
MIA matter? 

Mr. Andrews. Senator, I think I heard the question, how long 
have I been involved in this? In my current job, I have been on as 
Assistant Secretary for 2 years. I was involved on the periphery 
back as a member of the House Intelligence Committee staff when 
they did their investigation, but then nothing until this inquiry 
came up. 

Actually, the first real involvement was in January, when Gener- 
al Soyster came to me and said, you need to know that I have some 
problems in my POW/MIA office and I am going to have to deal 
with that. And I said, all right. General, why do you not deal with 
that. 

It was at that point that I really first started focusing on this 
particular issue. Because of the streamlined management that we 
had in place in the Department— Carl Ford was the focal point for 
that. And we were just supporting his activities. And then the DIA 
was, of course, the analytic focal point for the POW/MIA, so it was 
really in January when he brought that to my attention that I first 
got involved, and then, of course, the management inquiry in 
March got me into it in some detail. 

Senator Reid. Now you do other things than coordinate this 
POW/MIA matter? 

Mr. Andrews. In fact, my only formal involvement other than 
my job is responsibility for the overall supervision of intelligence 
activities in the department. 

Senator Reid. As it relates to this? 
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Mr. Andrews. Right. As it relates to this, my only involvement 
was the management inquiry. 

# Senator Reid. So you have done nothing other than what you 

have related in your statement here? 

Mr. Andrews. Pretty much what we have talked about today is 
what my involvement has been. 

Senator Reid. What is Colonel Peck now doing? 

Mr. Andrews. I have no idea, sir. He has retired. 

Senator Reid. And he had retired at the time you conducted your 
f investigation? 

Mr. Andrews. No, he was still on active duty through, I guess, 
most of the investigation. 

Senator Reid. And had he left by the time your investigation ter- 
minated? . . , , . X J TT 

Mr. Andrews. He left after the investigation had terminated. He 
left at the end of July, and we wrapped up the investigation in 
A early June. 

Senator Reid. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. _ _ 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator Reid. Mr. An- 
drews, what was the date that you reported to the Secretary on 

your findings? , . ^ x tx 

Mr. Andrews. That should be at the tip of my tongue. It was 
early June. 

A The Chairman. I do not — , . r 

^ Mr. Andrews. 1 can get the exact date and supply it for the 

record, but it was early June. , "i. . u 

The Chairman. It was early June that you reported to him, that 
was your oral communication? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, sir. , 

The Chairman. And how many people did you detail to the task 
^ of this inquiry? 

" Mr. Andrews. We had three, the three professionals that I men- 

tion^ to you at the beginning of my statement were the manage- 
ment inquiry team, and as they went through their business of 
looking at files and so forth, they were supported by the POW/MIA 
Office. But the team was independent and was made up of three 
people. 

^ The Chairman. Who were the three people? 

▼ Mr. Andrews. Mr. Ron Knecht, my special assistant; Colonel 

Dick Mitchell, from the Army, who is a member of the Deputy 
sistant ^retaries for Intelligence, the OSD staff that oversees in- 
telligence; and Craig Alderman, the Deputy Undersecretary of De- 
fense for Policy. , „ , . 

The Chairman. When was the date of assignment to them of this 
task? 

^ Mr. Andrews. I believe it was around the 5th of April that I for- 

mally tasked the group to conduct the investigation. And it was not 
their full-time-^though thev ended up spending a lot more time 
than we had initially expected. I will get you the exact dates. 

The Chairman. But it was around the 5th of April that you 
tasked them? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, sir. April 8 is the date. 

^ The Chairman. And Colonel Peck resigned on 12 February 1991. 

What happened between February 12 and April 8? 
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Mr. Andrews. Well, first of all, he subinitted—I remember this, 
just to review briefly, February 8 is when General Soyster said, I 
am going to replace you in this job. You have got to move on. On 
the 12th, he said, I have these pi’oblems and I, by the way, would 
like to submit my resignation. 

They were trying to find him a job to move to. They were trying 
to take care of him because, again, this was a good officer who was 
just in the wrong job from General Soyster 's perspective. 

It was not until the 27th of March that he was actually asked to 
leave the head of the POW Office. And he departed on the 28th of 
March. And then he retired at the end of July. 

The Chairman. I understand. But that even raises the curiosity 
more, if there was a move to change him on the 8th of February, 
and on the 12th of February he writes these very significant 
charges. 

But then it is not still for more than a month and a half before 
he is actually relieved, notwithstanding the charges he has made 
and the decision to do so, and even longer before an inquiry is 
begun. I do not understand that. It seems to me that the inquiry 
would begin almost immediately. 

Mr. Andrews. Senator Kerry, this was happening inside the 
DIA. I was aware in January that there were problems. I was not 
aware of the letter or the memo, the Secretary was not aware of 
the memo, and none of us became aware of that until he departed 
the office on the 28th and the memo came to our attention. 

The Chairman. On 28 March? „ _ 

Mr. Andrews. When he departed on the 28th it came to our at- 
tention early on the morning of 29th. The Secretary was informed 
immediately and asked for the inquiry immediately. 

The Chairman. Between April 8 and June, approximately a 2- 
month period of time this inquiry has undertaken. Is that accu- 
rate? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now, let me just sort of go through a couple of 
things here, for instance. Colonel Peck made the charge saying: 

I became painfully aware that I was not really in charge of my own office, but 
was merely a figurehead or whipping boy for a larger, and totally Machiavellian 
group of players outside of DIA. 

What steps did the investigators take to check out that particu- 
lar charge? 

Mr. Andrews. Well, we talked to Colonel Peck and asked him 
what did he mean by that? That was the first step. We talked to 
his associates in the office to follow-up on any indications that 
Colonel Peck had given us on outside influence. We talked to mem- 
bers of the inter-agency group about their views on the various 
matters that were being discus^. 

It was clear that there were phone calls coming in from members 
of the inter-agency group asking the office to do things. This is 
where we’ve said, you know, we've got to fix this. 

The thing that surprised all of us is Colonel Peck was a very 
senior officer. He was—had a lot of responsibility prior to this as- 
signment; had a lot of res^nsibility in this assignment. The Erec- 
tor of DIA was reljring on him to fix the problems. 


We were surprised, as we looked into this issue, that he hadn’t 
done something specifically to fix these problems. There were no 
#> ^ examples that he gave us during the inquiry, where we could trace 
that he had started to fix a management problem, instituted a 
policy, and someone came in and said you’ve got to take that policy 
and throw it away. 

We kept searching for that. He came forth in February, and 
tried, you know, and discussed with his supervisors, well, I think 
we need to make some changes. And they said fine, why don’t you 
go make them— this was a senior officer, who was a direct report to 
the Executive Director and the Director of the agency. 

So we did look into that, and we didn’t find any evidence of any- 
thing unusual, other than there was a sloppy tasking process that 
needed to be fixed. And we’ve corrected— we believe we’ve correct- 
ed that. We have a single channel that tasking will come in and 
will resolve priorities, and that DIA can get on and do its job of 
intelligence, and we can handle these various requests through 
Carl Ford's office. 

The Chairman. So there was an adjustment that you made as a 
consequence of that particular observation? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. OK, now subsequently he suggested, “from my 
vantage point’’— quoting him— “I observed that the principal Gov- 
ernment players were interested primarily in conducting a 
“damage limitation exercise/’ and appeared to knowingly and de- 
liberately generate an . endless succession of manufactured crises 
- and “busy work”. “What steps- were, taken by the investigators to 
determine Uie veracity of that accusation? 

Mr. Andrews. Again, as we did with all of these, we said, okay, 
we accept that. Now, what can you tell us— give us some examples. 
Tell us what the specific problem is, and how you would go about 
fixing it. And we would get some information that we could follow- 
up on, and we did. But nothing that pointed to a problem other 
than what we just talked about, and that was a problem in tasking 
flow. Someone had to handle the request for information, request 
for work. And someone had to prioritize them. 

That was— that should have been the job of the head of the 
^ office. But somehow the system wasn’t working. And he wasn’t— he 
wasn't taking care of ensuring that there was a single, tasking 

voice coming into the agency. People were calling direct. ^ we 

•The Chairman. Has that been corrected? 

Mr. Andrews. We have— the new director of the office— and you 
can get more details from him— has taken action to ensure that 
taskhg comes through a single channel. 
p ^ The Chairman. So, in effect, there has been a response to his 
second observation? I mean, there is now a single tasking, and a 
different approach. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Andrews. As I said, the management inquiry agreed vdth 
those observations and we have taken action to correct them. 

The Chairman. Now, with respect to the “mind-set to debunk,” 
it said here, quote “it is held at all levels.” What steps were taken 
p f to determine the degree to which that might or might not apply at 
all levels? Were all levels examined? 
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Mr. Andrews. Well, we had discussions with members of the 
inter-agency group. We had discussions with senior officials in the 
Department. We did not find—and we had, of course, many discus- 
sions with Mike Peck to try to determine exactly what he meant by 
that statement. 

And we were not led to any answers that were helpful for us. As 
I said, we would be happy to pursue additional leads. But in the 
management inquiry, we were not led to anything that would point 
to a particular mindset. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you— do you think— and I know you 
can tell what I am getting at, but I want to— do you think that the 
Secretary of Defense would have personally authorized a Senate 
staffer to fly to Bangkok and spend a week using a military plane, 
and so forth, had it not been for this memo and photographs that 
had appeared? 

Mr. Andrews. With this Secretary of Defense, absolutely. I be- 
lieve he would have done that. 

The Chairman. So you think the fact that the memo appeared, 
and the feet that there was this renewed interest would not have 
perhaps brought the Secretary to personally make that kind of a 
stake in this? 

Mr. Andrews. I think the Secretary was personally interested in 
this subject from the day he walked in the door. 

The Chairman. I do not doubt that. I do not question that. I am 
certainly not doubting where the Secretary is coming from on this, 
-1 do not want you to misunderstand me. 

What I am getting at is that there is— if .there is this kind of 
struggle within the Department, as of a number of months ago, 
where you have a career— as you say— dedicated, capable officer 
about whom you can’t really find something in the service jacket 
that suggests otherwise, who suddenly gets frustrated— can you see 
why people on the outside might get frustrated and have a similar 
sense of this attitude to debunk, and sort of— that after— I mean, 
look, it is 18 years, right? 19 years— it is pretty hard for some 
people to maintain the same sense of fervor and commitment. 

You look at 1,000 of those reports, and 1,000 of them do not pan 
out. And the next one comes across your desk— I would probably 
have a hard time looking at it— I mean, I do not think this is a 
blame thing. I am just trying to get at a reality here. And the reali- 
ty may be that the machinery was creaking a little bit, and it 
needed some oil or something. Is that an unfair assessment? 

Mr. Andrews. I think that what has occurred, subsequent to 
this, the Peck memo, the inquiry, the attention that’s been brought 
to this has been healthy. I think that there are things that have 
been done that needed to be done. They had not come to manage- 
ment’s attention. 'That’s what we rely on people like Colonel Peck 
to do, is to bring it to our attention. He fail^ to do that. 

We were able to see the problems, and to take corrective actions. 
So I can’t— of course, things have happened that were jwsitive from 
this, because there’s been a lot of management attention brought. 

The Chairman. Well, I think that is an important statement. 
That is a fair and important statement. And that is what I am 
trying to get at. 


Now, the— did any of these investigators, these three people who 
were charged to look at this issue reduce to writing any of their 
interviews, or any of their observations? 

^ Mr. Andrews. We have various pieces of working material, one- 
page summaries of observations of one member that I am aware of. 
One of the members I am not aware of put anything in writing. My 
special assistant, who sits behind me, was responsible for many dif- 
ferent pieces of material, including a lot of letters responding to 
congressional inquiries about this, and letters responding to queries 
^ of the Veterans of Foreign Wars and others. So that a lot of what 

W we had, from the man^ement inquiry has found its way into the 

record. No specific reports were written. There was a transcript 
taken of the initial Peck interview that he consented to. 

But other than that, there is nothing else in writing. 

The Chairman. Well, I would like to request that the transcript 
of the original interview with the Colonel be made available to us. 
I would like to ask that whatever those small, working writings 
^ are, that they be made available to us. 

But I would say to you, very respectfully, Mr. Andrews, that I 
think that this is, in a sense, another example of the kind of thing 
that just adds to the folklore, if you will, of doubt. If you have the 
U.S. Army officer who is retiring in as sensitive a position as this 
one retiring under these circumstances and then you set out to 
have an investigation which you intend to make public to deter- 
^ mine the bona Tides of the Department’s efforts, it would seem to 
me that there is a requirement that that somehow be documenta- 
ble to be as thorough as possible— given the climate, and the mood 
within which we are all operating on this issue. 

And I think that when you, by your own acknowledgement can 
say well, we had to make this change, and we had to make this 
change, and we did respond to this, there is at least a tenor of a 
• kernel of truth— maybe exaggerated, maybe strong. But there is a 
kernel of observation there which may, indeed, have been legiti- 
mate, which you have a very real need to document your response 
to. 

And I think that is one of the reasons why when you have a 
verbal communication to the public, well, we have looked at this 
and thoroughlv analyzed it, and, ‘indeed we found that we are not 

▼ culpable, people stand back and say hey, wait a minute. Is that fair 
that you understand the reaction people have? 

Mr. Andrews. Senator, I understand— I understand what you are 
trying to say. I will only say that at the time, if you look at the 
context we were conducting this inquiry, we approached it in a 
very open, and sincere way with the very strong direction from the 
Secretary to find out what’s wrong and fix it. Our goal wasn’t, at 

▼ that time— I wasn’t worried about the politics. What I was worried 
altout was finding if I had a management problem in one of my or- 
ganizations and taking action to correct it. 

If we would have found more substance, more credibility to Mike 
Peck’s message, I could guarantee you we would have done more to 
document it. What we found was there wasn’t anything here. And 
because of that, we felt that the steps we took, and the way we ap- 

▼ proached it was sufficient. We can be second-guessed on that, but 



118 


that’s— that was the way we approached it. And it was a sincere 
effort to try to get to the bottom of the problem. 

The Chairman. Did you find that anyone had access, to Top 
Secret, Codeword message traffic for which they were not cleared? 

Mr. Andrews. No, we did not: 

The Chairman. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Andrews, let me pursue this mindset to 
debunk that Colonel Peck referred to either in his resignation 
letter or his public statements— I am not sure which, or both— is 
this— are you saying that this has never been heard before in the— 
within the agency? 

Mr. Andrews. Oh, no, not at all. In fact, the Tighe Report and 
the Gaines Report, which the committee has had available to them, 
both talk about a mindset to debunk. 

And I look at those reports, and I see the evidence that they talk 
about. I also see that there were other internal inquiries that said 
no, there wasn’t such— that this was good, intelligence trade prac- 
tice. 

What I had to focus on was this period that Colonel Peck was 
there, and the inquiry team's findings. And at the time we went in, 
and looked at the process that was in place, and talked to the ana- 
lysts and talked about their procedures and how they handled live- 
sighting reports, looked at their files, we saw a lot of very sincere 
people that sometimes were over- worked. And sometimes the prod- 
uct was deluded by a lot of fraudulent, you know, reports— particu- 
larly during the period where we were getting the dog tag reports. 
But I didn’t-^we didn’t iind a mindset. 

Senator Smith. Let me just ask a question on the point you just 
made^is there a Gaines'Report? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

Senator Smith. A written document? 

Mr. Andrews. There is a summary. I don’t know if it’s a com- 
plete— there’s a summary of the Gaines Report that’s in writing. 

Senator Smith. Well, what I want to know is if there is written 
document called the Gaines Report in DIA. Is that true or not 
true? 

Mr. Andrews. There is not a written document called the Gaines 
Report. There is a document that summarizes that particular find- 
ing, and people refer to it as the Gaines Report. 

Senator Smith. All right, what is the formal title of it? The 
Deputy Director’s POW-MIA Tiuk Force Report? And I would ask 
the staff, has that report been made available to this committee? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes, it is the Director’s POW-MIA Task Force 
Report, March of 1986. And it has been made available. 

Senator Smith. I don't have a copy of it, or I was not given a 
copy of it. And I wish I had been. But in any case, that was made 
available. 

Mr. Chairman, this is meant to compliment the witness, not to 
criticize the witness. But I want to call your attention to some- 
thing, because this is a dramatic departure from something that oc- 
curred 2 or 3 years ago. And if Secretary Cheney was responsible 
for this, or Mr. Andrews, I commend them for it. 

But 1 want to quote from a point paper— when I was in the 
House of Representatives last year, I had a piece of legislation on 
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de-classifying intelligence. It went a little bit further than what 
Senator McCain’s legislation did. But it was similar. 

And at that time, the House Armed Services.Committee request- 

# ed some type of analysis of that legislation from DIA. I have a copy 
of that in which it says as follows— this was a point paper on the 
Smith Amendment on disclosure of POW-MIA intelligence. And 
this is very, very important because it goes to a question that you 
asked as well. 

Of the three reports cited in the amendment, and that would be 
^ the Tighe Amendment, the Gaines Report, and the Brooks memo- 
^ randum, those three were the things that were mentioned specifi- 
- cally by me— of the three reports cited in the amendment, only the 
report issued by General Tighe in 1986 is in written form. 

The other two were apparently all briefings to the Director of 
DIA. An unclassified version of the Tighe Report was released in 
1986. And then they go further. The DIA maintains that all three 
^ reports, to the extent they exist, represent confidential advice to a 
^ former director on the effectiveness of the internal workings of 
that agency. Because of the classification and sensitivity of these 
reports, the confidential sources and diplomatic relationships in- 
volved in Southeast Asia, and because of the intended use of this 
information, DIA does not wish to release any internal report of 
this type. 

^ The administration would resist this amendment because of exec- 
utive privilege. DIA is willing to discuss the effectiveness of its ef- 
forts, but does not wish to invade the confidential relationshipjhat 
existed between a former director and his hand-picked advisors. 
Further, DIA will make the- entire Tighe Report available, et 
cetera. Recommendation opposed the Smith Amendment because of 
the sensitivity of the sources and methods involved, and the nature 
§ of these types of reports. 

So Mr. Chairman, I would have to say for the record, that at 
least whoever was in charge of the shop last year, gave erroneous 
information to the House Committee on the Armed Services in re- 
sponse to a request by them for information regarding my amend- 
ment. And I want the record to show that. And I will provide this 
document. 

# And if, in fact, now there is a Gaines Report which has been 
denied personally to me, for a number of years, that that report 
existed in written form— and at some point in time I will be happy 
to provide the names of those who said that to me— now we know, 
we hear that we have a Gaines Report. And I wish that I had a 
copy of that prior to coming in here today. And whoever was re- 
sponsible for that on the stafi, I would like to have to answer to me 

# for that, because I should have had it. 

Do you wish to correct or reinterpret anything that I have said 
regarding the Gaines Report, Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Andrews. I’m not familiar with what you’ve been reading, 
Senator Smith, but the Gaines Report that I discovered or that we 
had during the management inquiry is available. The committee 
has been provided. And I would have to look into your other con- 
^ cerns. 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON. D C. tOlOiOOtO 

November 14, 1991 



Honorable John F. Kerry 
Chairman 

Selea Commimee on POW/MIA Affain 

United States Senate 

Washington, D.C 20510 \ 

Dear Mr. Chaiiman; 

During my testimony before the Selea Commimee on POW/MIA Affain on November S, 1991 , 
Senator Smith ^ an anonymous and undated House Armed Services Commiitee-dnfted point paper 
(Attachment 1), titled “Smith Amendment on Disclt^ of POW/MIA Intelligence Activities,'' as an 

Intelligence Agency (^) review repon commonly known as the “GiinesR^it'' Iipedto^ 
anenipt to detennine the ciiamtsianoes that led to Senator Smirn being given incomea mfortnadon as 
the (Mines Repon does exist and has been provided to the Seleo Commimee on POW/MIA Affairs. 

We re viewed relevam files in the Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD) and the DIA and 
recovered sev^ ptpcn related to this matter (Anachmetus 2>5). We did not find any signed OSD or 
DIA cotiespondence which stated that the (SainesReoon did DM One internal DIA paper 

(Anachmoit 2} indicates that around September 1990, when then-Representative Smith's amend^t 
to the Intelligi^ Authorization Bill was in the draft sage, the DiA was unable to locate the Gaines 
Repoa Subsequently, around January 1991, the DIA located a copy of the Gaines Repon 
(Attachment 6). 

After reviewing the working papers and notes we found and the memorandum concerning the 
recovetyof the Gaines Report, 1 surmise that in the September 1990 period it is veiy likely that an 
unknown DIA or OSD enmioyee informed an unknown staff member of the House Aimed Services .. 
Committee that a copy of m Gaines Report did not exist. However, we did not find any 
documentation that would indicate that passing such aconclusion to the staff member was anything 
other than an honest reflection of the circumstances known at the time. This leads me to conclude that 
no anenqrt was made to willfully mislead Representative Smith or the Coogreu as to the existence of 
the Gaines Report 

Sincerely, 
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Duane P. Andrews 


Anachments: 

1. HASCpoim paper, unsigned, undated. 

2. DIA unsigned paper. Scomber 25, 1990. 

3. DIA memorandum U-I137/DI-3, undated. ft ft 

4. DIA Tasking Control Form, Octobers, 1990. ^ ^ 

5. DIA working papers, *SeaionS04 of H.R. 3422,'' 

“Acoeu to POW/MIA Live Sighting Cases,” 

' and “The Gains and BroobRqxxtt.” 

6. DIA memorandum, November 6, 1991. 


cc Honorable RobenC Smith 
ViceChafaman 
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POINT PAPER 

SMITH AMENDMENT ON DISCLOSURE OF POW/MIA INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

Amendment : Requires the Director of the Defense Intelligence 
Agency to provide any Member of Congress, upon request, full and 
complete access to all Internal reviews relating to DIA's efforts 
to fully account for POW/MIA or unaccounted for U.S. military 
personnel. The amendment specifically cites three reports. 

Background : Of the three reports cited in the amendment, only 
the report issued by General Tighe in 1986 is in written form,* ' 
the other two were apparently oral briefings to theHTlrector of 
DIA. An unclassified version of the Tighe report was released in^ 
1986 and is available. 4. ^ 

Dlacusalon; ~ The DIA maintaina that all three reports, to the 
extent they exist, represent confidential advice to a former 
Director on the effectiveneaa of the Internal workings of that 
agency. Becauas of the classification and sensitivity of these 
reports, the confidential sources and diplomatic relationships 
Involved In Southeast Asia and because of the intended of 
this Information, DIA does not wish to release tny^nt'ernal 
report of this type. The administration would resist this 
amendment because of exe cutive privilege.^ DIA is willing to 
discuss the effactlvaness of^its POH/KIA efforts but does not 
wish to invade the confidential relationship that existed between 
a former director and his hand-picked advisors. Further, DIA 
will make the entire Tighe report available to the Chairman and 
Ranking member of the committee, if they so desire. 

Recommendation; Oppose the amendment because of the sensitivity 
of the sources and methods involved and the nature of these types 
of reports. ' _ _ 


/ / • ' 
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SMtetnljei; 25, 1990 


AMENDMENTS TO H.R. 5009 
OFFERED BV MR. SMITH OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


In drafts d?ted 17 September 1990, Representative Bob Smith 
submitted for amendment of the Intelligence Authorization bill two 
related provisions oh information concerning military personnel 
listed as prisoner, missing or unaccounted for in military actions. 
The Defense Intelligence Agency believes that these proposals are 
unnecessary and counterproductive, and should be opposed. 

One proposal would require agencies whose funds are authorized 
under the i;ntelligence Authorization Act to provide any Member of 
Congress complete access to all classified information which 
possibly correlates to military personnel reported to be missing in 
action, unaccounted for, or a prisoner of war from world War II, 
the Korean war, the Vietnam conflict, or any other action involving 
the presence of U.S. military forces in a foreign country. 

This proposal apparently would mandate full and unrestricted access 
to intelligence. This would be a drastic step that disregards the 
special protection necessarily given to intelligence sources and 
'ethods, especially sensitive human sources and technical systems. 

.t .disregards the principle of allowing the agency with which 
information originates to control its dissemination. The 
requirement to provide information fails to include any 
corresponding provision for the secure storage and handling of 
classified information. What is more, this proposal would have the 
effect of requiring dissemination of unevaluated and uncorrelated 
information, a result that would add more to confusion than 
clarification of issues. 

There is no need to proceed, in such an "ill-advised manner. 

Procedures in effect insure i:hat -appropriate committee members and 
committee staff are informed of POW/MI A- related events, briefed on 
POW/MIA cases of interest and afforded the opportunity to conduct a. 
review of DIA's analytical conclusions. The implementation of the 
proposed amendment would totally circumvent the committee system of 
the U.S. Congress - specifically the Permanent Select ComTiittee on 
Intelligence and the Committee on Foreign Affairs, both with direct 
oversight responsibilities on the POw/mia issue. DIA knows of no 
instance where raw intelligence reports are disseminated tc any 
interested member of Congress; however, this amendment woui: be 
precursory to like requests on other subjects. 

It is important to note that the Department of Defense has 
extended an invitation to members of the Congress, includi.-.g the 
sponsor of the amendments at issue, to visit the DIA facility in 
;he Pentagon to review POW/MIA cases of interest. DIA analysts 
would be present to answer any questions posed by the members. (To 
date, one Senator has responded to this invitation and has spent 
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four days reviewing files at the DIA facility.) The Members may 
also be assisted by staff of the Armed Services, intelligence or ■ 

Foreign Relations/Affairs Committees who have the appropriate 
clearances and have staff responsibility for POW/mIA issues. 

DIA believes that it is inadvisable to go beyond the current 
situation to one in which access and dissemination of Information 
would be uncontrolled. DIA strongly opposes this proposed 
amendment on this basis. 

The second amendment to the intelligence Authorization Act proposed 
by Representative Smith would require the Director of the Defense 
Intelligence Agency to provide all Members of Congress complete 
access to all Internal reviews of the DIA Special Office for 
Prisoners of War/Mlsslng in Action. The amendment goes on to name 
throe such reports - the Tlghe report, the Gaines report and the 
Brooks report. The conclusions and recommendations of the Tighe 
report were disclosed in 1966. Portions of the report are 
classified because of their potential Impact on our diplomatic 
relations with the governments of Vietnam and Laos, and for other 
reasons, have been withheld. All three reports, to the extent that 
they exist, constitute confidential advice to a former DIA 
Director, from advisors specially picked by him, on the 
effectiveness of the program for which he felt a heightened 
responsibility. In this sense the reports are in the nature of 
confidential inspector General reports to the Director on the 
internal workings of his agency. DIA is willing to discuss the 
effectiveness of its POW/MIA efforts, but hopefully without 
invading the confidential relationship that existed between a 
former Director and his hand-picked advisors. The caveat "to the 
extent that they exist” must be added to references to the Gaines 
and Brooks reports because DIA has been unable to locate these 
reports in any tangible form. Colonel Gaines and Admiral Brooks 
each assisted a former Director in assessing the effectiveness of 
the POW/MIA office. It Is not now clear whether these "reports" to 
the Director were ever in written form or were the subject of oral 
briefings to the Director. 
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UNITED states GOVERNMENT 

memorandum 

„ U-ll57/or-3 

AntNor, 01-3 

»u«jccT, Representttive Robert C. Smith's (R NH) Amendments bn POW-HIA 


TO, OR OD ED 

. On 27 September th e HASC marked up the Intelligence Authorization Bill 
(HPSCI vercion). It was previously reported that Representative Smith 
planned to offer two BMndwents concerning POW-NIA matters: (1) to have 
OIA make available its files to all Uembers of Congress; and (2) to have 
DIA make available all its reports— to include the Tighe, Gaines and 
Brooks reports to Members of Congress. 

Representative Smith offered only the second. It was amended to read 
that OlA should make available the Tighe report with sources and methods 
material deleted. 


cc: 

POW-MIA 

GC 


A. DERIS CLIFT 
Deputy Director for 
Esternal Relations 
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Umon Calendar No. 481 
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25 

1 6EC. 601. DISCLOSURE TO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS OP CL^- 

2 SIFIED DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

3 REPORT RELATING TO MILITARY PERSONNEL 

4 LISTED AS PRISONER, MISSING, OR UNAC- 

6 COUNTED FOR. 

6 The Secretac 3 » of Defense shell provide to any 

7 Member of Congress, upon request, full and com- 

8 plete access to the classified report of the Defense 

9 Intelligence Agency commonly known as the 

10 Tighe Report, relating to efforts by the Special 

11 Office for Prisoners of War/Missiitg in Action of 

12 the Defense Intelligence Agency to fully account 

13 for United States military personnel listed as pris- 

14 oner, missing, or unaccounted for in military ac- 

15 tions. The Secretarj^ may withhold from disclosure 

16 under the preceding sentence any material that in 

17 the judgment of the Secretary would compromise 
16 sources and methods of intelligence. 
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WORKING 

SECTION 504 OF H.R. 5422 

The committee on Armed Services of the House amended the FX1991 
Intelligence Authorization Bill referred to It by Including 
Section 504 In the bill. This section, directing the Secretary 
of Defense to provide to any Member of Congress full and complete 
access to the so-called "Tighe Report," relating to efforts by 
the special Office for POlf/MlA of the Defense Intelligence Agency 
to fully account for O.S. military personnel listed as prisoner, 
missing, or unaccounted for, In military actions, was adopted 
after modification, pursuant to an amendment proposed by 
Representative Bob Smith. 

This amendment Is unnecessary Inasmuch as the "Tighe Report^ was 
made available to the four committees of Congress with oversight 
responsibilities for the POW/MIA issue In 1986 when the report 
was promulgated. Although the report is classified, it remains 
available for "In camera" review by Members of those conmittees 
exercising oversight of POW/MIA matters. Representative Smith 
has been so advised end has been invited to review the report. 


Given the above described policy concerning congressional access 
to the "Tighe Report" Section 504 Is totally unnecessary. 


WORKING paper; 

T)rA 
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WORKING PAPER 


ACCESS TO POW/MIA LIVE SIGHTING CASES 

Representative Bob Smith has previously proposed amendments which 
direct agencies whose funds are authorized under the Intelligence 
Authorization Act to provide any Member of Congress complete 
access to all classified information which possibly correlates to 
military personnel reported to be missing in action, unaccounted 
for, or a prisoner of war from World War li,, the Korean War, the 
Vietnam conflict, or any other action involving the presence of 
U.S. military forces in a foreign country. 

It is Important to note that the Department of Defense has 
extended an invitation to Members of Congress, who specifically 
requested access to POW/MIA flies, including the sponsor of the 
amendments at Issue, to visit the DIA facility In the Pentagon to 
review POW/MIA cases of interest. DIA analysts would be present 
to answer any questions posed by the monbers. (To date, one 
Senator has responded to this invitation and has spent four days 
reviewing files at the OZA facility.) The Membera were advised 
they could be assisted by professional staff of the Armed 
Services, intelligence or Foreign Relations/Affairs Oomralttees 
who have the appropriate clearances and have staff responsibility 
for POW/MIA issues. 
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WORKING I^APfe'ft 



Representative Smith has previously drafted amendments to require 
the Secretary of Defense to provide access to wy Member of 
Congress to the so-called "Gaines and Brooks Reports." These 
"reports" are internal reviews of the DIA Special Office for 
POW-MIA and constitute confidential advice to a. former DIA 
Director from advisors specifically picked by him on the 
effectiveness of the program for which he felt a heightened 
responsibility. 

Portions of these reports are classified because of their 
potential impact on our diplomatic relations with the governments 
of Vietnam and Laos. 

These reports are In the nature of confidential inspector General 
reports to the Director on the Internal workings of his Agency. 
DU is willing to discuss the effectiveness of Its POW/MIA 
efforts, but hopefully without Invading the confidential 
relationship that existed between a former Director and his hand- 
picked advisors . 
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MEMORANDUM ^ 6 November 1991 

From: Joan GDI P Staff 
To: Mr. Knecht, C3I 

Subject; Gaines Report 

1. You requested that I recount how I came to possess the Gaines report and when 
I located the document. Following is the sequence of events as best I can 
remember. - 

2. In sy previous position as Special Assistant to the Executive Director, DIA, 

I worked POU/NIA issues with the DIA Special Office for POW/MIA. A draft 
amendment to H.R. 5009, the Intelligence Authorization Bill, was introduced in 
September 1990, requiring DIA to provide three reports to Congress. Those 
reports were the Tighe, Brooks, and Gaines reports. The Tighe report was 
available. The Gaines and Brooks reports could not be located in any office in 
DIA involved, currently or previously, in the POW/MIA issue. 

3. I initiated a search for the Gaines and Brooks reports in September. I 
requested a thorough review of all former DIA directors' files and record files 
within the Executive Support Office in DIA, as well as historical files in the 
DIA library. I also queried personnel associated with this issue in DIA during 
the time the reports were compiled. The only reference to the Gaines report that 
was located in late September or early October was a paper copy of briefing view- 
graphs provided to a former DIA director on the Gaines study effort. Also at 
that time, a page-and-a-half list of conclusions and recomendations written by 
RAOM Brooks was located. It was internal staff memoranda, not a report. 
Ultimately, the amendment was changed to require that the Tighe report be made 
available to members of Congress and that the Secretary of Defense could withhold 
sources and methods. 

4. I continued to try to locate the Gaines report. Late in 1990, a former 
director-'s executive secretary suggested I talk to a military officer, no longer 
assigned td OIA, who was aware of the Gaines report at the time the study was 
ongoing. That officer led me to a current DIA employee Tn the Office of Security 
and Counterintelligence who had a copy of the Gaines report. I do not remember 
the exact date but both the employee who had the report and I think it was in 
January 1991. 
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Senator Smith. In your letter to me on July 19, you stated that 
the director of the National League of Families was not in a posi- 
tion to influence the flow of work in the POW-MIA Office at DIA, 
not in a position to influence the flow of work. Do you stand by 
that statement? 

Mr. Andrews. Her position on the inter-agency group does not 
entitle her to direct tasking to the POW-MIA Office, or to influ- 
ence their conduct of business. Now that’s not to say in the past 
that individuals in the office didn’t agree when she asked them to 
do something, or didn’t accept tasking. But what I’m saying is her 
position doesn’t entitle her to that. And the procedures that we’ve 
put in place are designed to 

Senator Smith. I do not care what it entitles her to. Does she 
have— is she in a position to influence the flow of work of POW- 
MIA issues at the office— or did she? 

Mr. Andrews. There were lots of examples of where she partici- 
pated, along with other members of the inter-agency group in ac- 
tivities that the office was conducting. We didn’t find, nor did Colo- 
nel Peck provide any examples of where that has been any undue 
or unacceptable influence to that office. As a member of the inter- 
agency group she did participate in activities, and was briefed by 
members of the office. 

But again, the question — or the answer was, she— the position 
doesn't entitle her to that. We were not aware of any specific ex- 
amples where she had any undue influence of the activities of the 
office. 

Senator Smith. Well, are you aware of the letter or memoran- 
dum^ or some document, formal document, in which she indicated 
that certain U.S. Senators should not have access to certain classi- 
fied information? Are you aware of that? 

Mr. Andrews. I haven’t seen the letter. Senator. I’ve heard of 
that. 

Senator Smith. Would you consider that influencing the flow of 
work at DIA? 

Mr. Andrews. I don't think any action was taken on that. We 
did not see that as an example of adverse influence of those activi- 
ties of the office. 

Senator Smith. I just want to clarify one thing because of this 
Gaines Report. Because I have not seen it. And I just want to 
know, for the record, the report that she provided to the commit- 
tee, which I have not seen, is that the entire Gaines Report, or is it 
a summation of what the Gaines Report was? 

Mr. Andrews. As far as I know, it is just a list of a series of 
questions and conclusions, findings made by the task team. I'm not 
aware of any other back-up to this document. 

Senator Smith. So it is the complete report, is that correct? 

Mr. Andrews. As far as I know it is complete. 

Senator Smith. What you gave to the committee is the only thing 
you know of as far as the Gaines Report? 

Mr. Andrews. 'That is correct. 

Senator McCain. I hate to display ignorance. Can I ask what the 
Gaines Report is? 

Senator Smith. Yes, you can. The Gaines Report, as I understand 
it from those who have discussed it with me, is that it basically 
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outlines about 70 percent of the concerns that Mike Peck outlined 
in his allegations, which Mr. Andrews says were not valid. 

So I think there is a clear case here of some meyor discrepancies 
between what Colonel Peck said and the Gaines Report said, and 
what is being said by Mr. Andrews. 

Senator McCain. Who was Mr. Gaines? 

Senator Smith. Kim Gaines was a former Director of DIA— 
excuse me, the POW-MIA shop. He was a predecessor of Colonel 
Peck's. 

Senator Reid. What you are saying is they both said some of the 
same things? 

Senator Smith. Absolutely. Senator Reid, there were a number 
of— I can just— let me just pve a couple of points from the Gaines 
Report that I have now at ihy disposal, which is that some pf the 
things that Mr. Gaines indicated about the process, the DIA proc- 
ess: unhealthy attitudes; almost total lack of management; working 
hard but not working smart; haphazard approach to problems and 
functions too much; direct expceure of the working-level analyst; 
inadequate planning; internal communication and written guid- 
ance; database is a wasteland; working files unprofessional, sloppy, 
incomplete; no standard procedures; no discipline, coherent collec- 
tion management effort; too much detective work; not enough anal- 
ysis— and on, and on, and on. 

These are the same things that Colonel Peck is saying. And I 
think it is very significant here that the existence of this report 
was denied— was denied to the House Arms Services Committee, 
and that it was denied as a written document even existing. Now, 
it is a document. And it is my understanding, based upon the quick 
review that I have had of the document that was submitted to the 
Senate staff, that that is still not the complete document, in spite 
of what the testimony of the witness is. 

And these are very, very serious matters. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, I am wondering if we have copies? 

The Chairman. We do have copies. I think we received this. 

My suggestion is if senators want to have an opportunity, if you 
want to have an opportunity to review it, we could move on to an- 
other area, and then come back— which I would be happy to do. I 
think that might be worthwhile. Let me just quickly— between Feb- 
ruary 12 and March 28, what steps, if any, did General Soyster 
take to meet with and debrief the Colonel al^ut his charges? 

Mr. Andrews. As far as I can tell, he didn't take any steps. He 
was trying to find— he had already told the Colonel that he needed 
to leave the job, and was trying to find him a job. 

The Chairman. But 6 weeks went by between the time that this 
memorandum was posted and a communication from General Soys- 
ter— a sit-down talk about these charges, a 6-week gap. 

Mr. Andrews. As far as I know. General Soyster did not get back 
together with Colonel Peck to discuss the specific charges in his 
report. And again, I was unaware that this even exists at the 
time. 

The Chairman. 1 appreciate that. I am just trying to establish 
the picture here. 'This is the first chance the Senate has had to in- 
quire about this. And so we want to try and understand it. Did you 
want to add to that? 
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Mr. Andrews. No, they were just reminding me what I had said 
earlier, that this was in the middle of Desert Storm. General Soys- 
ter had several other things on his mind. And this wasn’t some- ^ ^ 

thing that he was able to pull away and work on a lot until that ^ 

was over. _ 

The Chairman. Do you know how many times General Soyster 
was debriefed by your group about the contents of the Peck letter? 

Mr. Andrews. I am told twice. 

The Chairman. And did you formally task your group, in writ- 
ing, with respect to Secretary Cheney’s charge that they investi- ^ 0 
gate this matter? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

The Chairman. Will you submit that also, so we could see what 
you set out as the charge, so to speak, or their task? Now, WM 
there any draft report prepared for the Secretary on this, or did 
the Secretary specifically request an oral report? 

Mr. Andrews. My practice, when he ask^ me to look into man* a ^ 
agement matters, and report back to him, was to go back to him 
and report orally. If, at that time, he feels there needs to be some- 
thing more than that, then he will ask for it. I went back. We re- 
ported orally. We felt that we were taking the actions necessary. 

And that is where it stopped. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Just one comment— Mr. Andrews, Senator ^ • 
Smith has made a very serous statement here, that as short a time 
as a year ago, the appropriate committee was nqt given access or 
- the existence of a report was denied. And alsntliat there is -not a 
complete document. 

I would appreciate it, as soon as possible, if you could get back to 
the committee and clarify your response in any way. My under- 
standing is that at this moment you do not know anything about it. 0 0 
But I hope you will look into it. And hopefully by tomorrow, per- 
haps you could give us a more complete answer on it, if you could. 

Mr. Andrews. Senator, I will be happy tp look into it. I think 
that the document that has been provided is all that exists. We will 
get the additional background. I am totally unaware of Senator 
Smith’s concerns. 

[The information referred to follows;] 0 # 

Assistant Secrttary or Defense, 

Washington DC 20301-3040, 

April 8, mi. 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SPEGAL ASSISTANT TO ASD(C3I) 

SUBJECT: Management Inquiry 

On February 13, 1991, Colonel Millard A. Peck, USA, submitted memorandum U- ^ ^ 

0173/POW-MIA, Subject: "Request for Relief," to the Director of the Defense Intel- • ^ 

ligence Agency (DIA). In this memorandum, Colonel Peck makes all^ations of im- 
propriety in the Prisoner of War and Missing in Action (POW-MIA) activities of the 
U5. Government, including the possible unauthorized access to classified informa- 
tion by a private citizen. , 

I request you lead a management inquiry, on my behalf, to determine the signifi- 
cant events that led to Colonel Peck’s memorandum, subsequent actions taken by 
DIA management, and the substance of the various allegations contained in the 
memorandum. Please provide a written report of your findings to me by April 22, a 0 

1991. The Under Secretary of Defense for Policy is providing Mr. Craig Alderman ^ 
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and the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense intelligence) is providing Colonel 
Richard R. Mitchell to assist in this inquiry. 

Duane P, Andrews, 

Attachnients: 

1. Memorandum U-0173/POW-MIA 

2, Terms of Reference POW-MIA, Management Inquiry 


Memorandum— U-0173/POW-MIA 

Date: February 13, 1991 
Reply to Attention of: POW-MIA 
To: DR 

1. PURPOSE: 

I, hereby, request to rnign my position as the Chief of the Special Office for Pris- 
oners of War and Missing in Action (POW-MIA). 

2. BACKGROUND: 

a. Motivation. My initial acceptance of this posting was based upon two primary 
motives; first, I had heard that the job was highly contentious and extremely frus- 
trating, that no one would volunteer for it berause of its complex political nature. 
Thi?, of course, made it appear challenging. Secondly, since the end of the Vietnam 
War, 1 had heard the persistent rumors of American Servicemen having been aban- 
doned in Indochina, and that the Government was conducting a "cover-up" so as not 
to be embarrassed. I was curious about this and thought that serving as the Chief of 
POW-MIA would be an opportunity to satisfy my own interest and help clear the 
Government’s name. 

b. The Office’s Reputation, It was interesting that my previous exposure to the 
POW-MIA Office, while assigned to DIA, both as a Duty Director for Intelligence 
(DDI) and as the Chief of the Asia Division for Current Intelligence (JSI-3), was neg- 
ative. DIA personnel who worked for me, when dealing with or mentioning the 
Office, always spoke about it in deprecating tones, alluding tp the fact that any 
report which found its way there would quickly disappear into a "black hole". 

c. General Attitudes. Additionally, survey of active" duty military personnel indi- 
cated that a high percentage (83%) believed that there were still live American pris- 
oners in Vietnam. 'This idea was further promulgated in a numter of legitimate vet- 
erans’ periodicals and professional journals, as well as the media in general, which 
held that where there was so much smoke there must be fire. 

d. Cover-Up. ’The dark side of the issue was particularly unsettling because of the 
persistent rumors and innuendoes of a Government conspiracy, alleging that U.S. 
military personnel had been left behind to the victorious communist governments in 
Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia, and that for "political reasons" or running the risk 
of a second Vietnam War, their existence was officially denied. Worse yet was the 
implication that DIA’s Special Office for POW’s and MIA’s was an integral part of 
this effort to cover the entire affair up so as not to embarrass the Government nor 
the Defense Establishment 

e. ’The Crusade. As a Vietnam veteran— with a certain amount of experience in 
Indochina, I was interested in the entire POW-MIA question, and willingly volun- 
teered for the job, viewing it as a sort of holy crusade. 

f. ’The Harsh Reality. Heading up the Office has not been pleasant. My plan was 
to be totally honest and forthcoming on the entire imue and aggressively pursue in- 
novative actions and concepts to clear up the live sighting business, thereby refur- 
bishing the image and honor of DIA. I became painfully aware, however, that I was 
not really in charge of my own Office, but was merely a figurehead or whipping boy 
for a larger and totally Machiavellian group of players outside of DIA. What 1 wit- 
nessed during my tenure as the cardbrard cut-out "Chief’ of POW-MIA could be 
euphemistically labeled as disillusioning. 

3. CURRENT IMPRESSIONS, BASED ON MY EXPERIENCE: 

a. Highest National Priority. ’That National leaders continue to addre» the pris- 
oner of war and miaing in action issue as the "highest national priority" is a trav- 
esty. From my vantage point, I observed that the principal government players were 
interested primarily in conducting a "damage limitation exercise", and appeared to 
knowingly and deliberately generate an endless succession of manufactured crises 
and “busy work". Progress consisted in frenetic activity, with little substance and 
no real results. 
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b. The Mindset to Debunk. The mindset to ''debunk" is alivs and well. It is held 
at all levels, and continues to pervade the POW-MIA Office, which is not necessari- 
ly the fault of DIA. Practically all analysis is directed to finding fault with the 
source. Rarely has there been jany effective, active follow through on any of the 
sightings, nor is there a responsive "action arm" to routinely and aggressively 
pursue leads. The latter was a moot point, anyway, since the Office was continuous- 
ly buried in an avalanche of "ad hoc", tasking from every quarter, all of which re- 
quired an immediate response. It was impossible to plan ahead or prioritize courses 
of action. Any real effort to pursue live sighting reports or exercise initiative was 
diminished by the plethora of "busy work" projects directed by higher authority 
outside of DIA. A number of these grandiose endeavors bordered on the ridiculous, 
and— quite significantly— there was never an audit, trail. None of these taskings was 
ever requested formally. There was, and still is, a refusal by any of the players to 
follow normal intelligence channels in dealing with the POW-MIA Office. 

c. Duty, Honor, and Integrity. It appears that the entire issue is being manipulat- 
ed by unscrupulous people in the Government, or associated with the Government; 
Some are using the issue for personal or political advantage and others use it as a 
forum to perform and feel important, or worse. The sad fact, however, is that this 
issue is being controlled and a cover-up may be in progress. The entire charade does 
not appear to be an honest effort, and may never have been. 

d. POW-MIA Officers Abandoned. When I assumed the Office for the first time, I 
was somewhat ama^ and greatly disturbed by the fact that I was the only military 
officer in an organization of more than 40 people. Since combatants of all ^rvices 
were lost in Vietnam, I would have thought there would at least be a token Service 
representation for a matter of the "highest national priority.” Since the normal mix 
of officers from all Services is not found in my organization it would appear that the 
issue, at least at the working level, has, in fact, been abandoned. Also, the horror 
stories of the succession of military officers at the C-5 and 06 level who have in 
some manner "rocked the boat" and quickly come to grief at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment policy makers who direct the issue, lead one to the conclusion that we are 
all quite expendable, k by extrapolation one simply concludes that these same bu- 
reaucrats would "sacrifice" anyone who was troublesome or contentious as includ- 
ing prisoners of war and missing in action. Not a comforting thought. Any military 
officer expected to survive in this environment would have" to be myopic, an accom- 
plished sycophant, or totally insouciant 

e. The DIA Involvement. DIA's role in the affair is truly unfortunate. The overall 
Agency has generally practiced a "damage limitation drill" on the issue, as well. 
The POW-MIA Office has been cloistered for all practical purposes and left to its 
own fortunes. The POW Office is the lowest level in the Glovemment "efforts" to 
rewlve the issue, and oddly for an intelligence organization, has b^me the "light- 
ening rod" for the entire establishment to the matter. The policy people manipulat- 
ing the affair have maintained their distance and remained hidden in the shadows, 
while using the Office as a "toxic waste dump" to bury the whole "mess" out of 
sight and mind to a facility with the limited access to public scrutiny. Whatever 
happens in the issue, DIA takes the blame, while the real players remain invisible. 
The fact that POW-MIA Office is always the center of an investigation is no sur- 
prise. Many people suspect that something is rotten about the whole thing, but they 
j^not find an audit trail to ascribe blame, so they attack the DIA/POW-MIA 
"dump", simply because it has been placed in the line of fire as a cheap, expendable 
decoy. 

f. "Suppressio Veri, Suggestio Falsi". Many of the puppet masters play a confus- 
ii^, murky role. For instance, the Director of the National League of Families occu- 
pies an interreting and questionable position in the whole process. Although assidu- 
ously "churning" the account to give a tawdry illusion of progress, she is ad^antly 
opposed to any initiative to actually get to the heart of the problem, and, more im- 
portantly, interferes in or actively sabotages POW-MIA analyses or investigations. 
She insists on rewriting or editing all significant documents produced by the Office, 
then touted as the DIA position. She apparently has access to top secret, codeword 
mess^ traffic, for which she is suppo^y not cleared, and she receives it well 
ahead of the DIA intelligence analysts. Her influence in “jerking around" everyone 
and everything involved in the issue goes far beyond the "war and MIA protestor 
^ne straight" scenario. She wm brought from the "outside" into the center of the 
imbroglio, and then, cloaked in a mantel of sanctimony, routinely impedes real 
progress and insidiously "muddles up" the issue. One wonders who she really is and 
where she came from . . . 
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4. CX)NaUSIONS: 

a. The Stalled Crusade. Unfortunately, what\^b(^an on such a high note never suc- 
ceeded in embarking. In some respects, however, I have managed to satisfy some of 
my curiosity. 

b. Everyone is Expendable. I have seen firsthand how ready and willing the policy 
people are to sacrifice or “abandon" anyone who might be perceived as a political 
liability. It is quick and facile, and can be easily covex^. 

c. High-Level Knavery. I feel strongly that this issue is being manipulated and 
controlled at a higher level, not with the goal of resolving it, but more- to obfuscate 
the question of live prisoners, and give the illusion of progress through hyperactiv- 
ity- 

d. "Smoke and Mirrors”. From what I have witnessed, it appears that any soldier 
left in Vietnam, even inadvertently, was, in fact, abandoned years ago, and that the 
farce that is being played is no more tiian political l^rdemain done with "smoke 
and mirrors", to ^ the issue until it dies a natural death. 

e. National League of Familiea I am convinced that the Director of this organiza- 
tion is much more than meets the eye. As the principid actor in the grand show, she 
is in the perfect position to clamor for "progrw”, while really intentionally imp^- 
ing the effort And, there are numerous examples of this. Otherwise, it is inconceiv- 
able that so many bureaucrats in the "system" would instantaneously do her bid- 
ding and humor her every whim. 

f. DIA’s IMlemma. Althou^ greatly saddened by the role ascribed to the Defense 
Intelligence Agency, I feel, at least, that I am dealing vrith honest men and women 
who are ^nei^y powerless to make the system work. My appeal and attempt to 
amend this role perhaps never had a chance. We, all, were subject to control. I par- 
ticularly salute the personnel in the POW-MlA Office for their long suffering, 
which I regrettably was unable to chsmre. I feel that the Agency and the Office are 
being used as the “fall guys” or "petsies^’ to cover the tracks of others. 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

a. One Final Vietnam Casualty. So ends the war and my last grand crusade, like 
it actually did end, I guess. However, as they say in the L^on, "je ne re^ette 
rien . . . For all of the above, I respectfidly request to be relieved of my duties as 
Chief of the Special Office for Prisoners of War and Missing in Action. 

b. A Farewell to Arms. So as to avoid the annoyance of being shipped off to some 
remote corner, out of sight and out of the way, in my own "bamboo cage” of silence 
somewhere, I further request that the Defense Intelligence Agency, which I have 
attempted to serve loyally and with honor, assist me in being retir^ immediately 
from active military service. 

Milurd a. Peck, 
Colonel, Infantry USA. 

POW Mamaodont Inquiry 

What’s the story? (Not, what’s the problem.) 

Define the current situation. 

What is known? 

What is unclear? 

What is presumed? 

What is the time-line for the issue? (From "now” back to the start.) 

What were significant events? 

When? 

What? 

Where? 

Who? 

How? 

Why? 

Is the mission clear? 

How is it documented? 

Who gives tasking and direction? 

What are the products? 

Who approves the products? 

Where do the produrts go? 

What are the products used for? 

Are "answers’’ directed by external players? 

What is the make-up of the organization? 

Numbers? 
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Types of Skills? 

Experience level? 

Turn-over rate? 

What would you change? 

Why? 

How sure are you that will fix it? 

How much of your own money would you bet? 

What would cause you to change your presumptions? 

Who would.be against this change? 

Why? 

Who would support this change? 

Why? 

Senator McCain. I am sure Senator Smith will provide you with 
the document that was sent to him, or the House Arms Services 
Committee saying that they did not exist. 

Mr. Andrews. If I may add, just as a follow-up comment, the 
Gaines Report was something that Mike Peck had paid a lot of at- 
tention to. And as we looked into the management inquiry, it was 
clear that some— in fact, he often referred back to this-^that many, 
or some of his comments were concerns that came out of the 
Gaines Report. But that was in 1986. And that was before the office 
was double in size, and before a lot of changes were made. 

And so I don’t think it is necessarily a correct conclusion to say 
well, if it existed then, it exists today in the office. We will look for 
facts, and if we couldn't find the facts to back it up, we had to con- 
clude that there wasn't a mindset to debunk— which is the major 
charge in the Gaines Report. 

Senator McCain. But that does not look into the aspect of in- 
forming the House Arms -Services Committee that it does not exist. 

The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, do^ it strike you as a little bit 
strange tha^r ironic, perhaps, I am not quite sure what the 
right word is— but the farther we get away from the time that 
these men were lost and unaccounted for, the farther we get away, 
the larger the office gets, the bigger the inquiry grow? Does that 
make a statement about what was not taking place in the immedi- 
ate period when the trail was hottest? I mean, you know, you just 
said the office has doubled since 1986. And now we have another 
102 people coming on. 

If I am sitting there, I am saying, wait a minute— 102 people 
now, the office gets doubled in 1986, and in 1986 it is already 13, 14 
years down the road— or 12 years. Does that make a comment, or 
am I again off-base? 

Mr. Andrews. Senator, 1 think you can draw your conclusion. I 
think as the Secretary said this morning, in the past there were 
things that probably could have been done that were not done. We 
are doing the best we can to try to fix the problem and to get on 
and get the job done— complete accountability. 

The Chairman. Well, I want you to know this is the first time 
anybody from the Administration of the Defense Department has 
come forward — and 1 applaud you for it— and said, hey there were 
some problems. Nobodv has acknowledged that. 'There had not 
been any problems, we have been told, up until now. 

Mr. Andrews. The Secretary acknowledge it this morning. 

The Chairman. A^eed— today, I am saying, and earlier this 
morning, a very significant statements! think it is the first time 
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that it has been on record. And I applaud you for your candor in 
saying that. I think it is a very important dep^irture. 

Senator Reid. ' 

Senator Reid. Let me just say this— that you, and Senator Smith 
have had, because of your responsibilities, access to some of these 
things we are just learning about now. But I would like to say that 
I think this questioning that has been done, especially Senator 
Smith, the last little bit has been most helpful. 

We, in our charge, have to first of all determine if there are any 
live POW’s; but also to make sure that whatever decision, how we 
arrive at our decision looks into all of the problems that have de- 
veloped in the past, and to make sure that the public knows that 
we have not left anything uncovered. And I think it is this type of 
inquiry that Senator Smith did that we are going to have to do 
more of. So that these areas are resolved once and for all; so that 
people do not feel it is a cover-up. And we know that your responsi- 
bilities are difficult, and this is only part of your responsibility. 

But we need your help to get to the bottom of this— these two 
reports, one of which is oral and one of which is not. So, Senator 
Smith, I appreciate very much your line of inquiry. It has been an 
education to us all. 

The Chairman. Are there any further questions of Secretary An- 
drews? [No response.] 

The Chairman. If not, Mr. Secretary thank you. And if you 
would, as Senator McCain has requested, report back with respect 
to the sequence on what you are aware of, with respect to whether 
there is. any additional report. And staff would be glad to make 
available to you what we do have, so you can measure that against 
what you have. And we would appreciate that very much. 'Thank 
you. 

And if I could ask Mr. Ken Quinn if he would come forward, and 
then Secretary Ford. I know you are going to be here throughout 
these hearings, I gather— or representatives. One of the things we 
are going to do— and I just want to put people on notice is— often, 
what happens in this process is somebody throws out an accusation 
and something happens in the course of a hearing, and there is no 
response to it. 

We have asked that, particularly as critics come forward and set 
forth their feelings about what has not happened, and so forth, we 
really want the Administration to hear what they are sartng. And 
then we want to have people come on and respond to it. We do not 
want to just leave things hanging. We would like to try and sort 
out what is fact and what is fiction here. And we do not want any- 
body unfairly having a finger pointed at them. 

So we would ask if you would be prepared to do that, sir toward 
the end of this process. 

Mr. Secretary, thank you for taking time. It is good to see you 
again. 

Before you sit down and get too comfortable, could I swear you 
in, if 1 may? 

[Witness sworn.] 

The Chairman. Would you just give us a little bit of your back- 
ground for the record, and how you come to this issue, and what 
your involvement is before you go into your statement? 
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STATEMENT OF KENNETH M. QUINN, DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

Mr. Quinn. Certainly, Senator. First, let me apologize. I was just 
down the hall and didn’t think I would be called quite so quickly. 

I am a career Foreign Service Officer approaching my 25th year. 
I joined the Foreign Service in 1967 and at the middle of the Viet- 
nam War^ and was assigned to Vietnam, and spent 6 years there. 

I think in very unusual circumstances I was assigned in the paci- 
fication program to MACV, and was in a situation where, as a ci- 
vilian, I commanded American troops in combat situation. It was 
an advisory team. I replaced an Army Major. I was replaced by an 
ArmyMfijor. 

I did approximately 250 hours of helicopter combat operations in 
Vietnam. I was shot at and missed; and shot at and hit. Came back 
after that 

Senator Reid. What years were these? 

Mr. Quinn. 1967 to 1974— I had a variety of jobs in Vietnam. 
That was the job I had for the first 2 years. 

The Chairman. You had one of the longer tours, did you not? 

Mr. Quinn. I came back. I did some time at the National Securi- 
ty Council staff in the State Department. I spent 4 years on sort of 
loan to the Governor of Iowa, Governor Bob Ray, and working 
while still in the Foreign Service for him; and worked on refugee 
issues, as well as issues within the State. 

After that, I was in Vienna working on— and this was in the 
early 1980's, with our mission from the United Nations on Narcot- 
ics Control and Middle Eastern refugees, and worked on Secretary 
Schultz’s staff for a couple of years. - 

And before coming back to Washington I was Deputy Chief of 
Mission in Manila, 1987 to 1990. During several coup attempts, ter- 
rorist campaigns conducted against the United States— which we 
had 10 Americans, official Americans who were killed— and other 
terrorist attempts against us. 

And then in 1990, Assistant Secretary Solomon asked me to come 
back to Washington and work for him. And I did. And that is how I 
got here today. 

The Chairman. And Mr. Secretary, you are fluent in Vietnam- 
ese, are you not? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, I had a year of training. I used it a lot. In Viet- 
nam I was tested at the 4-4 level. I was interpreter once for Presi- 
dent Ford. I have done other meetings in Vietnamese. But to be 
very honest, it has gotten rusty since I’ve left Vietnam. I still find 
myself groping here and there for words. 

Senator Reid. What does 4-4 mean? 

Mr. Quinn. A native speaker would be a 5-5 in the' Foreign Serv- 
ice Institute testing sy^m. And somebody who is just getting 
started, and knew a few words, would be a 0-|- which is what I 
have in French. But we don’t, aside from people who are ethnic Vi- 
etnamese or who are bom there, we don’t have any 5-5 speakers in 
Vietnamese. 

1116 Chairman. 'The reason I raise that is that in the course of 
your visits over there, and in the course of your negotiations as 
head of the inter-agency group on POW-MIA, you have been able 
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to rely on your own conversations and interpretations and not on 
somebody feeding you information and so forth. You have really 
had a personal involvement in this which is perhaps second only to 
people like Bill Bell and others who have been over there on the 
ground working. 

Mr. Quinn. Well, certainly being able to speak the language 
gives you an understanding and another dimension. I would say 
the Vietnamese Diplomatic Corps has a number of quite accom- 
plished speakers in English. And so we will often have many dis- 
cussions in English. 

The Chairman. Would you share with us, Mr. Quinn, an outline 
of your testimony. We will put the full testimony in the record as if 
read. 

Mr. Quinn. I came up. I guess I hadn't done any type of summa- 
ry of it. Is it possible that I could read it? 

The Chairman. What do you figure? 

Mr. Quinn. Maybe 8 or 9 minutes. 

The Chairman. We will give you 10 minutes anyway. 

Mr. Quinn. Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, Senator McCain, Sen- 
ator Reid, my testimony today, I would like to provide the commit- 
tee an accounting of the diplomatic activities and other efforts of 
the U.S. Government on the POW/MIA issue, since I became 
Chairman of the Interagency Group, the lAG in July 1990. 

I realize you likely will have questions about other periods of 
time, and I will, of course, endeavor to answer them. But in terms 
of effort on POW/MIA, this has been an extremely active period, 
perhaps the most active since the end of the war. 

And it is important to note just what is different because what 
has occurred in the past 15 months, we now have a clear, carefully 
sillied out and written down policy on normalization of relations 
with Vietnam, called the roadmajp which blends two important 
U.S. foreign policy goals: comprehensive political settlement on 
Cambodia; and POW/MIA accounting. This policy was conveyed to 
the Vietnam government in writing. 

We now have an established process to communicate with the Vi- 
etnamese government at the policy level. This channel was estab- 
lished in July 1990 by Secretary Bake and initially focused on the 
Cambodian peace negotiations, but has also served as an imrortant 
vehicle to impress upon Vietnam, the centrality of the POW/MIA 
issue, of improvii^ our relationship. 

’The first meeting within that channel was held in New York on 
August 6, 1990 between Vietnamese Ambassador to the United Na- 
tions, Trin Sung Lang, who is here today, and myself. 

We now have a POW/MIA office in Hanoi with a staff working 
full-time on this issue, and we now have had over the past 15 
months a number of high level exchanges with Vietnam, Laos and 
the authorities in Phnom Penh, all of which have had POW/MIA 
as a central topic. 

Let me briefly list them. Secretary Baker met with then foreign 
minister, Ngugen Co Thach in New York in September 1990 and 
with newly appointed foreign minister Ngugen Manh Cam on Sep- 
tember 23. 

These represented the first bilateral meetings at the secretary 
level since the end of the war. Foreign Minister Thach visited 
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Washington in October 1990, meetings with General Vessey and 
the lAG, exclusively on POW/MIA. 

At that time, Minister Thach also came here to Capitol Hill to 
meet with Members of the Congress. Secretary Baker met with Lao 
Foreign Minister Phoun in the same period, also the first time 
since the war that the POW/MIA issue has been raised directly at 
the ministerial level with Laos. 

General Vessey made two trips to Hanoi this year which led to 
the establishment of ou first POW/MIA office, as well as Vietnam- 
ese agreement to take certain specific steps which supplement and 
implement the roadmap. 

Assistant Secretary Solomon met twice with Vietnamese Vice 
Foreign Minister Le Mai to discuss both Cambodia and POW/MIA 
issues. Mr._ Solomon also met with Mr. Hun Sen in Paris October 
24, a meeting that I was also present at, during which POW/MIA 
cooperation was discussed extensively. 

Also important to note are the recent visits to Washington of 
P^om Penh Foreign Minister Hor Nam Hong and Vietnamese 
Vice Foreign Minister, Tran Quang Co, the first senior Vietnamese 
official to visit the Pentagon, both met with lAG principals to dis- 
cuss POW/MIA exclusively. 

Not all of our diplomatic activities during the past 15 months 
have been with the governments of Vietnam and Laos and the 
Phnom Penh authorities. We have also coordinate diplomatic ap- 
proaches with many countries active in the area to ensure they un- 
derstood our policy objectives in Indochina. 

We have u^ed friendly countries to limit diplomatic-aid and eco- 
nomic activities with Vietnam until progress is made on these ol^ 
jectives. We have also approached countries which potentially 
might have information about the POW/MIA issue. 

Swretary Baker has personally rais^ the issue with senior 
Soviet officials, so has acting Assistant Secretary of Defense, Carl 
Ford, and since July 1990 I have carried on a dialogue with Soviet 
diplomats, particularly about the possibility of Americans still 
being alive in Vietnam. 

We have also discussed the issue with officials of the People's Re- 
public of China. Just recently we worked with China to facilitate a 
visit by a family member which resulted in important information 
being obtained relating to that family’s missing loved one. 

In sum, the past 15 months have seen diplomatic efforts of an 
unprecedented breadth and scope on behalf of our POW/MIA 
effort. 

But that is not all we have done. Another extremely important 
aspect of our efforts which I want to make special note, has been 
our rapid reaction to reports of Americans alive in capacity. 

'There have been two such cases to come before the lAG in the 
last 12 months. The first which occurred in October 1990 involved a 
report and a photo of an individual identified as Walter T. l^bert- 
son. Even though a careful analysis indicated that the person in 
the photo was not the Walter T. Robertson who served in the U.S. 
military, or the one who was a crewman on the Glomar Java Sea, 
we could not preclude the possibility that he was an American. 
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So the lAG urgently dispatched a plane and a team to Vietnam 
to investigate the case. We eventually determined that the man in- 
volved was not an American. 

The second instance surrounded several highly publicized photos 
which are identified by family members as being five American 
servicemen. The first of these photos was brought to my attention 
on July 12 by Shelby Quast, the daughter of one of the men. Shelby 
is here today, 

The certainty with which she and more than a dozen other 
family members identified the three men in the photo as Colonel 
Robertson, Lt. Commander Stevens and Major Lundy was powerful 
and compelling evidence. 

Within an hour I had convened an emergency session of the lAG, 
includii^ General Vessev, which agreement was quickly reached 
on specific steps to be taken, Before the day was out and with the 
concurrence of the three families, I communicated the photo to the 
Vietnamese, to Ambassador Lang, using that channel 1 mentioned 
before and instructed our embassy in Vientiane to approach the 
Lao government and Phnom Penh’s ambassador. 

In all three instances, we called on the authorities to undertake 
an urgent and immediate investigation. Shortly thereafter Secre- 
tary Baker wrote to Minister Thach stressing the importance of 
Vietnam's urgent cooperation. 

I met for 2 hours with the three families involved. During that 
time they implored me to go to Hanoi to investigate the photos. I 
said I would and I did; 3 days later, I left for Asia to investigate 
that photo as well as two other phoW which subsequently became 
available, which -pictured men iaentified by their families as Lieu- 
tenant Borah and Captain Carr. 

My meeting with Cambodian officials in Beijing led to unprece- 
dented cooperation by Phnom Penh’s authorities in investigating 
not only these photos but also a number of other POW/MIA inci- 
dents. A DIA investigative team which was received in Phnom 
Penh immediately thereafter developed important information rel- 
evant to the photos of the three men. 'This led to follow on visits 
including a recent field activity on Tang Island, the site of the Ma- 
yaguez incident. 

On this same trip I also travelled to Hanoi and Vientiane. In 
both cases I stressed the importance of immediate and thorough 
action to investigate the photo of the three men and the other 
photos, and I am able to report that the response by both the Uo 
and Vietnamese governments to this, the most urgent information 
about possibly live Americans to come before the lAG since I have 
been its chair, was ve^ positive. 

In Hanoi, my meeting with Vice Foreign Minister Le Mai, I ob- 
tained agreement for access to prisons where we had reports the 
photos were taken, an action again totally without precedent. 

'The Vietnamese also provided information from military ar- 
chives and records which heretofore was unavailable and they 
agreed to imme^te reexcavation of the crash site of Colonel Rob- 
ertson’s plane. 

Lao omcials also pledged full cooperation, and shortly thereafter, 
acting unilaterally, located the Lao citizen who apparently was the 
person in the photo identified as Lt. Borah. They also made this 
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person available to U.S. experts, and I believe you will hear from 
other defense witnesses regarding the details of this investigation, 

I would be remiss, Mn Chairman, if I did not make specific refer- 
ence to the superb support I received from Department of Defense * 
personnel, both from DIA headquarters in Washington and those 
stationed in Bangkok and Hanoi throughout this trip to Asia. 

Warren Gray I think is here. Bill Bell, John Cole, they worked, 

Mr. Chairman, until midnight and beyond every night to ensure 
that when I went to each location, that I had every bit of informa- 
tion and every resource at my facility to pursue this investigation. 

In addition to the diplomatic steps I have just outlined, there » 
have been other significant actions taken in the past 16 months by 
General Vessey, officials of the defense department, other members 
of the lAG and indeed by Members of the Congress, and of course, 
you have made several trips, I know Senator McCain has during 
this time. 

And I think all of this is part of the mosaic for America’s POW/ 

MIA efforts, and therefore terribly important. I have not tried to » 
detail any of this in my testimony, but I think it is important that 
we recognize that there is a totality of effort that goes into this 
process aimed at assuring the fullest possible accounting for our 
missing service members. 

I believe it would be useful, Mr. Chairman, if I said a few words 
about U.S. policy, vis-a-vis Vietnam, on normalization of relations 
with Vietnam. I want to be clear that our policy today remains un- ^ 
changed. The United States is prepared to proceed toward normi- 
iMtion of relations with Vietnam only in the context of a compre- 
hensive policy settlement in Cambodia. _ 

The pace and scope of the normalization process will be directly 
affected by the seriousness with which Vietnam cooperates on the 
POW/MIA issue. 

Let me emphasize that the roadmap did not change that policy, 41 ^ 
rather it details a path we could follow based on that policy. It 
fuses together our objectives on Cambodia and POW/MIA and lays 
out a four phased game plan within which, as progress is made on 
Cambria and POW/MIA, we are prepared to take concomitant 
steps in expanding U.S. economic and political activity with Viet- 
nam and Cambodia. 

At first the steps with Vietnam will be small, but as mutual con- * 
fidence is developed, and I emphasize, as progress on Cambodia and 
POW/MIA continues, the steps increase in importance. 

The roadmap is constructed in a way so that we could move rap- 
idly or slowly, depending on Vietnamese cooperation. It is impor- 
tMt to stress that central to the roadmap is Hanoi’s addressing the 
live prisoner of issue, returning available U.S. remains, and imple- 
menting a 24 month process to investigate every POW/MIA case. 

It is also important to note that the roadmap addresses the hu- ^ 
manitarian issue of the release of political prisoners still held in 
reeduction. 

While it is useful to enumerate the various diplomatic actions we i 
have taken, we have to judge our success based on the results we 
achieve, and there has b^n progress. Our office in Hanoi has had 
access to information from official Vietnamese records, archives 
and files as well as war museums. ^ 


It has been a significant help in advancing our knowledge in a 
iiumber of discrepancy cases and therefore directly related to the 
^ live prisoner issue. Vietnam responded immediately and positively 

in the photo investigation, incl.udii^ panting access to two prisons, 
and in the past 12 months the U.^ has removed 51 remains from 
Vietnam, 19 of which have been identified as particular U.S. serv- 
icemen and 18 others as possibly Americans. 

In Phnom Penh we have had more significant assistance on the 
photo cases and a demonstrated willingness to work cooperatively 
. on. other individual cases as well including missing American jour- 
" nalists. 

We have seen a number of important breakthroughs in Lao 
POW/MIA cooperation. We have conducted our first-ever investiga- 
tions into discrepancy cases involving men last known to have been 
alive in Lao hands. We have expanded our POW/MIA efforts, pre- 
viously limited to two southern provinces into four additional prov- 
inces. In May, the Lao agr^ to an expanded annual schedule of 

# POW/MIA activities including field activities during the rainy sea- 
sons. 

And most recently, the Lao foreign minister told Secretary Baker 
that his government would participate in a trilateral meeting with 
the U.S. and Vietnamese to discuss cases along the Lao/SRV 
border and as I noted earlier, the Lao cooperated very effectively 
on the photo believed to be of Lieutenant Borah. 

# We have consistently told Vietnam that the formal process of 
normalization of relations could only bemn with the signing of the 
Paris agreement. That approach was embodied in our j^licy as pre- 
sented-to the Vietnamese by Assistant Secretary Solomon last - 
April. 

Based on the fact that both Vietnam and the Phnom Penh au- 
thorities did sign the Paris agreement on Cambodia and that 

# POW/MIA cooperation and the release of reeducation prisoners 
has begun, the U.S. has responded by announcing that we are 
taking the steps we said we would to be^n the roadmap. 

Secretary Baker announced in Paris that the U.S. would soon 
send a diplomatic mission to Cambodia to represent us to the Su- 
preme National Council, lift our trade embargo on Cambodia once 
UNAMIC, that is the U.N. Advanced Mission in Cambodia is in 
§ place and implementation of the peace agreement has begun, 
remove the 25 mile travel restrictions on Vietnamese diplomats at 
the U.N., revise our trade embargo to permit U.S. organization 
travel to Vietnam by groups such as veterans, business organiza- 
tions and others, and start talks with Vietnam on the issues and 
modalities involved in the normalization process, and earlier Am- 
bassador Lang and I were discussing a date for the beginning of 

# those talks. 

Now these are the only steps in the roadmap we have taken with 
Vietnam. No other decisions have been made to take any further 
steps. Our policy remains as stated and laid out in the roadmap. 
That will continue to be our policy. We are in control of the proc- 
ess, and we are prepared to move forward, but only with continued 
progress on Cambodia and POW/MIA. 

A Now in that regard, I note that following the Secretary’s an- 

^ nouncement in Paris, the Vietnamese have given us the increased 
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access we requested to some key military records and have indicat- 
ed they have a si^ificant number of additional remains ready for 
the two sides to jointly examine. 

I would hope that this development indicates that we could look 
to more progress and greater results, because, Mr. Chairman, oUr 
policy is driven by a desire to end the agony suffered by families of 
our POW/MIA's as well as the agony of the Cambodian people. We 
have made progress toward both of these goals, but >Ve still have a 
considerable way to go. 

So let me end by saying, and on behalf of Secretary Baker as 
well as for myself, that we intend to build on the accomplishments 
we have achieved and continued our efforts toward the goal that 1 
believe we all share which is the fullest possible accounting for all 
of our POW/MIA’s. 

I apologize, I think I went over the time involved. 

[The pfepared statement of Mr. Quinn follows:] 

Prepared STATEMeNT OF Kenneth M. Quinn 

Mr. Chairman, Senator Smith, members of the select committee, in my testimony 
today, I would like to provide the committee an accounting of diplomatic activities 
and other efforts of the U.S. Government on the POW/MIA issue since I became 
Chairman of the Inter-Agency Group (lAG) in July 1990. I realize that you will 
likely have questions about other periods of time and I will, of course, endeavor to 
answer them but, in terms of effort on POW/MIAi this has been ah extremely 
active period, perhaps the most active since the end of the war. It is important to 
note just what has occurred. 

We now have a clear, carefully spelled out and written down poli^ approach on 
normalization of -relations with Vietnam-^called the roadmap—which blends two 
important U.S. foreign policy goals-^~ comprehensive political settlement on Cam- 
bodia and POW/MIA accounting; This policy was conveyed to the Vietnam Govern- 
ment in writing. 

We now have an established process to communicate with the Vietnamese Gov- 
ernment at the policy level. This channel was established in July 1990 by Secretary 
Baker and initially focused on the Cambodian peace negotiations but has also served 
as an important vehicle to impress upon Vietnam the centrality of the I^W/MIA 
issue to improving our relationship. The first meeting within that channel was held 
in New York on August 6, 1990. 

We now have a POW/MIA office in Hanoi, with the staff working full time on 
this issue. 

And we now have had>-over the past 15 months— a number of high level ex- 
changes with Vietnam, Laos and authorities in Phnom Penh, all of which had 
POW/MIA as a central topic. 

Secretary Baker met with then Foreign Minister Nguven Co Thach in New York 
in September 1990 and with newly appointed Foreign Minister Nguyen Mann Cam 
in Paris on October 23. These represented the first bilateral meetings at the Secre- 
ts^ level since the end of the war. 

Foreign Minister Thach visited Washington in October 1990 for meetings with 
General Vessey and the lAG, exclusively on POW/MIA. Minister Thach also came 
here to Capitol Hill to meet with Members of Congrm. 

Secretary Baker met twice with Lao Foreira Minister Phoun in this same period, 
also the first time since the war the POW/huA issue has been raised directly at the 
ministerial level. 

General Vessey made two trips to Hanoi this year which led to the establishment 
of our first POW/MIA office as well as Vietnamese agreements to take and imple- 
ment the roadmap. 

Assistant Secretary Solomon met twice with Vietnamese Vice Foreign Minister 
Le Mai to discuss both Cambodia and POW/MIA issues. Mr. Solomon also met with 
Mr. Hun Sen in Paris October 24 during which POW/MIA cooperation was dis- 
cussed extensively. 

Also important to note are the recent visits to Washin^n of Phnom Penh For- 
eign Minister Hor Nam Hong and Vietnamese Vice Foreign Minister Tran Quang 
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Co, the first senior Vietnamese official to visit the Pentagon. Both met with lAG 
principals to discuss POW/MIA. . ^ 

Not all of our diplomatic activities during the past lo months have been with the 
Governments of Vietnam and Laos and the Phnom Penh authorities, We have also 
coordinated diplomatic approaches with many countries active in the area to ensure 
they understood our policy objectives in Indochina particularly on a Cambodian set- 
tlement and POW/MIA, We have urged friendly countries to limit diplomatic, aid 
and economic activities with Vietnam until progress was made on these objectives. 

We have also approached countries which potentially might have information 
about the POW/MIA issue, Secretary Baker has personally raised the issue with 
senior soviet officials. So has acting Assistant Secretary Carl Ford. Since July 1990 1 
have carried on a dialog with Soviet diplomats particularly about the possibility of 
Americans still being alive in Vietnam, We have ajso discussed the issue with offi- 
cials of the Peoples Republic of China. Just recently we worked with China to facili- 
tate a visit by a family member which resulted in important information being ob- 
tained relating to that family's missing loved one. 

In sum, the past 15 months have seen diplomatic efforts of an unprecedented 
breadth and scope on behalf of our POW/MIA effort. 

Reports of Live Americans 

Another aspect of our efforts of which it Is importont to take note has been our 
rapid reaction to reports of Americans alive in captivity. 

There have been two such cases to come before the I AG in the last 12 months. 
The first, which occurred in October 1990, involved a report and a photo of an indi- 
vidual identified as Walter T. Robertson. Even though a careful analysis indicated 
that the person in the photo was not the Walter T. Robertson who served in the 
U.S. military or the one who was a crewman on the Glomar Java Sea, we could not 
preclude the possibility that he was an American. So the lAG urgently dispatched a 
plane and team to Vietnam to investigate the case. We eventually determined that 
the man involved was not an American. 

The second instance surrounded several highly publicized photos which were iden- 
tified by family members as being five American servicemen. The first of these 
photos was brought to my attention on July 12 by Shelby Quast, the daughter of one 
of the men. The-certainty with which she and more than a dozen other family mem- 
bers -identified the three men in the photo as Colonel Robertson, Lt. Commander 
Stevens and Major Lundy was powerful and compelling evidence. Within an hour I 
had convened an emergency session of the lAG, including General Vessey, at which 
agreement was quickly reached on specific steps to be taken. Before the day was 
out, and with the concurrence of the three families, I communicated the photo to 
the Vietnamese and instructed our Embassy in Vientiane to approach the Lao Gov- 
ernment and Phnom Penh’s Ambassador. In all three instances we called on the au- 
thorities to undertake an urgent and immediate investigation. Shortly thereafter, 
Secretary Baker wrote to Foreign Minister Thach stressing the importance of Viet- 
nam's urgent cooperation. , , j . u 

Mr. Chairman, I met for 2 hours with the three families involved, during that 
meeting they implored me to go to Hanoi to investigate the photos. I said 1 would. 
And I did. „ , 

Three days later I left for Asia to investigate that photo-as well as two other 
photos which subsequently became available which pictured men identified by their 
families as Lt. Borah and Captain Carr. My meeting with Cambodian officials in 
Beijing led to unprecedented cooperation by Phnom Penh’s authorities in -investigat- 
ing not only these photos but also a number of other POW/MIA incidents. A DIA 
investigative team which was received in Phnom Penh immediately develoned im- 
portant information relevant to the photos of the three men. This led to follow on 
visits including a recent field activity on Tang Island, the site of the Mayaguez inci- 

On this same trip, I also traveled to Hanoi and Vientiane, in both cases I stressed 
the importance of immediate and thorough action to investigate the photo of the 
three men. I am able to report that the response by both the Lao and Vietnamese 
Governments to this, the most urgent information about possibly alive Americans to 
come before the lAG since I have been its chair, was very Msitive. 

In Hanoi in my meeting with Vice Foreign Minister LeMai I obtained agreement 
for access to prisons where we had reports the photos were taken— an action totally 
without precedent. 

The Vietnamese also provided information from military archives and records 
which heretofore was unavailable and agreed to an immediate reexcavation of the 
crash site of O)lonel Robertson's plane. 
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Lao officials also pledged full cooperation and shortly thereafter, acting unilater- 
ally, located the Lao citizen who apparently was the person in the photo identified 
as Lt, Borah. They also made this jierson available to U.S, POW/MIA experts. 

I would be remiss, Mr. Chairman, if i did not make specific reference to the 
superb support I received from Department of Defense personnel from DIA head- 
quarters in Washington and stationed in Bangkok and Hanoi throughout this trip to 
Asia. 

In addition to the diplomatic steps I have just outlined, there have been , other 
quite significant actions taken during the past 16 months by General Vessey, offi- 
cials of the defense department, other rhembers of the lAG, and indeed by Members 
of Congress and private organizations, all of which are very important parts of the 
mosaic of America's POW/MIA efforts. I have not detailed them in my testimony 
becauM you will be hearing directly from many of them about what they have ac- 
complished. I do want to note,, however, that they form part~an essential part— of 
this picture of greatly increased activity aimed at assuring the fullest possible ac- 
counting for our missing service members. 

The Roadmap 

I believe it would be useful, Mr. Chairman, if I said a few words about U.S. policy 
vis-a-vis Vietnam on normalization of relations with Vietnam. Our policy today re- 
mains unchanged. The United States is prepared to proceed toward normalization of 
relations with Vietnam only in the context of a comprehensive political settlement 
in Cambodia. The pace tmd scope of the normalization process will ^ directly affect- 
ed by the seriousness vrith which Vietnam cooperates on the POW/MIA issue. 

Let me emphasize that the roadmap did not change that policy— rather it details 
a ^th we could follow based on that polimr. It fuses together our objectives on Cam- 
bodia and POW/MIA and lays out a four phased gameplan within which, as 
progr^ is made on Cambodia and POW/MIA, we are prepared to take concomitant 
steps in expanding U.S. economic and political activity with Vietnam and Camb> 
dia. At first the steps with Vietnam will be small, but as mutual confidence is devel- 
oped and, I emphasize, progress on Cambodia and POW/MIA continues, the steps 
increase in importance. The roadmap is constructed in a way so that we could move 
rapidly or slowlv, depending on Vietnamese cooperation. It is important to stress 
that central to the roadmap is Hanoi's addr^in^the live prisoner issue, returning 
implementing a 24-month process to investigate every 
POW/MIA case. It ir'also important to note that the roadmap addresses the human- 
itarian issue of the release of political prisoners still held in reeducation. 

While it is useful to enumerate the various diplomatic actions we have taken, we 
have to judge our success based on the results we achieve. And there has been 
progress. 

Our office in Hanoi has had access to information from official Vietnamese 
reco^s, archives and files as well as war museums. This has been a significant help 
in advancing our knowledge on a number of discrepancy cases and therefore direct- 
ly related to the live prisoner issue. Vietnam responded immediately and positively 
m the photo investigation including granting access to the two prisons. In the past 
12 months, the U.S. has removed 51 remains from Vietnam, 19 of which have been 
J^^f'tified as particular U.S. servicemen and 18 others as possibly Americans. In 
Phnom Penh we have had more significant assistance on the photo cases, and a 
demonstrated willingness to work cooperatively on other individual cases as well, 
including missing American journalists. 

We have also seen a number of important breakthroughs in Lao POW/MIA coop- 
eration. We have conducted our first-ever investigations into discrepancy cases in- 
known to have been alive in Lao hands. We have expanded our 
POW/MIA efforts, previously limited to two southern provinces, into four additional 
provinces. In May, the Lao agreed to an expanded annual schedule of POW/MIA 
a^rtiyities, including field activities during the rainy season. Most recently, the Lao 
Foreign Minister told Swretary Baker that his government would participate in a 
trilateral meeting with U.S. and the Vietnamese to discuss cases along the Lao-SRV 
wider. And m I noted earlier, the Lao cooperated very effectively on the photo be- 
lieved to be of Lt. Borah. 

We have consistently told Vietnam that the formal process of normalization of re- 
lations could only begin with the signing of the Paris agreement. That approach was 
embodied in our policy as prewnted to the Vietnamese by A/S Solomon last April. 
Based on the fact that both Vietnam and the Phnom Penh authorities did sign the 
agreement on Cambodia, and that POW/MIA cooperation and the release of 
reeducation prisoners has begun, the U.S. has responded by announcing that we are 
taking the steps we said we would to begin the road map. Secretary Baker an- 






nounced in Paris that the U.S. would; soon send a diplomatic mission to Cambodia 
to represent us . to the Supreme National Council; lift our trade embargo on Cambo- 
dia once UNAMIC is in place, and implemenlatipn of the peace agreement has 
begun; remove the 25 mile travel restriction on Vietnamese diplomats at the UN; 
revise our trade embargo to permit U.S.-organized travel to Vietnam by groups, 
such as veterans, business organizations and others, and start talks with Vietnam 
on the issues and modalities involved in the normalization process. 

These are the only steps in the roadmap we have taken with Vietnam. No other 
decisions have been made to take any further steps. Our policy remains as stated 
and laid out in the roadmap. That will continue to be our policy. We are in control 
of the process. We are prepared to move forward but only with continued progress 
on Cambodia and POW/MIA. In that regard I note that following the Secretary’s 
announcement in Paris, the Vietnamese have given us the increased access we re- 
quested to some key military records and have indicated they have a significant 
number of additional remains ready for the two sides to jointly examine. 

I would hope that this development indicates that we; can look to more progress 
and greater results because, Mr. Chairman, our policy is driven by a desire to end 
the agony suffered by families of our POW/MIA’s as well as the agony of the Cam- 
bodian people. We have made progress toward both these goals, we have a Cambodi- 
an agreement. We have an office in Hanoi. We have some important advances on 
POW/MIA. But we still have a considerable way to go. So let me end by saying, on 
behalf of Secretary Baker as well as for myself, that we intend to build on the ac- 
complishments we have achieved and continue our efforts toward the goal we all 
share— the fullest possible accounting for all our POW/MIA’s. 

The Chairman. We appreciate the testimony and really, that 
was a guideline, not a strict requirement. 

Let me ask you some questions which position me sort of as a 
devil’s advocate a little bit, and I want to emphasize that I am not, 
at this point, taking one side or the other in this, but I want to try 
to test some of the theories about all of this. _ 

First of all, when was the last-timer during that period of service 
in the early 1970'8, that you left Vietnam? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, I transferred out in May 1974, but I returned 
to Vietnam on several occasions after that, and I was last there at 
the end of March, the beginning of April with General Wyand on 
the Presidential fact-finding mission which made an assessment for 
President Ford of the military situation and provided a prognosis 
for the survival of the government in Saigon. 

The Chairman. Now at that period of time, which was after the 
formal conclusion of the United State involvement, during the in- 
terim period prior to the fall of the government, did you have any 
knowl^ge at that time of intelligence that indicated the possibility 
of any Americans being held alive in Vietnam or in Laos? 

Mr. Quinn. Alive in captivity? 

The Chairman. In captivity? 

Mr. Quinn. No, sir. 

The Chairman. So after Operation Homecoming, to the best of 
your knowledge there was no data that you had access to through 
your sources in Vietnam and through the U.S. Government that in- 
dicated to you that an American was being held alive and in cap- 
tivity? 

Mr. Quinn. No, sir, But I think I should emphasize that POW/ 
MIA was not a subject that I worked on in detail. 

The Chairman. I understand, fair enough. I am just wondering if 
in the course of your discussions somebody came up to you and 
said, hey, you know, not everybody went back. Operation Home- 
coming is not complete. Did you ever hear that? 
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Mr. Quinn. No, sir, I did not. There were reports during the war 
which I remember seeing of individuals who had possibly gone over 
to the other side, I am not sure what the right word is on that and 
there were a couple of names there who I understood did not 
return. 

I didn't know and I still don't know today what their fate Was, 
but those were the only names that I recall from that period. 

'The Chairman. Are those people that you say, quote, "went over 
to the other side,” listed as MIA/POW today? 

Mr. Quinn. The one name that I recall from that period, I be- 
lieve is not listed as POW/MIA, but is listed as somebody about 
whom we don t know what his particular fate was. 

The Chairman. So that person is not among the 2,273? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t believe so, but I would have to-— 

The Chairman. Secretary Ford, do you know the answer to that? 

Mr. Ford. Mr. Chairman, as far as I know, there are no names 
on our list of 2,273 that were in a deserter or AWOL category. 

The Chairm/^. We will come back to that later but let’s sort of 
look at this thing from the perspective of the average American 
who doesn t know a lot about it, who certainly hasn't read intelli- 
gence, would you say, is there any doubt in your mind, that Viet- 
nam wants to normalize? 

Mr. Quinn. No, I believe that Vietnam does want to proceed in 
the direction of a better relationship, a more normal relationship 
with the United States. 

The Chairman. Could Vietnam normalize if a week from now we 
discovered a camp full pf Americans being held or with 10 or 2 or 

Mr. Quinn. I couldn't imagine that possibility. Senator. 

^e Chairman. And they must be aware of that, correct? 

Mr. Quinn. I would a^ume that having had people in the United 
States, that they would know that. 

The Chairman. Most people would assume that if we were to dis- 
cover they were holding somebody, it would be years before this 
country 

1^. ^inn. It would be destructive of the whole process. 

pe Chairman. Now if that is true, and I accept that that basi- 
cally is true, can you help the committee to underetand, for those 
who assert that the government is holding somebody over there, 
what rationale, what is the purpose, what gain since 19 years have 
almost elapsed and there has been, I take it, no offer-have you 
ever received an offer to negotiate the return of people? 

Mr. Quinn. Return of live — - 

The Chairman. Return of live Americans? 

Mr. Quinn. I never have, no. Senator. 

"pie Ch^rnun. Myone ever seen any intelligence or any 
data that h^ through a back channel that has sought payment for 
the return of people? j 

Mr. Quinn. Not that I know of. 

u therefore, why would the government today 

tw holding somebody in your view, you are the head of the group 
that is tasked with trying to return a live American, what is there 
that would make you believe that there is an opportunity that a 
live Amencan might be held by the government? I am leaving 
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aside the possibility pf some outside group. But is there any ration- 
ale at all that you could understand that comes to any person in 
your group? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t think that there is anything that I would 
think of that would explain a position like that on the part of Viet- 
nam. I have had many meetings over the time that I have been in 
the lAG and I have met with people who are critics of our process 
and who put forward arguments or possible justifications, some- 
times it relates to expert information, technical information that 
particular Americans might have had. 

So I have heard these positions put forward, but I believe that 
for Vietnam to take a position like that, they would have to under- 
stand that it would be very destructive of any type of diplomatic 
hop of progress. 

the Chairman. Now presuming that when, let’s say that, let me 
ask it this way. When I was in Hanoi I met with the ambassadors 
of Great Britain, Italy, France, Australia and one other country, it 
slips my mind at this moment, but all five of the ambassadors 
looked at me in the course of our luncheon and said. Senator, you 
are crazy. 

Your country is crazy. We are over here. We go all over the 
Country. We have diplomatic presence, you don’t. Why don’t you 
get over here, and if you want to find people who are alive, get 
your people in the country, on the ground, and talk to people the 
way we do because we have been here for years, and we dorit have 
any sign of any of your people being alive. 

Now are we different? Do we view the world differently? Is there 
some reason that we -should look at this differently, and again, I 
am sort of being the devil’s advocate on this with you, but I want 
to know what your thinking is on it since you are the head of this 
agency group? 

Mr. Quinn. I think that is important to have people on the 
ground and able to move around and talk and investigate and 
that's why we have the office there. So I think that is— and the 
office has more than proved its worth in the short time that it has 
been open, to me. So I think that is very valuable. 

At the same time, Vietnam was a traumatic experience for our 
country, and I think it is veiy important how we proceed in the 
future and there are obviously a lot of wounds that are still there 
and they haven’t healed. 

So our approach has been one to try. to find a diplomatic strategy 
in which we show Vietnam that, yes, we can proceed. Yes, we can 
move ahead, and to be very clear and precise with Vietnam in 
saying, this is what has to happen for us to be able to move ahead, 
and it outlines steps that we can each take, build conhdence with 
each other that we are addressing each other’s needs and to move 
ahead and resolve this issue in a way that will be, allow us to pro- 
vide the fullest possible accounting on POW/MIA’s and .also in a 
w^ that can have the support of the American people. 

The Chairman. Now what is the likelihood, that somebody fell 
into hands outside of the government, and that some tribe or group 
or who knows what, were holding somebody in a jungle in a remote 
area which is not accessible and that the government wouldn’t 
know it? What is the analysis with respect to that? 
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Mr. Quinn. In my conversation with Foreign Minister Thach, he 
has ^sftid that Vietnam was not holding anybody alive, but he 
couldn t say for sure that there wasn’t a situation exactly like the 
circumstances that you have just mentioned, and in fact, he then 
provided us this information about Walter R, Robertson and the 
picture which he did not vouchsafe that it was true, but he wanted 
to be passing on the information which fit the circumstance like 
that. 

So I think you would have to say, given the fact that we have the 
di^repancy CMes, that you have Americans who we cannot say for 
certain that they perish in the incident and even that took place 
that we have to act with the possibility that there could be some- 
body alive and it's possible that 

The Chairman. Based on your knowledge of Vietnam and of the 
region, it is fair to say, is it not, that there are some regions remote 
enough and some areas that are not sufficiently within the real 

control of the ^vemment, that that could exist? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, for Vietnam, it has to be extremely remote. It 
IS a heavily popuUted country, approaching 70 million people. It 
hM an established governmental infrastructure, and I think the 
Vietnamese government knows basically what goes on its country 
^ huge area, only a couple of million 
think, if you are talking about probabilities within 
possibilities^, that ]s a country in which something like that could 
® ®^^&htly higher probability of occurring. 

'The Chairman. Well it is going to be important for the commit- 

tee to ^ to n^ow probabilities and possibilities and 

Mr. Quinn. Of course. 

The Chairman. And to try to make assessments regarding them 
soj^ me come back to that and let me let my colleague pick 

Senator Reid. M^r. Chairman, could we limit it to 5 minutes, 
there are six of us here. luutca, 

pie Chairman. Senator Smith. 

predecessor, Mr. Lamberton in 
T concerned was the priority 

with Uos, the issue of POW’s and MIA's. Is that still the case in 
your opmion? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, it is, it still is. But I think it would be important 
to note that since then, I don t know exactly what other things we 
SThe^rlcorf^^ narcotics in 1987, 1 would have to go back and 

But wr^nly now, narcotics cooperation is another very impor- 
tant subject in our relations with Laos. ^ ^ 

mfff fk Hennr I^inger's memoires, he made a state- 

ment that m Februa^ 1973 that the North Vietnamese handed 
over to him a list of POW s that had been captured in Laos. 

1 as sume that that list is, I don't know if you have ever seen 

Mr. Quinn. I have not. 

Senator Smith, 'ae concern that I have, is that the nine that the 
North ^^etnamese had or were these prisoners that were captured 
by the Pathet Uo? I would like to have, just for the interest of 
folks back there, have the opportunity to see that list or for the 
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committee to have access to that list. I won’t question you on it at 
this point. 

How many reports do you know of in the Department of State 
pertaining alleged sightings of American POW’s in Laos? 

Mr, Quinn. Well, most of the reports that are received at the De- 
partment of State would come either from the defense department 
reporting in the field, through its intelligence agencies, or from our 
embassies, report of our embassy, in Vientiane or our embassy in 
Bangkok reporting, or if other individuals, private citizens would 
somehow come to us directly. 

I don’t have any idea— and I am not sure which of those catego- 
ries you would be referring to. 

Senator Smith. The point is, I think there has to be communica- 
tion obviously between State and DIA and State or DOD and^ — 

Mr. Quinn. Oh, yes. 

Senator Smith. In terms of keeping the established priority, if 
POW’s are the priority issue with the State Department and with 
Laos, and surely they ought to have some feedback from DOD as to 
how many POW sightings we have. So is there such communica- 
tion between the two as far as you know? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, sir, there is certainly communication 

Senator Smith. But at this point you don’t know how many there 
are? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t know. I wouldn’t have a number, but I would 
certainly undertake to try to get you a number. 

Senator Smith. It just seems like in your position you should 
know, you want to know the number if it is a priority issue, then it _ 
would seem to me that you ought to know how many alleged sight- 
ings there are 

Mr. Quinn. The information, if I could. Senator, there is volumi- 
nous traffic flow and we have reports that will come in that some- 
times will be hearsay reports, they will be second hand. Everything 
is written down and conveyed and that flows through the commu- 
nication channel and it goes to the analysts and they will look at it 
and sort it and make some judgments about which are ones that 
we really should pay attention to and of course, we depend on their 
judgments to a very high degree. 

^nator Smith. I will accept that. Have we made similar propos- 
als to the Lao that we have made to the Vietnamese. We don’t 
have the diplomatic ties— we have at least some type of embassy 
ties in Laos. Have we made similar proposals to them? Take us to 
the live sighting locations. A, and B, have they accepted? 

Mr. Quinn. We have gone to them with the live sighting reports 
and they said that they would investigate them. They said that 
they would take us, after— when they have done their unilateral 
investigation, that they would also take us. They did that with the 
Borah case. They have said that they would do that with the Carr 
case, and we have our Lao investigator who is here from the em- 
bassy in Bangkok — 

Senator Smith. Prison sites, alleged prison sites? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t know— we don’t have, that I have seen, specif- 
ic reports of prison sites with particular individuals in them right 
now to request. I know that there are reports of 
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Senator Smith. But they have not said that you can come, as 
Vietnam has said, even though we haven't gone yet, they have said 
you could come to prison sites, have they said that, like the Viet- 
namese have? 

Mr. Quinn. I have not raised with them visiting particular 
prison sites. I have raised with them particular cases and investi- 
pting the reports where those are. Let me, if I could, just check to 
be sure. ‘ 

As I saM, Senator, we have generally not had information that 
puts specific individuals in specific prisons. I assure you if we had 
that, we will follow it up. There is, l am toli one report that Cap- 
tain Urr was held in prison, and that we have asked to go and 
visit that site and they have said that they will arrange for us to 
do that. 

Smith. Senator Grassley is up next I believe. 

Mr. Quinn. Senator, it is good to see you. Senator is my Senator. 
I am from Iowa. . 

^nator Grassley. Notice that he smiled when he said that. You 

were from Iowa. I assume you have already 
said that— — ^ 

The Chairm^. He did all that refugee work in Iowa. [Laughter. 1 
Senator McCain. Is this refugee work, people fleeing Iowa for Ar- 
izona.' [Laughter.] 

* H*-S^.*^*i* was some initial flight the first winter, Sena- 
tor McCain, but the ones from Laos actually— 

^nator McCain. We have settled very successfully the lowans in 
Arizona. [Laughter.] 

Senator Grassley. Do my 5 minutes start right now, Mr Chair- 
man.' - 

The Chairman. Right this instant. 

Senator G^ssley. If I could, the first thing would be to discuss 
something with you that I brought up with General Vessey. I don’t 
know whether you were here or not and it doesn’t matter. It per- 
tains to the normalization of relations with Vietnam, and resolu- 
tion 01 the discrepancy cases. 

My question to him, and to you because he could not give a defi- 
nite ®^wer, IS what officially are the criteria for cfiscrepancy 
cases. He left the impression with me that the criteria was rather 
subjective. 

Could you tell us what the criteria are and please understand if 
you want to elaborate in great detail in writing I would be glad to 
-have It that way.. But somewhere along the line I have to get a 
pretty definite answer on this. “ 

Mr. Quinn. The basic general definition, and if I could, we will 
submit something in writing, but is that there is evidence that the 
^rson involved survived the incident and that Vietnam or Laos or 
Umbodia would have information about the fate of the person. 

senator Grassley. Maybe, I want to emphasize the word policy, 
to pt away from what I got from General Vessey, being very sute 
jective. I think he kind of referred to the fact that there wasn’t a 
policy. 

Is there a policy on what is a discrepancy case and what isn’t, or 
^li^?^ told me is the expression of that 
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Mr. Quinn. Yes, that is right. What I have told you is the expres- 
sion of the policy. 

# Senator Grassley, Then my follow-up question is, who is respon- 
sible for setting the policy governing discrepancy cases and who de- 
termines which cases are discrepancy cases and nondiscrepancy 
cases? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, discrepancy, the cases, the experts on the Cases 
reside in the defense department, and they do the analysis based 
on all of the information and will made those of us who are in 
% policy positions aware of which cases there is information that we 
have that a person would have survived the incident and that the 
Vietnamese would have knowledge of the Laotians would have 
knowledge of that. 

Senator Grassley: Would it be fair to say that the state depart- 
ment is not in any rush to resolve these cases simply because we 
want to move toward normalization? 
g Mr. Quinn. Yes, it is yeiy fair to say that. 

Senator Grassley. If this committee were to show that a discrep- 
ancy case that has been ’’resolved”— and for the definition of re- 
solved, we would accept your decision— should not be resolved 
based on further evidence on its merits— that the merits would say 
that it should remain open— could we expect that such a case 
would itself become a discrepancy case that would still beg a reso- 
0 lution? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, you should, and in fact, we have had just a case 
exactlv like that, and if I could explain. I mean, one way of being, 
sure that you have an accounting is that if you have remains that 
come back, that can be identified as an individual. Then you can be 
sure what the fate is. 

But if you don’t have remains, then you look and assess all of the 
^ information you have and you make a judgment. 'That was done in 

* the case of Colonel Robertson, but when we had this new photo evi- 
dence and we had identification made by members of the Robert- 
son family, it didn’t matter what our previous judgment had been, 
we didn’t have remains and we pursued it with all of the vigor and 
energy that we could. And if there are any other cases, no matter 
how they have been acHudicated, if we doat have the remains that 

- are returned, and we nave new information that comes from the 

• committee or anybody else, we will, of course, pursue it. 

Senator Grassley. That is a very good example. So that at this 
point, I take what you say is that the Robertson case would be now 
a discrepancy case; 

Mr. Quinn. We are still looking at the photo and we are continu- 
ing to pursue that and investigate that case and so I would not con- 
sider it one in which we have reached final conclusions, 
w Senator Grassley. Who would make the decision on whether or 
not a case like this is a discrepancy case? 

Mr. Quinn. The lAG would meet and review and discuss cases 
like that. Of course, they are discussed with General Vessey, but 
we, of course, rely very extensively on the work that is done by the 
defense department experts, both in DIA and in the Pacific Com- 
mand and JCRC, who also have people in Hanoi and in Bangkok 
9 and so we rely on their expert analysis and work and then try to 
make the best possible judgments we can about how to proceed. 
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Senator Grassley. Does one or more than one person, or maybe 
different people for different cases make this decision or is it one 
person 

Mr. Quinn. It is not any one person, no. 

Senator Grassley. OK. We heard this morning that the U.S. and 
Vietnam have agreed to certain procedures for investigating live 
sighting reports. Does this include our government turning over 
classified file information on POW’s like sources and methods? 

Mr. Quinn, Certainly not turning over anything about sources 
and methods, I couldn't imagine a situation in which we would do 
that. There are situations though where we have information and 
in which we make a prudent judgment or attempt to make a pru- 
dent judgment as to what information we would provide to Viet- 
nam. 

So in the case of the Robertson, Stevens and Lundy photo, we did 
provide information to the Vietnamese government, the Cambodi- 
an government and the Laotian government which we expected 
them to investigate and work with and we asked them to provide 
us answers. But we certainly didn't turn over anything. 

In fact, one of the things Colonel Cole and I did and Warren 
Gray until about 2:00 in the morning was going through this infor- 
mation to make absolutely sure that in no way was there any com- 
promise of where we were getting our information. 

Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain.. 

Senator McCain. So you have reached no conclusions concerning 
the photo oHhe three? - . - 

Mr. Quinn. I have not. And of course, the photo is being ana- 
lyzed and I think you will hear later from people in DOD and DIA 
about it. 

But I have said publicly to the families that until I would see in- 
formation that would indicate that either that Colonel Robertson is 
conclusively dead or that the photo can someway be demonstrated 
that it is not what it purports to be, that we would continue to 
pursue it and investigate it. 

Senator McCain. You mention in your statement that the 
Walter T. Robertson photo you determined was not an American. 
How did you do that? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, the photo was of a black person and Walter T. 
Robertson who served in the U.S. Army, I believe, was Caucasian. 
Second, Walter T. Robertson returned from Vietnam and is alive in 
the United States. 

The Chairman. You applied some extraordinary methods to that 
case. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Quinn. I guess that is a source and method we could reveal. 

Senator McCain. And you have no conclusions about the Carr 
picture? 

Mr. Quinn. I do not, but I believe some of the other expert wit- 
nesses may. 

Senator McCain. How firm are the POW/MIA conditions of the 
roadmap? 

Mr. Quinn. They are central to the roadmap and they are very 
firm. I think that statement is as strong as I could make it. 


Senator McCain. In the last year thanks to Vietnamese desire 
for normalization and driven largely by their economic conditions 
and General Vessey’s outstanding work, you have seen great 
progress? 

Mr. Quinn. I think we have made progress, I think we are going 
in the right direction. And I think we have set a framework in a 
stage for moving ahead and getting more answers. 

Senator McCain. More progress than you have seen in previous 
years? 

Mr. Quinn. I think so. Senator. 

Senator McCain. And you are optimistic? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes. 

Senator McCain. About the resolution of this issue? 

Mr. Quinn. I am optimistic that we have momentum, that we 
have found a direction and that we are going in the right direction. 
I guess anytime you talk about Vietnam I want to be sort of guard- 
ed about expressing optimism about anything. 

But I have some guarded optimism that we are going in the right 
direction and we have the potential. I think that we have the po- 
tential now to really move ahead and get more results. 

Senator McCain. I was contacted today by Mr. Earl Bond from 
California who is the father of Captain Ronald Bond, USAF. He 
has been missing since he was shot down over Laos in 1971. 

His father, naturally, argued he had been denied information by 
DIA and that he has a right to know. And he further alleges that 
Defense Department officials have publicly asserted that they have 
provided him the information. You are not familiar with that case? 

Mr. Quinn. I am not, I am sorry, Senator. 

Senator McCain. Could you provide for the record a response for 
those allegations or have Mr. Ford or someone do so? I would ap- 
preciate it. 

Obviously, these hearings will spark renewed interest on the part 
of many concerned individuals as well as family members. 

How did they determine that the Borah, how did they track 
down the Borah picture or the individual who was purport^ to be 
Mr. Borah? Do you know the answer to that? 

Mr. Quinn. I know the answer generally and I think you will get 
more details later. 

But we provided some information to the Lao and they went and 
looked and found the man who appeared to be the individual that 
was in the photo. Then our team went out, they met with the indi- 
vidual. They saw him. They had a chance to photograph him, take 
fingerprints, interview him, ask him about the photo and how it 
was taken, compare the photo with him and with other photos. 

But, again, I was not the one who was involved in that. And I 
think you will be hearing from the individuals who were and they 
can give you a much more precise and detailed answer. 

Senator McCain. But in the case of Laos, which is the focus of a 
lot of our attention because of the disproportionate numbers of 
POW's who were returned as opposed to North Vietnam, in your 
view are the Laos still significantly controlled by the Vietnamese? 
And what is the degree of their cooperation? And if they are coop- 
erating, is it because the Vietnamese are telling them to or is it 
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because of their desire for better relations throughout the region, 
including with Thailand? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, Laos has always lived in the shadow of Viet- (p 0 
nam. It is a country of 70 million and a county of 2 million or 3 
million people nearby. 

But I feel that Laos, the Laotian people are very proud and that 
they had a very close relationship with Hanoi during the war, But 
I think it is somewhat more distant now. I would certainly never 
say that it is a country that is not influenced by Vietnam. Certain- 
ly it is influenced significantly, but I think not as much if you look a a 
back at 1975. And I think the Laotians are trying to find their own 
way. And they are very sensitive to the suggestion that somehow 
that they just are a subdivision of Vietnam. So we deal with them 
as an independent country. And I believe that the facts justify that 
approach. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator McCain. ^ ^ 

Senator Reid. ^ w 

Senator Reid. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

For my own personal curiosity and also to lay an appropriate 
background, tell me ^ain what you were doing in combat situa- 
tions as a foreign service officer. 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, Senator. 

I was assigned as a foreign service officer to Vietnam. And then I ^ ^ 

was assigned to MACV, the Military Assistance Command Viet- • • 

nam, and the advisory program throughout Vietnam for the pro- 
vincial _and regional forces in yietnam and for local government It 
w^ a combined military and civilian operation with an integrated 
military and civilian chain of command down to the district level. 

And so I was a district senior advisor, I guess the equivalent of 
m^be like a county in the United States. And I went into, I was in _ 
Sedec Province down in the Mekong Delta. And I went into a dis- ^ ® 
trict and replaced a U.S. Army m^or as the district senior adviser. 

And this district happened to be right at the edge of the Vin 
Long army airfield. And so we engaged every day in joint oper- 
ations with helicopter units that came off the Vin Long army air- 
field and going out in the helicopters, searching for areas and 
troops when the time came. And I went out in my civilian clothes 
and did everything the Army major before me did and, I presume, ^ # 
the Army major who replaced me did. 

The Chairman. This was early training for his dealings with us. 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. Quinn. I expected when I joined the foreign service that I 
was going to be off in Paris or Vienna or someplace with aperitifs 
and discussing the nuances of international relations with diplo- 
mats, some place in Europe. And I suddenly woke up and I was in # # 
Vietnam in this situation one morning. It changed my life. 

Senator Reid. Do you believe the allegations that there is a tend- 
ency to find fault with the source of information rather than inves- 
tigate the data? This has been talked about by a number of ^na- 
tors here today. Let us hear what you have to say about that. 

Mr. Quinn. There are, I would, I guess, start by saying of all the 
people that I deal with from DIA, DOD, and so on, have always 0 A 

shown to me that when they have information and that it looks 
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good and they make a judgment that we proceed after it rapidly 
and vigorously. And I do not have any sense that there is anybody 
who is doing anything other than that. 

Senator Reid. How about in the past? . 

Mr. Quinn. Well, I have only been in this job since July 1999. 
Senator Reid. But you, of course, have looked at what has gone 

on before, I hope? , u * 

Mr. Quinn. I have not made any investigation of what has gone 
on before I came into the job and start from there. And obviously, 

there are some references to the past. , , ,. ^ n 

But to answer, if I could take one second, that m our State De- 
partment business overseas, we process thousands and thousands ot 
cases of people who are after visas. And it has occurred to me ^ 1 
have looked at these two processes, that I have seem something 
happening in the State Department where we have had so many in 
some places, so many stories that are brought to us by people who 
are interest^ in a visa to come to the United States, but it is not, 

and these turn out to be bogus stories and they are not true. 

And I know that our officers who deal with them will sometimes 
feel that they are inundated with that type of information. And 1 
have seen in iust sampling and looking at these reports as they 
now iXJ yiuget time aW time in L POW/MIA issue people 
coming in, looking to try to extort money from us, looking to some- 
how try to present us with hearsay information in a way that they 
can gain some advantage. That having that type of situation in all 
of those reports, because every one of them has to be gone through, 

I think that it does not help. I think that it can cause skepticism to 

creep into the process. ' , . r i 

I do not know that it has, but I have felt that that kind of analo- 
gy is possible. . 

Senator Reid. I am reminded of a statement that Chmrraan 
Kerry made earlier today that I think we need only look at the fact 
that here it is 18 years, 19 years later. And the investigatory staff, 
call it whatever you want, is getting bigger rather than smaller. 
And you would think it would be just the opposite. Obviously, 
something has to occur so the staff winds down. 

And I just have to believe the little bit that I know at tbs stage 
that we may have had too many people that looked at this m it 
were a visa application and not somebody who is waiting for their 
loved one to come home. 

Mr. Quinn. Again, I just want to repeat that nothing where l 
have been involved since I have been in this job, where any of this 
information has been discussed, that nobody has tended to debunk 

Senator Reid. You made that point clear. But you see, that is a 
problem that we have every step of the way. EveryMy is saying, 
while I was on watch we did everything that we could. Well, wme- 
where along the road something has gone wrong. Or we would not 
be now, almost 20 years later, building a staff rather than cuttmg 

Mr ^Quinn. If I could, I think that one of the reasons that we are 
building the staff now is that there is a lot of work to be done and 
we see now the potential for doing it. And if we could keep moving 
in this roadmap approach and continue to take steps, this is going 
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to open up for other and more activity and we want to be able to 
move in when that door is open and hit the ground .and do this 
kind of accounting as fast, and investigations and access to infor- 
mation and interviewing people and following up, as fast as we can. 

I do not think that the American people would be satisfied with 
us saying now you have these things available and you do not have 
the resources ready and the people ready to move ahead and take 
advantage of them. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator Reid. I think that is a very 
fair statement. 

Md obviously there is a greater opportunity today which re- 
quires more on the ground personnel. We were not in Vietnam 
until this past year and so forth. Some might question whether we 
could have been there sooner, but the interesting inquiry for this 
conjmittee smd the difficult inquiry, and it is raised by Senator 
Smith pointing out the sort of difference between what was re- 
sponded to to the committee and then what finally turns up. And 
that as you go backward in time, soihehow you have to establish 
what the probability was in 1973 and 1974 that somebody was alive 
because it is depending on that probability that you can begin to 
make some judgments about the possibilities and probabilities of 
discrepancy cases today. 

If in 1973 it was highly unlikely that somebody was alive, it is 
1^ likely that 19 years later they are. But if in 1973 there was, 
dmost to a certainty, somebody alive, there is a greater likelihood 
that 19 years later somebody may be alive. And so we are forced, 
automatically, try to make some assessments about the state of 
knowl^ge back then which is why I said the committee will trace _ 
the chain of custody of this issue, if you will, almost building a 
chart from where we were in terms of our knowledge and the nego- 
tiations in Paris. 

Because there is no way that we can sit here at the end of this 
inquiry and try to make a judgment and say, well, gosh, we do not 
thmk somebody is alive today if we are discounting the odds that 
somebody might have been alive back then. 

So as uncomfortable and difficult as that inquiry is, I think we 
are forced to try to make it. 

Mr. Quinn. 1 think, l^nator, that any type of thorough investiga- 
tion and review of the issue would have to include that. I just 
wanted to make the point that from the time I came I have been 
looking ahead to what is it we can do, what steps can we take, 
what diplomatic or other measures can we pursue to get at the an- 
swers. 

The Chairman. And your first formal contact with this in official 
capacity with responsibility for the issue was? 

Mr. Quinn. July 1990. 

The Chairman. Senator Daschle. 

Senator Daschle. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

It was really along those lines that I wanted to begin my ques- 
tioning. It relates to the degree to which you believe there was a 
consensus al^ut the number of men last known to be alive in Laos 
and Cambodia back in 1973. To what degree do you think the con- 
sensus existed with regard to the numbers back then? 


Mr. Quinn. In 1973? I was on the Cambodian border in 1973; 
And I was not aware of what the discussion was at that time. I 
really feel inadequate to answer the question. 

Senator Daschle. I am not asking \vhat you knew then. I am 
asking about your knowledge now, having had this position for -a 
year with access to the records that must have been compiled over 
the last 17 years. To what degree do we now know there was a con- 
sensus about numbers of live men left in Cambodia and Laos? 

Mr. Quinn. I am not aware. Senator, that there has been any 
judgment at any time in the executive branch that there were 
Americans left in Laos or Cambodia after the official release of 
POW/MIA’s. I have never heard such a report and I am not aware 
of evidence or information about Americans being held, still held 
as prisoner. 

As I mentioned earlier, there have been reports of maybe some 
who are not prisoners, who might have remained behind. And I 
mentioned that, and perhaps you were not here, but of people 
being held prisoner, I am not aware of any information or assess- 
ment or analysis in that regard. 

Senator Daschle. I guess what I am asking is this: Is there a con- 
sensus about what would now be the base number as we work to 
resolve the cases, especially those cases in your testimony? The 
numbers used to conduct our first investigations in the discrepancy 
cases involving the men last to be alive in Lao hands? 

I am surprised that these are the first ever investigations, 17 
years later. . - 

- Mr. Quinn. These are the first ones we have “been permitted to 
do. 

Senator Daschle. That was my question. 

How do you know, if you have no base number from which to 
work, what the number of discrepancy cases are? What is the 
number of discrepancy cases in Laos and Cambodia? 

Mr. Quinn. I do not have the exact number. But let me, if I 
could, refer. 

There were 49 cases, Lao border cases, where there were areas, 
there were Lao’s controlled by Vietnamese forces during the war in 
which we believe the Vietnamese could have or should have infor- 
mation relating to those cases. There were 15 additional individ- 
uals who were listed as POW's during the release of prisoners. And 
it is those numbere that I have had DIA and the Defense Depart- 
ment brief me on as particular cases. 

Senator Daschle. This is just Laos? Or is this Laos and Cambo- 
dia? 

Mr. Quinn. Just Laos. 

Senator Daschle. So what you are saying is, there were 64 out- 
standing cases total involving people in Uos? 

Mr. Quinn. You asked me in terms of the discrepancy cases. 

Senator Daschle. So there are 64 discrepancy cases? 

Mr. Quinn. Those are the discrepancy cases, as I say, that comes 
from DIA analysis. And what I am repeating to you is what has 
been briefed. 

We do not have a set menu of numbers of cases with an official 
total for any of these countries. 
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There are 9 discrepancy cases in Cambodia of the same way that 
I have described. Now you get other information at different times 
that would take a case and put it in, take a case and put it out. 

I want to be clear and I want to emphasize that we, because you 
can convey— anytime you say a number you can convey a sense 
that somehow these are the only cases that you care about and 
that they are the only ones you are going to pursue. That is not the 
case. We are interested, in all 2,272 of those individuals listed as 
missing in action. 

When you start talking about these other shades in between, you 
are talking about the degree of information and knowledge that we 
have. And I do not want to leave any suggestion that somehow 
these are cases that fall into circumstances which we only pursue 
those more ardently than others. Last known alive discrepancy 
cases, that is where you have information where an individual was 
alive and you have reason to believe that the Vietnamese know 
what happened to him or he fell into Vietnamese hands. Of course, ^ 

they are people who we cannot say are dead. 

And b^use we put our emphasis on the live prisoner issue, 
whether it is Laos or Vietnam, that those are the ones to which we 
would give the highest priority. And that is where General Ves- 
sey’s 119 cases have come from. 

^nator Daschle. But that last known alive figure is not just 
Labs and Cambodia. 

Mr. Quinn. That is correct. > 

Senabor Daschle. You see, I started' my questioning by asking 
you if you could differentiate between "Vietnam, Laos and Cambo- 
dia and give us the last known alive figures for Laos and Cambo- 
dia. You gave me your discrepancy figures which are helpful. 

To the extent we could, for the record, I think it would be very 
helpful to differentiate and to quantify and even substantiate, if f § 
that needs to be done, the figures as they relate to each country. 

Second, I suspect that part of the reason discrepancy numbers 
are so low in Cambodia is because, from what I am getting in the ! 

t^timony, frankly, there has been very little contact with Cambo- ! 

^a. I mean, I would imagine that with greater contact and greater ! 

information comes greater possibility for discrepancy. As a result, 
those numbers could increase. 9 # 

However, it would be very helpful to have a base number from 
which we could work in order to obtain a better understanding of i 

the degree to which the problem exists in all three countries. j 

Mr. Quinn. I am sorry if I confused or misunderstood the ques- i 

tion. I thought you had asked about discrepancy cases as opposed I 

to last known alive. I 

Anyway, as I understand it, it is better for you to hear this di- * # 
rectly from DIA. But in Laos, in terms of last known alive cases | 

that they Miry, there are 16 cases involving 22 individuals who j 

would fall into the last known alive or listed as POW at homecom- 
ing category. 

Senator Daschle. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 1 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator. This is going to ^ j 
be our longest day, our most arduous day unquestionably. ^ I # 
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But the next panels are important also, and we want to leave 
time for them. They are particularly important for a number of 
reasons. 

Before we move to them, Mr. Secretary, let me just ask you. You 
said we are going to pay attention to all 2,273. And, indeed, we 
ought to. 

But is there not a point here where we have got to come to clo- 
sure on some of these cases? I mean, I have looked at some of the 
2,273 and frankly, when I was over in Vietnam I got information 
from the Vietnamese regarding six or seven discrepancy cases that 
I believe, I am confident, I know the team has now, they have re- 
solved. But at the end of that I must tell you I was capable of draw- 
ing the conclusion and was prepared to draw a conclusion that per- 
sonnel on the ^ound had testified that that person had been 
killed, that the circumstances were clear. It was verifiable in terms 
of place, time, date and so forth. But because you do not have re- 
mains it sort of Stays in this murky area. 

And it lust seems to me that that is wrong, that we have got to 
start to draw some conclusions about these or you kind of go on 
forever. Now is that going to happen? Are we prepared to do that 
based upon the information we are now getting? 

Mr. Quinn. I think what is important, Senator, is that we know 
that we are not going to be able to account for every last service- 
man who has not returned from Vietnam. 

There are some cases because they were over water and other 
circumstances that make it l^hly doubtful. But what is important 
is that we. have a proc^ which can be viewed as amopen and cred- 
ible process by the American people and that we have gone 
through and we have looked at every case. And we can, at the end, 
say and feel that Americans would agree that we have done our 
best, that we have looked in every possible way and then we have 
made our judgments. 

I think to make the judgments that you are suggesting before we 
have that leaves the door open. 

The Chairman. I think what people want to know is, and what 
we want to know is that while we are going to turn over every 
stone and we are going to make every effort to open this process 
up, and 1 suggest at the end of this inquiry people are going to 
have a better sense of this than they ever had before, but where 
you have eyewitnesses 

For instance, in one of these cases they say, look, we came on 
these people and we killed them. And here is what we did with 
them. And there are four or five people who sav this is what we 
did. We did it. And you have a date and time and other sort of cor- 
roborative evidence. The question is, are we going to make a deter- 
mination and share that with the families and bring the lists down 
by a commensurate number of people according to those determi- 
nations? 

Mr. Quinn. The answer is that that process has already begun as 
part of General Vessey's efforts. And you have some cases that 
have been resolved because remains have been found and brought 
home. There are others where you consider that the fate has been 
reconfirmed through this investigation. And those judgments have 
been made. And that process is going on right now. 
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The Chairman. And being communicated to the families? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes. Well, that is really, I mean, Mr. Ford and the 
Defense Department are the ones who are in charge of that. But I 
mean, that has gone on as part of General Vessey’s process. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you another question. I am not 
trying to diminish your job or take a job away from you, but would 
we be better off if now that there has been this reorganization 
within the Defense Department and there is sort of one person re- 
sponsible, would we be better off not having an inter-agency group 
per se or have a direct reporting of agencies to that one person so 
there is one person responsible and everybody knows who we are 
dealing with here? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, we have not hesitated to reorganize this proc- 
ess. And there have been a number of steps taken just in the last 
year, year and a half. 

You will hear later from General Ryan and General Christmas 
who will talk about what they are looking at in terms of reorgani- 
zation, in terms of the field components to ensure coordination. We 
have not hesitated also in Washington with Secretary Cheney, the 
Carper group from the House of Representatives made up of six 
Vietnam veterans that produced what I think is very useful and 
stimulating report. 

And I know that there is thinking going on within the executive 
branch now as to are there other steps we can take to reorganize 
this and to make it more effective. And we will certainly take vour 
suggestion back as well. - 

The Chairman. Congressman McCloskey and Congressman 
Carper have been in touch with the group and I think it is a good 
report. ® 

And that report, without objection, will be made a part of this 
record in its entirety. 

[The information referred to follows:] 


165 





FONCIOH AffAmS COMMHTU 


Congress or the United States 

Dout of 'Rcprutntatiou 
IDuliington, BC 20J15 

Octobtr 18, 1991 



The Hbnorabl« John T. Karry, Chairnan 
Sanata Salact Coanalttaa on POM/MTA Affalra 
8ROB 421 

Waahington, O.C. 205io 
Daar Chai 

Aa you know, I raoantly raturnad from a visit to taoa and 
Thailand wbara i sat with Lao offlclala ooncarnad with tha 
huauinlbarlan and NXA/PON isauaa. My brlaf atopovar in Thailand 
allovad aa to apaak vi^ those U.S. officials In charga of both 
tha Joint Casualty Raeoneillatlon Canter and tha Stonay Baach 
liva-aightlng rasponse project in Bangkok. In addition, I 
Intarviaved Col. Jack Bailey (VSKT, ret.) who has for sosa yaara 
been aetiva to eollacting infomatlon on tha poaaibility that 
U.S. aarvloessn era being detained in Indochina. 



Discuaslon of the KZA/POH Issue can baoona a highly 
aaotional one. Ona lingering tragady is tha countlaaa tleas 
hopes of fasilias hsva bean raised only to ba dashad bacauaa of 
unaerupulous individuals trafficking In phony photographs or 
artifacts purporting to prove the survival of a particular 
sarvioasan. It ia^sy view that wa sust eove swiftly to datar 
such behavior in order to focus tins and raaoureas on those 
m/POH caso which Mrit intensive scrutiny and attention at the 
highest levels of govamaanf. - 


On October 3, I had the opportunity to seat personally with 
tha Secretary of Dafansa, the Deputy Secretary of Dafansa, tha 
Under Secretary of Dafansa for Policy and tha Principal Deputy 
•acratsxy of Dafansa Cor MXA/POH Affairs on thaaa types of cases. 
1 was ancouragad by their interaat and racaptlvanaas to naw 
infonation provided on one such cospalllng case. It saaaa to at 
that vs now nay have a apaclal opportunity and responsibility to 
do avarything possible within tha next year to closa out tha 
KIA/POW issue in a fair and eff active way. 


Tba following era sona of ay iapreaslons and suggantlons 
which 1 have developed froa. ay trip to viantlanna and Bangkok 
which Bay bo useful to your coaalttaa as you begin bearings In 
tha near future. 




Th« Honorable John\l^^. Kerry 
October 10, 1991 
Peqe Two 
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ailfltity — He auBt recognize the inportance of wovldino the 
qovernBent of Uoe with the aaene to undertake quick reaction 
reaponsea to live-aiqhtinj; reporta in conjunction with u.s 
perionnel. In ny neating with Vice Foreign Miniater Soulevong in 
yientianne on Septei^er 30, 1991, I raiaed thia iaaue, it wee 
Indicated that the Lao governnent was ready to do aora and 
conaidered toair cooperation on MIA/POW ieauee an "official 
reeponalbility." in ay view, auch a capability should conaiet of 
SS Pfoyi'ijny Pilot training^ to the Uo as well as nodernliing 
ita current fleet of helicopters in order to provide all-weather, 
all-terrain search oapabilltiae. 

a. Santir InteraaOncv coordination .. one 

or briefings prior to ay trip was the 
lack of coordination, inforaatlon hand-off, intelligence 
doloy in following up leads, if th. 

MIA/pow iasua is truly a national priority, the aganoiea of 
governaent ahould act like it. It ia particularly botheraoae to 
inforaatlon exchange between the 
our CIA "doesn't do MIA/POWa." This 
ahould be a natter of concern to all of ua. it ia also of 
concern to leem of reports where MIA fingerprints ainply 
diaappeer froa FBI files. Such uneettling conosrne ought to be 
overaight**''* explained in the proceaa of oongraaelonal 

h l ftor i fl al d lB CrflB n nfiill - The coaaenta of 
official Pathet Uo apokeaaen during early 1973 when the Viatnaa 
•>Viieitly -teted that U.d! poms 

DSJln?-S’v?SJ would be subject of negotiation. 

^ individual who 

y tlae. saying the Pathet Uo held POWa. After 

»'« d«c«oeed, I was then 

moraed by Vice Mtoleter Soulevong tJjat^ie nan, Mr. Both - 
Mtbraay, vaa alive. 1 have foraally 'requested that apprepriata 
addreerthie'iiatter^*’^*^* ^ «il<w0d bo interview hla in order to 


Laos i‘ lij T- 5 ** nnaireouent huasnit.rUn eld nffnrt. 

MBB imtlfiart — The expression of eppraoietion bv ria 
people to the 30.000 Ibs.^f aedical eSiSi;?: HuSilill JJIS 
^araaoeutioals which we delivered on sep^aber 19^*^199" to 
Vientianne waa truly iaprasslve. What mattered aost to theaa 
people and their Ministry of Public Health was that such a 
the AaSiS; pIoS. to 

? ^ c^try. AS you know, uos has a population of onlv 

■‘*'*ition»l tlighta coordinated ^ 
through the Pantegon'e Office of Global Affalri will go a long 
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Tha Honorable John F. Kerry 
October 10, 1991 
Page Three 


way to build on stronger ties between ourselves and the Uo at a 
vary ainiaal cost. One banafit can bo a more effsctlve HIA/POW 
racovary program to tangibly danonstrata the good faith and 
minoerity of the uo government on this issue. 


in-LhOB In addition to the laok of mobility to deal quickly 
with live-sighting raporta la tha lagacy of the U.S. eerial 
campaign in Laos whare more bombt ware dropped than in World War 
II. Nhanever it is agreed that a crash alts may be visited, it 
ie standard procedura that U.S. ordnance axparta conduct a survey 
of the site and defuaa unaxplodad bomba and boablata. 
Unfortunately, Uo children and famare ere still being killed 
and maimed when they eccidantelly step on puch ordnance, it is 
my view that DoD and the Department of State ahould cohaider a 


pamanent and ayatamatio program of bomb disposal in Uos. such 
a atap would go a long way in damonatrating our ainoarlty for 
improved ralationm. 


At the preaant time, the U.S. Embaeey in Bangkok ia haadad very 
ably by Charles Salmon who ia our Charga D'Affairaa. 

Howavar, wa should considar upgrading our rapraaantatlon thara to 
Amheaaador status. Again, this la a Ipw-coat atap which takan in 
the context of theae othar propoaala should no doubt help reaolva 
the MIA/POH issue. 


I have been closely following the MIA/POH iasua for ovar aix 
years. While 2 do not aubecribe to any "coniplracy" thaoriea 
which some have euggaated ia the raaeon why wa have not obtained 
e Utter accounting of our MIA/POWe, it is clear that wa could be 
doing e much better job end e much emerter job. If I oan be of 
further eeslatanoe to you end your committee, feel tree to call 
upon me at any time. This ieeue deae^es the appropriate Amount 
of time end attention, eapeolelly if we truly believa It ie of 
the higheit national priority. X look forward to hearing from 
you in the near future. 
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Congress of the Hniteil States 
tiousc of "RtprcBintanDES 


tOashlngton, DC 



October 25,' 1991 

Ttie Honorable John Kerry 
Chainnan 

Senate Select Cemnittee on POM/HIA Affairs 
SH - 705 

Washington, D.C. 20510 
Dear Johnt 

transit to you and the membera of the.oonnlttee the 
attached report that several of ny colleagues and I who served in the 
Vie^ Mar - Re^ientatlves Skaggs, Peterson, Kolbe, Rhodes, and 
Gll^st - ^ilad as a result of our recent mission to Vietnam, 

Cambria, and Laos in August, 1991, for the Novmber 5, «, and 7 hearing 
records of the Senate Select Cannlttee on POM/MIA Affairs. 

■ In returning to Southeut Asia for the first tine since the Vietfwi 
wr, we nvi^ the POK/KIA iuue; the need for a comprehensive, 

Cambodia, the prospect of norTMl,lsatlon of 
^atiw with Vietnam and CMbodia and upgrading reUtions with Laos, and 
tne lilting of the economic embargo against Vietnwi and Cenbodla. 

^e A^nistration hu suted that it would begin the prooess of 

Vietnm once a conprehenslve settlment for 
»»« •ioned, discussiens can 
relations betwnn the United staus and 
thsM Southeut Asian oountriu and lifting the U.S. economic mbargo 
against Vietnam and Caabedia. - 

1 hope this report will be of value to you in reviewing these i'Uues. 


Ao / '* ' Nnber of Oongrsu 

^ £2>-7/y i6 


t # 


t t 
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Report or the Congressional Delegation Trip to Southeast Asia— August 3-1 1, 

; 1991 

FOREWORD 

In March 1991, Congressman Pete Peterson and I began discussions which grew 
into a month-long fact-finding probe into the long-unresolved controversy over the 
fate of_ America’s missing-in-action servicemen who are still unaccounted for more 
than 15 years after the Vietnam War. Our review and analysis led us to organize a 
Congressional delegation, unique in composition and mission. 

We enlisted a bipartisan delegation marked not only by its members' common 
bond of military service in Vietnam, but by their open spirit of inquiry, As we 
began planning what was to be our first trip back to Vietnam since the war, each 
brought longstanding questions about the fate of fellow servicemen. Only weeks 
before our trip, the publication of a photograph of three individuals identified by 
family members as their long-missing lov^ ones provoked sharp reactions across 
the country. 

Over the years, our country’s views of the POW/MIA issue have been influenced 
by conflicting forces. The hopes of loved ones have been manipulated— by govern- 
ments of the region, by profi^rs, by sensationalists. Many have questioned our own 
government’s role in resolving the POW/MIA dilemma. Was there a coverup, as 
some alleged? Has resolution of the issue been a real governmental priority? Was 
the failure to make more progress a symptom of mismanagement or incompetence? 
Was the secrecy which shrouded pur government’s efforts to gather information 
frustrating its aim of winning public understanding? 

The announcement, in April 1991, that our Government would address the POW/ 
MIA issue as part of a “roadmap" which would govern the pace and scope of any 
normalization of our relations with the government of Vietnam gave added focus to 
our agenda. Despite the State Department’s apparent unwillingness to share the 
text of its roadmw with the COOEL, the Department and many government and 
nongovernment officials urged us to reinforce its message to those leaders we might 
meet in Vietnam and Cambodia. 

Perhaps ironically, the roadmap fused two of the most haunting remnants of con- 
flict in post World War II Southeast Asia— the genocidal devastation and civil war 
in Cambodia and the unresolved fate of America’s missing in action. 

We set out for Southeast Asia in August, therefore, to study all facets of the 
POW/MIA issue as well as the process of settlement of the civil war in Camlnidia, 
both key elements of the roadmap. We did so on the premise that an "on-the- 
ground" analysis might be not only more telling, but that it might differ substan- 
tially from “findii^ reached in Washington, D.C. 

We framed our inquiry to focus on four subjects: (1) the intensity and effectiveness 
of our own government’s efforts to resolve the POW/MIA issue; (2) the level of coop- 
eration we are receiving from governments in Southeast Asia; (3) progress toward a 
comprehensive, lasting peace in Cambodia; and (4) the process for normalizing rela- 
tions between our country and both Vietnam and Camilla, and for moving toward 
full diplomatic relations with Laos. 

This publication reflects our findings. It reflects the rich, diverse backgrounds of 
the members— experience in military service, foreign affairs, intelligence, interna- 
tional trade and economics, organization and management, and veterans’ issues. 
Most iraMrtantly, it reflects the objectivity with which the CODEL members con- 
fronted the vexing questions they studied. Despite differences in their back^ounds, 
the members had a common commitment to conduct a studied, independent analysis 
of the issues. That open spirit of inquiry and the debt we owe to those who did not 
return from this war, as well as to the anguished families of the missing in action, 
have, in my view, forg^ a commitment far more compelling than party or philoso- 
phy of government. It is my hope, and that of the members of this delegation, that 
this report will help move us closer to the answers we all seek. 

•foM Carper. 

introduction 

On August 3, 1991, a bipartisan group of members of the House of Representa- 
tives b^an an Way trip to Southeast Asia to complete an examination into the fate 
of servicemen unaccounted for in Southeast Asia; progress on the search for a satis- 
factory settlement of the civil war in Cambodia; and the process of improving and 
normalizing relations between the United States and Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia, 
respectively. The delegation consisted of Representatives Carper. Peterson, Kolbe. 
Rhodes, Skaggs, and Gilchrest. The delegation met with officials of the Lao People's 
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Democratic Republic, the State of Cambodia, and the Socialist Republic of Vietnam. 
The trip also included a series of en-route briefing and fact-finding sessions with De- 
partment of Defense officials at the Joint Casualty Resolution Center and the Cen- 
tral Identification Laboratory in Hawaii, and with State Department and Defense 
Intelligence Agency personnel at the U.Sl Embassy in Bangkok, Thailand. (See at- 
tached schedule.) 

This report incorporates current information furnished by officials of the coun- 
tries we visited, as well as our own analysis and recommendations, based on exten- 
sive study, briefings, and observations, We hope this report. will be helpful to the 
Congress as it is called upon to consider legislation or to review policies on the 
issues discussed. We take the liberty of directing this report as well to the Executive 
Branch in view of the paramount importance we, and, we believe, the American 
people, attach to these issues. 

This delegation was privileged to travel to this region and study these issues at a 
critical Mint in time. We respectfully offer our views to those entrusted with re- 
sponsibility to shape and execute national policy. 

DISCUSSION 

I^n sense, journey Southeast began before one our to Asia long we boarded our C- 
135 at Andrews Air Force Base. In soihe measure it began witn our service in the 
Vietnam War more than 20 years ago, representing, as we do, the experience of 
Army and Marines on the ground. Navy in the air and inland waterways, and Air 
Force in the skies. This journey was a genuine quest for answers, and each of us had 
been seeking those answers lone before this CODEL was conceived. 

Our search had its roots in the Vietnam war, a conflict which shaped each of us 
as individuals, and from which each of us returned a stronger person. 

Just as the war affected us as individuals, the conflict and its aftermath altered 
us as a nation. As a society, we have grown from that experience, and largely put 
the war behind us. We in the Congress have helped bring almut that closure- 
through the establishment and funding of veterans’ programs, the development of a 
ffamework for resolving claims based on "Agent Orange" exposure, andLmany other 

Vestiges of the war have continued to haunt however. None -has had more 
troubling affect than the wrenching questions evoked by the letters "POW/MIA." 

As veterans of the Vietnam War, we feel a special poignancy in the question— 
what happened to our missing in action? Grappling with that question as a group, 
though, h^ taken us in many directions. In this effort, we have re-walked paths a 
number of our colleagues in Congress had charted, reviewing their hearing records, 
reports, and studiw. Over several weeks, we met with virtually every available 
expert— inside the U.S. government and out, from spokesmen for, to the most vigor- 
ous opponents of. Administration policy. 

Pursuing questions methodically and analytically, we continued to confront voices 
of skepticism and distrust. Allegations of "government coverup" continue to find 
their way into a national debate which has come to be referrM to as “the POW/ 
MIA issue . Is there substance to the "conspiracy" theory? If not, how would one 
overcome such perceptions? "Travel to Southeast Asia, see things on the ground! 
You n all we re doing to get this issue behind us," we were told. However, we 
found the view on the ground in Southeast Asia almost as ol^ured as the view 
from Washington. 

It is clear that resolving the POW/MIA issue is a matter of national policy. It is 
equally clear, however, that the policy has never had the "top" priority our chief 
executives have rhetorically assimed it. 

We salute the many draicated, talented professionals— linguists, anthropologists, 
forensic analysts, technicians, and others— who have devoted years, and often much 
oUheir professional working lives, to searching for hidden answers. We want to pro- 
vide that acknowledgment because they seldom if ever win medals or public acco- 
lades for their painstaking work. Like so much of the work associated with this 
highest national priority' it is a story that has never been fully told and thus not 
understood. Their work has helped to unravel the mystery for maiiy families of 
missing servicemen, and ended years of doubt and uncertainty. They deserve the 
pri^ and admiration of all Americans for their selfless work under extraordinarily 
difficult conditions. 

Policymaking 

We have certainly seen considerable energy and a high level of U.S. Government 
concern devoted to POW/MIA matters in recent months. Over the years and up to 
the present, however, dedicated and focused central management, direction, and 
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consistent coordination of POW/MIA activities has seemed as much fortuitous as 
planned. This sweeping charge is not made lightly or without due regard to the com- 
plexity of the job. 

Reluctantly, we have to question the leadership directing those efforts, We ques- 
tion whether, at the highMt level, there has been the kind of ongoing, hands-on di- 
rection needed to can 7 out a compiling national priority. 

It appears that poli^ oh the POW/MIA issue is not set by any one single respon- 
sible official. Instead, policymaking regarding the POW/MIA issue is "coordinated" 
through an interagency body— the POW/MIA Interagency Group (lAG). That 
group's membership includes representatives of the Defense Department, the Na- 
tional Security Council staff, the State Department, the Defense Intelligence Agency 
(DIA) and the National League of POW/MIA Families. The lAG reportedly meets 
relatively infrequently. 

We have not attempted to make any judgment regarding past decisions to use an 
intera^ncy mechanism to carry out policymaking on this issue. But after evaluat- 
ing existing arrangements, we believe a new direction is needed. In our view, more 
aggressive efforts must be taken to find any American servicemen who may still be 
alive in Southeast Asia, and to locate and identify remains of others. We do not be- 
lieve an interagency coordinating group provides the best framework for carrying 
out this mission. 

Such an effort requires more than simply “coordination." Indeed it may be that 
our government has been "coordinating" too long and not managing enough. In any 
event, we find no basis to believe that the LAG is— or could be-^inglemindedly de- 
voted to achieving the mission we believe must be established. By virtue of the com- 
position, and the coordinating role it plays, the lAG’s members necessarily owe 
their first loyalty to their parent organizations. As a result, it would appear that the 
MIA issue itself has become, or perhaos has always been, driven by competing inter- 
ests, subordinate to and overshadowed by national security, diplomacy, protection of 
intelligence assets, and other government and private interests. 

In examining the operation of the lAG as currently structured, we find no prece- 
dent for a representative of a nongovernmental organization, the National League 
of Families, participating as a member of a high-level governmental working group. 
It is of utmost importance that our ^vemment act with sensitivity to the families 
of those missing in action. That sensitivity should be balanced, however, with a sen- 
sitivity to distinctions bebveen the grant of advisory authority and that of decision- 
making authority. It is not clear that such lines have been appropriately drawn 
here. 

Priority 

Our government has identified resolution of the POW/MIA issue as a high nation- 
al priority. But it has not organized and mana^ that effort commensurate with its 
rhetoric. No administration has devoted to this issue the level of resources that 
would presumably attach to our “highest national priority." Even setting aside the 
rhetoric, our government has simply not done a good job of basic management. 

We have not, it seems to us, identified with sufficient clarity and focus just what 
the POW/MIA mission is. Indeed there are different missions, and we question the 
assignment of priorities among them. 

It remains our Government's view that it can not rule out the possibility that 
Americans missing in action remain alive in Southeast Asia. Our own visit, while 
providing no indication that any government is holding American prisoners of war, 
gave ample evidence of why the ^erican public has come to doubt its own govern- 
ment’s effort to resolve these questions, (me must question the priority that has 
been given to finding these men. 

Our Government’s policy holds, in pertinent part, that “actions to investigate live- 
sighting reports receive and will continue to receive necasary prioritv and resources 
based on the assumption that at least some Americans are still held, captive." (Em- 
phasis added.) It is noteworthy that the “cannot rule out the possibility" position 
was only adopted in 1987. From 1973 to 1987, the government position was that "no 
living MIA/roW’s remained in Southeast Asia.” 

As to current policy, the precise meaning of the phrase “necessary priority" is not 
clear. Our own obsemtions lead us to conclude, however, that our government’s 
primary energies and resources-such as they are— are being devoted not to any ag- 
gressive effort to find the living, but instead to locating remains and accounting for 
the deceased. Since 1987, the method of search for live Americans has been essen- 
tially "reaction" rather than "action" oriented. More specifically, the search has 
been largely an exercise in r^ecting evidence: disproving the validity of photographs 
and debunking reports of “live signtingB", rather than aggressively trying to deter- 
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rn^e if they are true. The presumption seems to lie on the side of hoax and false- 

the evasive, for our Government to declare that 
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The services should not be singled out for blame. If we are correct in believing 
that the serviced have not assigned POW/MIA operations a high priority, we are 
saying no more than that they reflect an attitude which has been prevalent in other 
parts of our government. And yet the relatively low ebb at which these operations 
are carried out is at shocking variance from the expectations of the American 
public, let alone the families of the missing, At its most basic level, the relative lack 
of priority means the work of our people in the field is seriously hampered by poor 
support. JCRC personnel working in the field, for example, asked our assistance to 
acQ^uire ordinary field equipment 

We were all impressed with, and touched by, the dedication and sacrifice of the 
men and women working in the field in such demanding work as investigation and 
excavation. We certainly don’t want this report to impugn those who have given so 
much of themselves to the POW/MIA effort or to denigrate the fine work they're 
doing.. Our call is for more focused leadership, and better organization and manage- 
ment, To call for a more aggressive effort is not to characterize ongoing activities as 
unimportant. To the contrary, we are sensitive to the commitment and efforts of 
those who labor to excavate remains, to interview refugees, to track down live-sight- 
ing reports, to find archival records, to catalog endless fragments of information, 
and to piece together bone and dental remains. 

What is clearly missing is a single high-level office with resi»nsibility to manage 
resolution of POW/MIA affairs, armed with the recognized priority, resources, and 
sense of urgency to accelerate and amplify ongoing efforts. 

Allegations of "Couerup" 

In view of the many-faceted effort involved in compiling a full accounting of the 
fate of the missing-in-action, it is profoundly disturbing that a number of Americans 
still cling to notions of rovemment "cover-up". While it should go without saying, it 
is clear to us that our Government is riot engaged in any conspiracy or ''cover-up on 
the POW/MIA issue. Unfortunately, the government’s mishandling of the issue— -the 
lack of priority assimed to it and the organizational problems in the command 
structure— has provided grist for the mills of the conspiracy theorists. 

Significantly, an aura of clandestine secretiveness surrounds the entire POW/ 
MIA operation. It is difficult to disassociate that secretiveness from the perception 
that a government operating in darkness must have something more to hide than 
its sources of information. Tne need to weigh carefully the value of maintaining the 
confidentiality of sensitive information against the public’s right to know takes on 
extraordinary significance in the context of POW/MIA affairs especially with all 
the misinformation and perception of government wrongdoing. 

When Americans question whether they can trust their own government, as 
many do Hoarding the POW/MIA issue, we should take notice. But the secrecy sur- 
rounding its POW/MIA operation compounds the credibility problem our govern- 
ment has in claiming “this is an issue ot the highest national priority." 

We believe it’s time to bring the POW/MIA issue as fully as possible out into the 
open. To demystify it, it is imperative that we declassify much of it. Communicating 
completely, objectively, communication is an important part of what is needed to 
win public and accurately is never an easy task for government. But such confi- 
dence that everything possible is being done to render a full accounting of the miss- 
ing in action. 

In urging that our Government take steps to restore public confidence, we also 
emphasize the importance of continued sensitivity to the depth and volatility of feel- 
ing on the POW/MIA issue. Some ^upe and individuals continue to charge that 
governments in Indochina are holding large numbers of Americans against their 
will. We have found no evidence to corroborate such charges. However, it is impor- 
tant that U.S. public officials avoid actions that would fuel such speculation. 

Ultimately, we call on the premment to assure not only that its efforts are as 
open as possible, but that its focus be clear and unequivocal. That focus must, os a 
first priority, be on finding any Americans who may still be alive in Southeast Asia. 
A prescription for annessive action is needed. It is clear that time is running out— 
and future efforts wiU be measured against that reality. 

Foreign Cooperation on POW/MIA Issues 

In reviewing with U.S. officials the cooperation we are receiving from the govern- 
ments in the region, it became apparent— just as is the case with other aspects of 
the issue— that only part of the story is "getting out". Rather than "stonewalling", 
as many have believed to be the case, we found that cooperation by these govern- 
ments, particularly Vietnam, is improving. Of course, only a few years ago we con- 
fronted a very different attitude in the region. Those working in the Departments of 
Intense, State, and other tasked agencies deserve credit for their collective efforts 
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which have helped to bring the Vietnamese, particularly, to the current level of co- 
operation. 

This is not to say that we should be satisfied with the levels of current coopera- 
tion. In fact, we pressed that point. consistently in high-level meetings throughout 
tnis trip. This is an important message, and one that should be raised repeatedly in 
all our contacts with those governments. In fact, Vietnamese officials gave promises ' 
tested qu™ly allocation of resources; these assurances should be 

At the same time, recognition should be given to the cooperation and assistance 
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stated commitment to "immediately" proceed on the path toward normalization as 
soon as the conditions stipulated in the first phase of that understanding are met. 

A roadmap can provide ihbre than a single route to the destination, however. In 
other words, the "roadmap" should not become a "roadblock." While we see merit 
in conditioning full normalization of diplomatic and economic ties to certain actions 
by the Government of Vietnam, we believe that that government has taken steps 
which warrant our giving consideration to review and possible relaxation of certain 
aspects of our trade embargo. The relatively rapid progress toward a peace settle- 
ment in Cambodia also suggests the need to reassess the precise formula reflected in 
the "roadmap." 

Vietnam’s recent 7th Party Congress suggests both a continuing emphasis on 
market-based economic reform and a "tilt” toward China. These developments also 
suggest the value of a positive signal from the United States. Vietnam faces deep 
financial problems with the elimination of Soviet aid, and with Japanese and Euro- 
pean companies {wised to re^ opportunities there for trade, our Government's pos- 
ture ultimately may place U.S. firms at a competitive disadvantage. 

In our view, a first step at least is warranb^--to grant an exception to our coun- 
try’s trade embs^o to permit telecommunications links between our countries. If 
we can re-estoblish telecommunications links with Iraq as we have recently done, 
we should do no less in Vietnam. It would appear that the bar to such links takes 
its heaviest toll not on the Government of Vietnam, but on our own Vietnamese- 
Americans, .who are denied the means to sp^ with loved ones who remained 
behind as well as on U.S. personnel oiwrating in Vietnam. A second element could 
be to eliminate the 25-mile travel restriction on Vietnamese officials working at the 
United Nations. We have called repeatedly on the Vietnamese to ease travel restric- 
tions on U.S. officials and citizens traveling in that country. Our calls would be 
more credible if we eliminated what appears to be simply a punitive restriction. In 
that connection, it would be helpful for our Government to allow American busi- 
nessmen to travel to Vietnam to explore commercial possibilities. Such a step, well 
short of actually conducting business, would also enhwce search efforts by placing 
more American, feet in-country and fostering more spontaneous travel to isolated re- 
gions. In taking such initial steps vis-a-vis Vietnam, however, it is important to 
avoid creating the perception that they represent elements of a quid pro quo. To 
that end, these ste^ could well be taken without fanfare or pronouncements; the 
mess^e would be easily understood by the Vietnamese. 

This delegation witnessed the promising working relationship which has devel- 
oped between members of our TOW/MIA office in Hanoi and their Vietnamese 
counterparts. The opening of that office, the access our people are getting to perti- 
nent military archive materials, the Government’s willin^ess to permit American 
officials to begin visiting prison facilities, and other actions taken in response to 
recent requests in connection with the publication of the "Robertson/Lundy/Ste- 
vens" photo, for example, are not insignificant acts. This is particularly so in light 
of the more hesitant and limited cooperation we have enjoyk in some of our deal- 

T ; with the Lao. 

ietnamese officials characterize their cooperation in accounting for the fate of 
our missing-in-action as "humanitarian." Surely, it is in our interest to respond in a 
similarly humanitarian manner by opening telecommunications links. Although 
this step is currently contemplated only in the second phase of the "roadmap”, fa- 
vorable action at this time, reflecting some flexibility, seems appropriate. 

Still, there is very credible evidence that, although Vietnam has turned over re- 
mains in the past, it continues to hold the remains of additional Americans. In dis- 
cussions with Goveminent officials, the delegation emphasized the importance of 
“unilaterally’’ returning recovered remains, and suggested that such action would 
benefit both of our countries. As the roadmap itself makes clear, the repatriation of 
remains in Vietnam’s possession is an issue which must be resolved before we con- 
sider full normalization. In that regard, the Vietnamese can take still further action 
to repatriate remains. In our discussions, we requested the Vietnamese to institute 
appropriate steps to waive or alter laws which bar or inhibit Vietnamese citizens 
from bringing forward or identifying the whereabouts of remains of U.S. service- 
men. While we obtained no commitment on this point, it is an issue we would urge 
our Government to pursue further. 

Cambodia 

We cannot overstate the importance to the region of achieving real peace in Cam- 
bodia. The "roadmap" is right, in our view, in calling on Vietnam to use its influ- 
ence to press for a comprehensive peace settlement The Cambodians themselves 
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have taken important steps in that direction. Here, too, our Government can reach 
its objectives along more than one road. 

In our discussions, we urged Cambodian officials as well as the Vietnamese--who 
can play an Important role— to work toward a comprehensive, lasting settlement. 
We pressed them to follow the general framework, if not the blueprint, of the Cam- 
bodian peace plan endorsed by the five permanent members of the UiN. Security 
Council. There are certainly limits to the leverage which the Vietnamese can exert, 
particularly given the well-founded Cambodian concern that the formula for a set- 
tlement not provide any opening for the Khmer Rouge to seize power. Nevertheless, 
there appear to be common interests within Cambodia and in the region in achiev- 
ing a comprehensive, lasting settlement which ensures the right of the Cambodian 
people to elect their own government and which protects against the return of a 
genocidal regime in Phnom Penh. Resumption of relations between China and Viet- 
nam points in this direction. 

Differences remain on the nature and extent of a U.N. role in disarming and de- 
mobilizing the armed forces of the warring factions. These differences stem from an 
enormous and justified mistrust of the motives and plans of the Khmer Rouge 
While we have encouraged adherence to the U.N. plan, one should not be surprised 
to see the nations most affected-Cambodia, Vietnam, China, and Thailand-reach 
their own undentanding. As long as such sin understanding is comprehensive in 
scope, and guarantees the Cambodian people selfdetermination, while checking for- 
eign interference in Cambodian internal affairs, we do not believe such an accom- 
modation should adversely affect the process of normalization of relations between 
the United States and Vietnam. 

Stability in this region is clearly linked to stability in Cambodia. With that per- 
spective, we note that Cambodian peace talks continue to progress at a pace which 
gives a real basis for optimism. 

Laos 

Like Vietnam and Cambodia, Laos is clearly a state in transition. It is progressing 
methodically, with substantial economic reforms, to develop something closer to a 
free-market economy. The country has only recently adopted a new constitution. It 
18 a country with great needs. Understandably, Laos’ concerns vis-a-vis the United 
States occupy a relatively lower priority than those of many other natioiis, In re- 
gional terms, however, it should not be overlooked. Its peasant farmers’ production 
of opium-producing poppies, alone, demands that it not escape our attention. Arid 
certainty our Justice Department’s Drug Enforcement Agency has real concerns. 
Ubs may also hold answers to the MIA riddle, given its rugged terrain over which 
more than 5(W pilots were lost, only a handful of whom were among those released 
by Hanoi in 1973. One must also acknowledge the vast humanitarian needs facing 
this country. U.S. Government-provided humanitarian assistance, frankly, is meager 
in scope. ^ ^ 

Until ^ntly, the Lao have appeared to move warily to meet our urgings. Some 
awnbe this to culture, others to limited resources— materiel and human, others to 
the question why should they?" 

One need not have confidently answered that question, however, to conclude that 
our Government can and should do more in Laos. 


Regional Issues and the United States 

Department’s efforts to link improvements in cooperation 
on WW/MIA developments to easing in our relationships with these countries. Our 
extensive travel throughout Indochina provided graphic evidence, however, of the 
poverty of this region, of the toll of decades of war, and of the need for humanitari- 
an and technical assistance. Each of these countries remain fascinated with Amer- 
ica and looks to us with hope. Each wants to put war behind it 

A common pattern of commitment to economic reform holds some promise for im- 
proving the hvM of the peoples of the region, as well as for cementing better rela- 
tions between these nations and their neighbors and with the West. The question 
ran te raised whether bemnning the process of normalization with the countries of 
Southea^ Asia, especially Vietnam, would encourage or discourage economic 
reform. From our study, the answer appean to be that economic reform would be 
encouraged by beginning the process of normalization. 

In considering the question of improved relations with these countries in the 
future. It 16 important to appreciate that these are all stetes in transition. We can 
only speculate on where that transition will ultimately take them. At this point in 
time, though, one finds striking the contrast between the spirit of economic reform 
manifest in each of these countries, on the one hand, and their apparent ideological 




rigidity, on the other. The degree to which real political reforms take root will, of 
course, ultimately color the depth and nature of future relations with us. 

There are other important issues to be considered— issues regarding the plight of 
CamMian refugees, political detainees in Vietnain, humanitarian and discrimina- 
tion issues related to the treatment of those who served with us in the South Viet- 
namese armed forces, and narcotics control and interdiction. We pressed the respec- 
tive governments on these and other issues, and urge the State Department to con- 
tinue to do so; 

There is much that can be done in this region, perhaps in part by our Govern- 
ment and certainly by nongovernmental organizations. Solely by way of example, 
one opportunity for important work lies in the humanitarian program for Amera- 
sian youngsters and family members who pass through a transit center in Vietnam 
on their way to the United States. Thousands more will pass through its doors. 
While this center provides housing, often for many months, only very rudimentary 
English instruction and sewing and jewelry-making classes are available to the in- 
transit residents. The scene cries out for assistance to arm these people with the 
lanmage and employment skills for the difficult transition ahead. 

The region has ^n much suffering. And, its needs are great. But we also found 
reason for hope— in the domestic changes underway, in momentum for peace in 
Cambodia, in the search for a positive relationship with this country. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

In light of our findings, discussed above, we believe that progress in both account- 
ing for the fate of America’s missihg-in-action, in the Vietnam War and moving 
toward a coinprehensive peace settlement in Cambodia can be advanced by a 
number of actions on the part of our Government. Accordingly, and with due regard 
to the expertise in, and jurisdictional authority of, several committees of the Con- 
gress, we offer the following recommendations for appropriate executive and legisla- 
tive consideration. We recommend that: 

1 . The U.S. Government clarify the priority it attaches to resolving the POW/MIA 
issue— which, we urge, reflect that it truly considers it a high priority— and that it 
allocate a commensurate level of resources to that effort; 

2 . (a) Responsibility for policy formulation, coordination, and operations be vested 
in the Secretaiy of Defense; and (b) that the POW/MIA Interagency Group be dis- 
banded; 

3. In carrying out such responsibility for POW/MIA affairs, the Secretary of De- 
fense establish a single office---headed by a highly motivated and able officer of at 
least one star rank, such praition to be rotate at appropriate intervals— to be in 
charge of all POW/MIA activities and to whom all elements carrying out those ac- 
tivities r^rt; 

4. The ^retary reorganize those elements carrying out POW/MIA activities, par- 
ticularly JCRC and CILHI, to assure integration and uniform reporting within a 
single command structure; and immediately replace current incumbents in com- 
mand/director positions who have served in that capacity for 5 or more years; 

5. The Secretary take all possible steps, coordinating as necessary with other in- 
volved Departments, to accelerate efforts to achieve as full an accounting as possible 
of the fate of America’s missing in action, to include such specific measures as; 

(a) deploying in Vietnam and Laos, particularly, (rather than in Hawaii or Bang- 
kok) such additional personnel as "are deemed to be needed to expand efforts cur- 
rently carried out under the auspices of the JCRC and CILHI; pressing Laos, Viet- 
nam, and Cambodia for the right to assign such personnel for extendi in-country 
stays of up to 6 months; and assigning certain of those personnel to work independ- 
ently to clear landing zones near crasn sites to reduce the time required by excava- 
tion teams to reach remote sites; 

(b) strongly encouraging the governments of Vietnain and Laos to designate per- 
sonnel for the United States to train to assist in our excavation efforts in those 
countries; 

(c) pursuing aggressively an arrangement under which in-country teams can in- 
crease their access to excavation sites and the safety of such transportation (through 
negotiation to permit the use of U.S. helicopters and pilots, or in the alternative, 
arrangements for training Vietnamese, Lao, and Cambodian pilots to fly U.S. owned 
or leased helicopters which could be given to those governments upon completion of 
our Government's efforts; 

(d) stimulating further cooperation from the governments of the region through 
increasing the school-building activities of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(through the Corps and possibly also through other Department assets such as Navy 
Seabee units) in Laos, and possibly replicating those etforts in Vietnam and Cambo- 
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dia, (consideration should also be given to such humanitarian assistance as construc- 
tion of health clinics); and 

(e) developing more reliable mechanisms for ground transportation of U.S. person- 
nel in the field im Vietnam (to include consideration of deploying utility vehicles do- 
nated by the Japanese during tlie Persian Gulf crisis if they are readily available 
and could be serviced by dealers in Vietnam in lieu of the current practice of using 
vehicles which must be fiown to Guam tO be repaired); 

6. The^ Secretary limit to an advisory role the involvement of nongovernment enti- 
ties in the area Of POW/MIA affairs, and that the Secretary consider establishing a 
Federal advisory committee through which such nongovernment entities might pro- 
vide guidance; 

7 The Secr^iy (a) review the classification procedures applicable to intelligence- 
gathering in POW/MIA affairs, and take all necessary measures to declassify infor- 
mation on, and gained through, such intelligence-gathering, to the maximum extent 
poMible; and (b) strive to reduce the clandestine character of POW/MIA search ac- 
tivities (rwognizing that that Mcretiveness may have more to do with the profes- 
sional backgrounds of those assigned to such missions than to the requirements of 
the search itselO; 

8. The Secretary, after carrying out the above recommendations and any other 
actions to further efforts to provide as full an accounting as possible of the fate of 
those missing in action, personaf/y communicate with the American people through 
electronic and print media, to the extent possible, to explain in full the means 
through which the Department is working to resolve the issue and the degree of 
success It has had, with the aim of enhancing public confidence in that process and 
minimizing the suspicions which have clouded that effort; 

9. The Swretary, in coordination with the Secretary of State, develop a coordinat- 
ed masUiT plan for carrying out POW/MIA operations, which identifies the pre- 
cise roles, responsibilities, and interaction of and among the respective Govern- 
ments, agencies, and officials involved; 

PrMidential Emissary to Hanoi for 
POW/MIA Affeire (General Vesaey) a follow-up list of additional compelling cases 
for n^lution to be taken up upon completion of the original list of 119 ^discrepancy 
cases (with an eye to dispelling concerns that still more compelling cases were not 
- included among the original 119); « 

11. * The Salary of State consider-in light of both the progress already made 
toward realizing a comphensive, lasting settlement of the civil war in Cambodia 
and actions t^en by Vietnam— recommending to the President taking a first step 
or 8tei» (consistent with the Secretary’s assessment of the progress achieved) toward 
normalization of relations with Vietnam (to include our Government's carrying out 
the steps outlined m Phase I of the "roadmap"), and particularly towart rwom- 
mending (a) the grant of an exception to the trade embargo to permit telecommuni- 
cations links between the two countries, taking into account how that step is in our 
own country s best interest, its humanitarian significance, as well as Vietnam’s sub- 
stantial process towari development of a market economy; and, (b) lifiing the 26- 
rnile travel ban on diplomats representing the Socialist Republic of Vietnam at the 
United Nations and easing the travel restrictions on officials of Vietnam and Cam- 
bodia who seek to visit the United States; 

12. In lijght of the steps ijlready taken by Vietnam, the Secretary-upon the sign- 

ing of a Pans Conference/United Nations agreement on a Cambrian political set- 
tleinent-bepn immediately the process of normalizing relations with Vietnam as 
set forth in the Apnl 1991 ' roadmap ’, to include speedy action to facilitate telecom- 
*"^ 0 * descnbed in recommendation number 11, above; and 

“y other steps within that official’s control 
which might further U.S. Government efforts to hasten the process of obtaining as 
full an acMunting as possible of the fate of America’s missing in action as well as 
public confidence m that accouhting, to include: 

(a) determini^ whether provisions of Vietnamese law may deter or inhibit some 
no iS?*?® ™ "hnquiahing or identifying the whereabouts of remains of 

U.5. MIA 8, and, if so, exploring with the Government of Vietnam legal remedies to 
encoura^ such atizens to return such remains to include consideration of our Gov- 
ernment s instituting a policy of providing modest financial rewards in instances 
where the remains were subsequently identified as Americans; and 


**5 ‘***‘‘^ n^ias that pro^ toward, and potentially imminent aigning of. an 

agreement on a Cambodian political letUement may make this recommendation moot. * 
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(b) coordinating with officials of the governments of Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia 
to request their assistance in enabling family members of U.S. MIA’s/POW’s to 
move freely about those countries, and to encourage and facilitate the efforts of 
family members so interested to do so. 

ITINERARY 

Saturday, August S 

6:30 pm-7j30 pm: Briefing for members and staff by Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of State Ken Quinn at Andrews Air Force Base. 

7:30 pm— 7:45 pm: Press (Conference at Andrews Air Force Base. 

11pm: Depart Washington, DC for Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii. 

Sunday, August 4 

2 am: Arrive Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii. 

Sleep 

11 am-12 pm: Brunch with CiNCPAC Rear Admiral Larry Vogt, 
n . members and staff by the Joint Casualty Resolution 

(Center (JCRC) st^; Lt. Col Joe Harvey (Commander, JCRC); Lt. Col. Roger Gaebel 
Negotiationsj)fr«ter); Midor Jim Moye (Operations Officer); LCDR Sharon Armour 
(Exwutiye officer); Mr. Ray Spock (Casualty Data Division Officer); Captain Chad 
Pohlers (Senior Analyst) at JCRC, Barbers Point— Hawaii. 

1 pm--2 pm: Briefing for members and staff by the U S. Army Central Identifica- 
tion Utoratory (CILHI) st^: Lt. Col. Johnnie Webb (Commander, CILHl); First 
Sergewt Biclmrd Hustm (First Sergeant); Captain William Hudson (operations Offi- 

(Adjutant); Major Jimmie Schmidt 
(Montolopst); Mr. H. TJiome Helgesen (Lab Administrator); Dr. Kim Schneider 
(Anthropologist) at CILHI. 

2:30 pin: Depart Hawaii for Bangkok, Thailand. 

Tuesday, Au^t 6 - 

I am: Arrive Bangkok, Thailand. 

Sleep 

® "‘embers and staff with the American Chamber of Com- 

fi Hendrix (County Corp. officer, Citi- 

2™“' of Vickery, Prapone, Pramuan & Worachai, 
’’’.T'Dl; David Lyman 

(Parteer of Tille^ & Gibbins ROP); Thomas &ale (Executive Director of the Ameri- 
Mn Cham^r of ^mnaerce in Thailand); Kenneth Lambert (Chairman, KLPL Asia); 
Raymond ^ton (Chairman, Export Development Trading); Beth Krasna (Director 
Krasna & ^lates); Jerry Loupee (Managing Director, Himont Asia Pacific); Rich- 
ard B ue (^p^ntative. The Asia Foundation); David Copeland (Managing Dire^ 
tor. Black & Veateh International); Douglas Gardner (Chief of Finance & Admin.. 
Maekong Cornmit^); Tom Olson (CJountry Manager, American President Lines); 
Jack Phillips (Raident Manager, Premier oil Pacific LTD); William Reinsch (Man- 
apng Dir^r Tranapo International LTD); Annick Hemsin (Director, Tilleke & 
Gibbons Consultants LTD). 

Workii^ breakfast for members and staff with Deputy Chief of 
Mission Victor ^maseth (US Embassy— Bangkok) and Specid Assistant to the Am- 
bassador Andre Sauvageot at the Imperial Hotel. 

II am-2 Briefing and w^ng lunch for members and staff with Mmor Frye 
Md Colonel Kohl of JCRC and CDLHI at the US Embassy— Bangkok (includes brief- 
mg for members only). 

^ for members and staff by Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA) 

staff: Glen Cooper and Don Stem at the US Embassy— Bangkok 
3:30 pm: Depart Bangkok, Thailand for Vientiane, Laos. 

4:30 pm: Arrive Vientiane, Laos. 

4:30 Pm^:30 pm: Briefing for members and staff by Charge D'Affaires Charlie 
Smmon at the US Embassy- Vientiane (including several embassy staff). 

6:30 pm— 10:30 pm: R^ption and Dinner for members and staff with Charlie 
Salmon, US Embassy staff, and Uo officials (See attached list) at Charlie Salmon's 
Residence. 


55-497 0 - 92 -7 
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Wednesday, August 7 

7:45 am— 8:43 am: Working breakfast for members and staff with US experts 
sisting the government of Laos on economic reforms and UN representatives at 
Charlie Salmon’s Residence. 

9 am— 10 am; Meeting for members and staff withi Vice Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs Soubahn Srithirath of Laos. 

10 am— 11 am: Meeting for members and staff with Vice President of the Nation- 
al Assembly Thongsing Thamoavong of Laos. 

11 am— 12 pm; Meeting for members arid staff with Foreign Minister Phoun Si- 
praseuth of Laos. 

12 pm— 1 pm: Meeting for members and staff with Minister of Foreign Economic 
Relations Phao Bounnaphonh of Laos. 

1 pm: Depart Vientiane, Laos for Phnom Penh, Cambodia. 

3:30 pm: Arrive Phnom Penh, Cambodia. 

4:30 pm— 6 pm: Meeting for members and staff with Foreign Minister Hor Nam 
Hong of Cambodia. 

7 pm— 10 pm: Meeting and Dinner for members and staff with Deputy Prime 
Minister Kong Sotq 01, Deputv Foreign Minister Long Visalo, Member of Parlia- 
ment Dr. Abdul Xoyome, Member of Parliament Ms. I^m Kim Suol, Deputy Direc- 
tor of the Department of Foreign Affairs Sim Suong, and Director of the Depart- 
ment of the America’s Theam Chuny. 

10 pm— 11 pm: Press interviews. 

Thursday, August 8 

7 am; Depart Phnom Penh, Cambodia for Hanoi, Vietnam. 

10:30 am: Arrive Hanoi. 

12 pm— 2 pm: Working Lunch and Briefing for members and staff with Bob Des- 
tatte. Researcher at US MIA office in Hanoi, at Boss Hotel. 

2 pm— 3 pm; Meeting for members and staff with Director of the Americas De- 
partment Mr. Dang Nghiem Bai at the Vietnamese Ministry of Foreign Affairs (old 
French Governor’s Palace), including Vietnamese Foreign ministry Officials. 

3 pm^ pm; Meeting for members and staff with Fofei^ Minister Nguyen Co 
Thach at the Vietnamese Ministry of Foreign Affairs, including Vietnamese Foreign 
Ministry officials. 

Delegation split into two groups. 

Group A; Reps. Carper, Kolbe, and Skaggs. 

4 pm— 6 pm: Visit to Prosthetics Center (AFMA Center) hosted by Director Dang 
Hann Loc and Le Due Loi (engineer). 

Group B: Reps. Peterson and Gilchrest. 

4 pm— 6 pm: Visit former PO'W prison compound. Reps. Peterson and Gilchrest 
attended. 

Delegation regroups 

7 pm— 10 pm: Dinner for members and staff at the Vietnamese Ministry of For- 
eign Affairs hosted by Mr. Dang Nghiem Bai and staff of the Americas Department. 

Friday, August 9 

8 am: Depart Hanoi for Ho Chi Minh City. 

10:30 am: Arrive Ho Chi Minh City. 

2 pm— 3 pm; Visit to the Amerasian Transit Center for members and staff with 
ATC Director Mr. Le Van Thien and ATC Deputy Director Mr. Tuan. 

3 pm— 4 pm: Visit to the Orderly Departure Program for members and staff with 
Alison Krupnick (consul). 

5-pm— 6 pm: Meeting for members and staff with Vice Chairman of the People’s 
Committee Pham Chimh 'True, Deputy Director of the Foreign Affairs office of 
HCPL City Huynh Ngoc An, Economic Advisor Nguyen Hau, at the residential 
palace. 

Saturday, August 10 

7 am; Depart Ho Chi Minh City for Da Hang. 

9 am; Arrive Da Hang. 

Delegation split into two groups. 

Group A: Reps. Carper, Peterson, and Kolbe. 

9 am— 10 am: Visit with Vietnamese members of the 14th Joint U.S.-Vietnamese 
Excavation Team; Director Nguyen Dinh An, Ngo Van Tran, Doai^ Ngoc Dau, and 
Mai Quy Trung. 
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10 am— 11 aih: Visit with US and Vietnamese members of the 14th Joint US-Viet- 
namese Excavation Team; Investigation & Recovery Team Commander Bill Bell, In- 
vestigation Team Chief James Webb, Team Medic Garry Bolduc. Team Analyst 
Keith Flanagan, Team Analyst Stephen Thompson, Grave Recovery Specialist Ran- 
dall Nash, and Grave Recovery Specialist Tommy Taylor. 

Group B; Reps. Skaggs, Rhodes, and Gilchrest. 

. 9 am— 11 am: Tour of Da Hang. 

Delegation regroups 

11 am: Depart Da Hang for Hanoi. 

1 pm: Arrive Hanoi. 

2;30 pm: Meeting for members and staff with General Secretary, Vietnamese 
(Communist Party, Do Muoi, including Foreign Ministry officials. 

4:30 pm Depart Hanoi for Hawaii. 

Cross international date line 

Saturday, August 10 

2 pm: Arrive Hawaii. Press Conference. 

3 pm— 5 pm: Discussion with CINCPAC General Fields and Major General Christ- 
mas. 

Sunday, August 11 

6 am: Depart Hawaii for Colorado (initial disembarkation) and for Washington, 


BRIEFINGS RECEIVED IN PREPARATION FOR TRIP TO SOUTHEAST ASIA 

The following meetings and briefings were held prior to departure for Southeast 
Asia, August 3, 1991: 

July 22 

Khenthong Nouanthasing, Second Secretary, Embassy of Laos 
July 23 

Jim Webb,-fbrmer Secretary of the Navy 
July 24 

Bill Herod, Editor Indochina Digest, trade journal Robert Muller, -Vietnam Vet- 
erans of America Foundation 

July 25 

Rep. Lane Evans, who recently traveled to Vietnam General Vessey, -President’s 
Special Emissary to Vietnam Marie Huhtala Acting Director, -Office of Vietnam, 
Laos, Cambodia affairs; Scot Marciel, Laotian Desk —Officer; Frank Light, Viet- 
namese Desk Officer, Department of State 

July 29 

Ann Mills Griffiths, National League of Families 

Kien Pham, Special Assistant to Assistant Secretary of Defense for International 
Scurity Affairs 

Bob Sheets, Chief, Special Office for POW/MIA, Defense Intelligence Agency 
Lionel Rosenblatt, President, Refugee International 
Senator John McCain, who recently traveled to Southeast Asia 
Gerritt Gong, Resident Scholar on Southeast Asia, Center for Strategic 8i Interna- 
tional Studies (CSIS) 

July 31 Allen Pell Crawford, Investigative Journalist, Washington Post 
Bill Franks & Steve Hayes, 'Operation Smile’, private humanitarian relief oper- 
ation in Vietnam 

Paul Mather, former Commander, Joint Casualty Resolution Center 
Senator John Kerry, who recently traveled to Southeast Asia 
Augl 

Chris Lamb, Former Australian Ambassador to Burma and Thailand, now based 
in Washin^n 

Jay Winik, National Defense University 

Carl Ford, Assistant Secretary of Defense for East Asian & Pacific Affairs 
Augl 

Dick CJheney, Secretary of Defense 
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Captain Red McDaniel, Col. Mike Peck 
Aug.} 

Ken Quinn, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, who recently returned from 
Southeast Asia 

The Chairman. Now there are obviously some instances of fraud 
here., They have been proven. It is clear that there is fraud. 

Have you got any sense from the policy perspective of what, if 
anything, people are seeking to gain from a policy point of view by 
perpetrating fraudulent POW/MIA claims? 

Mr. Quinn. I am really not familiar with the details of fraudu- 
lent POW/MIA claims. 

The Chairman. Well, photographs were circulated which were 
asserted to represent POW’s. And the photographs have been 
proven to be fraudulent. 

So someone saw fit to offer up a photograph knowing full well 
that it came out of a Soviet magazine, for instance. 

It is a hoax, right? What is the purpose of that hoax? Is the pur- 
pose to keep America , angry at Vietnam? Is the purpose to stir up 
the water so that we will not normalize? Is the purpose, I mean, 
what is the purpose? What are they trying to do, make money? 

Mr. Quinn. I think there are a lot of people who want to make 
money. I think it is hard to put, impute motives to what people are 
doing. But 1 think that there is no end as to what people wilKgo to 
to try and sell something if they think there is a buyer. f 
_ The Chairman. Have we ever bought ^ny? I do not think any.= 
body has paid for them, have we? J 

Mr. Quinn. Not that I know ofT “ 

The Chairman. So where is the money? 

Mr. Quinn. I think the impression has been around, there have 
been stories that there have been rewards. There are stories about 
that in Vietnam and Cambodia and Laos that if you would provide 
POW/MIA materials or remains you might be able to get a visa. 
Certainly there are people, boat people, who have left with the mis- 
taken belief that this could somehow help them get accepted for re- 
settlement in the United States of America. 

I think these kinds of rumors and myths have floated about in 
Vietnam and Cambodia. And it is like, you know, during the war 
there was always people trying to sell you bad intelligence, made 
up information. Some people are looking to ingratiate themselves. 
Some want to go the United States. Some may do it for motives 
that I could not understand. And others do it because they think 
there is money. 

, And if you are a middle man in Vietnam and you can convince 
somebody who is going to take off as a refugee or somebody in 
Cambodia who is heading for the Thai border that, look, you will 
be better off if you have something that looks like it POW/MIA in- 
formation, they can probably sell that. 

So I think there is no doubt that there is that type of activity 
that goes on. 

The Chairman. Any other questions? Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. There was an article about, I do not know, 3 
months or 4 months ago, June, I think, in the Washington Times, 
as I recall, about a story that a former Pathet Lao general. General 
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Singaphou had alleigedly had a discussion with two Americans from 
the embassy, is What the article said. 

And that he had stated to them that Americans had survived 
and been captured in 1968 at the so-called Lima Site-85, which as 
far as I know from all of the briefings that I have had on it as far 
as we know that everybody died there. Did that come to your atten- 
tionatall? 

Mr; Quinn. Yes, sir, it did. Senator. And during my visit to Vien- 
tiane in July when I raised the Borah, Carr, Robertson, Stevens, 
and Lundy photos, I also brought up the subject of access to this 
general. 

And at that time I obtained from the Lao government their 
agreement that they would provide us access to him. 

Senator Smith. And have we gotten that access? 

Mr. Quinn- Yes, sir. 

Senator Smith. We have? We have spoken to General Singa- 
phou? And if you can say it in open session, what was his response? 

Mr. Quinn. I believe his response was that he was remote and 
distant from that operation at that time and that he did not have 
the specific information about it. 

Senator Smith. So he denied then that the had such a conversa- 
tion? 

Mr. Quinn. I am not sure if he denied having said that, but I 
think he denied that he had that kind of information that he knew 
to be true. r 

Senator SMiTH._Thank you. ~ - 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. ~ 

Senator McCain. No more questions. 

The Chairman. Are you aware of any rescue missions that were 
made to go into Vietnam to try to pull people out? 

Mr. Quinn. By the U.S. Government? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Quinn. Do you mean beyond the Songte raids? 

The Chairman. Beyond the Songte raid. 

Mr. Quinn. No, sir, not unilateral American. I do not think so. 
You are talking about, certainly, during the war I remember the 
stories. 

The Chairman. No, since the war, during the 1980’s. 

Mr. Quinn. No, sir. 

Senator McCain. U.S.-sponsored, he means. 

The Chairman. U.S. Government or U.S.-sponsored rescue mis- 
sions. 

Mr. Quinn. I am not aware of any rescue missions. 

The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, thank you. 

We will leave the record open with respect to your testimony. 
There will be some questions that we will submit in writing and we 
would appreciate your answers thereto. And thank you very, very 
much for taking the time. 

If I could ask Secretary Ford and Miyor Generals Ryan and 
Christmas if they would come forward please. Thank you, gentle- 
men, for your patience. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I could take a moment 
to clarify the record on the point that I made regarding the reason. 
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Staff indicates to me the reason why the document that we were 
referring to as the Gaines report was not provided here was be- 
cause it was a classified document and should not have been pro- 
vided. So that is the reason why the document was not here, And 
that is appropriate. 

And as far as I know that document was turned over to staff and 
is in the room. Just because it is classified, 1 have not gone up to 
see it. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, could 1 ask you to rise? And if we 
could just go through the formalities. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

The Chairman. We very much appreciate your patience. It has 
been a long day here and I think you are testifying again tomor- 
row. And I know you have a lot to do other than testify. 

On the other hand, I think the testimony of each of you is terri- 
bly important for this process. And we are very appreciative of the 
time you have taken to be here. 

Mr. Secretary, particularly I want to express appreciation to you. 
I think certainly since I have been front and center on this as 
Chairman of the committee and prior to that I have had nothing 
but cooperation from you. And I have appreciated it enormously. I 
think you have been forthcoming. You have been available to us. 
And you have indicat^, and I think helped change significantly 
the relationship and the attitude with respect to this. 

The committee appreciates that; Arid I think nothing will serve 
all of us better than to continue that and to have that kind of rela- 
tionship here. _ ' ~ 

And so we bepn, I think; on a very good footing. And I want to 
express the gratitude of the committee for that. 

We welcome your opening statements and then we will proceed 
to ask questions. 

STATEMENT OF CARL W. FORD, JR., PRINCIPAL DEPUTY ASSIST- 
ANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AF- 

FAIRS 

Mr. Ford. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would, if you would allow 
me, just submit my written testimony for the record and make a 
few informal comments. 

The Chairman. Without objection, your full statement will be 
placed in the record. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Ford follows:] 

Pbipareo Statement of Carl W. Ford, Jr. 

Mr. Chairman, Senator Smith, and other members of the Committee, I am pleased 
to appear before you today as a witness. Yours is an important task: to educate the 
American people about the POW/MIA issue; to provide leralative oversisht for Ex- 
ecutive Branch policy and to review the process by which the POW/MIA issue is 
pursued and, hopefully, resolved. I welcome this opportunity to address the Commit- 
tee, and provide you with an overview of Defense s efforts to resolve the POW/MIA 
issue. Our first commitment is to the families. We seek as a priority to end the un- 
certainty for thousands of families whose loved ones are still unaccounted for from 
all our nation’s wars. 

Let me first reaffirm the importance attached to the POW/MIA issue by the De- 
partment of Defense. Simply stated, resolution of the POW/MIA issue is one of 
highest national priority. This priority is fully supported by President Bush, ^re- 
tary Cheney, and Genera Powell. We have acted to implement this policy by press- 
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mg the governments of Indochina to expand POW/MIA operations, Until recently 
the resulm have been meager. Oyer the past year, new promises of cooperation by 
the Indochina states have allowed us to increase the numbers of personnel dedicated 
to our effort. Our augmentation is now largely complete, having added 8P new 
people to the some 150 world-wide, who already work on the POW/MIA issue full- 
time, ■ 

Secretan' Cheney has also recently created the position of Deputy Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense for POW/MIA Affairs. This individual will provide a single point 
oHeadership witWn the Pentagon for the POW/MIA issue. In addition to the 
DASD, Secretary Cheney has increased the staff from 3 to 14, This expansion was 
dictated largely by the increased scope of our operations in Southeast Asia. I would 
like to briefly describe our expanded operations, and then respond to your questions. 
Live Sightings 

Our mMt urgent priority is investigating whether or not live Americans are held 
against their will in Southeast Asia. The live prisoner issue has teen at the fore- 
front of our investigations. While the governments of Indochina have consistently 
denied that they are still holding American prisoners, their denials have not de- 
terred us from pursuing the live prisoner issue directly on each and every occasion, 
and at all levels, with them for several years. We intend to keep the pressure on. 

Although we have thus far teen unable to prove that Americans are still detained 
wainst their will, information available to us precludes ruling out that possibility. 
Our assumption is that at least some Americans are still held captive. Should any 
• report prove true, we will, as President Bush has pledged, take decisive action to 
retorn them home. We have a live-sighting investigator on the staff of our Hanoi 
Office, that I will discuss later, and we are hopeful that he will be granted free 
access by the Vietnamese to carry out his duties. To date, we have not reached com- 
plete agiwment with the Vietnamese on the modalities of investigating live-sight- 
ings in Vietnam, but we are continuing to negotiate this important issue at every 
opportunity. 

Investigating live-sightings reports will continue to be our first priority. We will 
d^icate all resources necessary to support this vital requirement just as we have 
with the photographs that have appeared prominently in the media this past 
summer. Unfortunately, during oih^ investigations of the photograpTis, we have un- 
covered a number of fabricators. Although the time spent tracking down these low- 
lifes 16 necessary, it detracts from the time we can spend investigating the many 
compelling cases in which there is the greatest likelihood that the serviceman may 
still be alive. ^ 

We are also plagued by a number of well intentioned, and not so well intentioned, 
part-time private investigators. The worst of this group traffic in reports obtained 
from unnamed sources in Southeast Asia, invite publicity to their claims of live 
Americans, promise great results, and often seek to raise money to keep their ef- 
forts going. It is also common practice for them to claim that their information Is 
proof positive of government ineptitude and cover-up. In the process, they raise the 
exaltations of the families desperate for arw sign that a loved one is still alive. 
Unfortunately, when we investigate their we find no Americans, only unsubstantiat- 
ed heai^y accounts, and too often signs of deceit and fabrication. Individuals who 
repeat^ly provide false information, well intentioned or not, should be called to ac- 
count for their actions. The families have suffered enough. 

Vietnam 

Oyer the past year, the Vietnamese have demonstrated increasing levels of coop- 
eration in resolving the fates of Americans missing in Indochina. Increased access to 
Vietnam and Vietnamese wartime records is largely due to the personal efforts of 
{he Prwident’s Special Emissary to Hanoi for POW/MIA Affairs, Gen. John Vessey, 
USA (Ret.). His persistence has allowed us to forge ahead at an accelerate pace. In 
April, he Ite an interagency delegation to meet with Foreign Minister Thach in 
General Vessey and Foreign Minister Thach agrwd to es- 
tablish a roW/MIA Office in Hanoi that would: conduct in-country investigations of 
reported first hand live-sightings; research historical records; conduct forensic 
review of jointly or unilaterally recovered remains; and conduct advance planing 
Md execute joint field operations. On July 8, the U5. POW/MIA Office opened in 
Hanoi with an initial staff of five. So far, the Office has been a success, providing a 
ready point of contact with the Vietnamese, and increasing communication tetween 
their officials and American POW/MIA specialists. 

In September we completed the 14th Joint U.S.-Vietnam Field Investigation. This 
joint investigation was our most ambitious effort to date, and Vietnam's prepara- 
tions and cooperation were improvements over past field investigations. Of signifi- 
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cance, the Vietnamese allowed our resident researcher access to contemporaneous 
wartime documents that addressed the specific incidents of several previously unac- 
counted for Americans. As a result of these efforts, we believe that we may be able 
to confirm the death of an additional five individuals, We are hopeful that the Viet- ^ ' 
namese will provide access to similar records for other wartime military regions, 

Despite these improvements, we are still not satisfied with Vietnam's perform- 
ance. Vietnamese officials could do much more to assist our efforts, Too often our 
office finds that public pronouncements of increased cooperation by Hanoi do not 
produce satisfactory arrangements on the ground. Promises to cooperate on live- 
sightings, improved helicopter transportation, and complete access to historical 
records remain only partially fulfilled. Vietnam s foot dragging on the unilateral, re- 
patriation of remains is especially frustrating. fk 

Laos 

During early 1991, we conducted the first joint investigations of discrepancy cases 
involving Americans jast known to be in Pathet Lao hands. Shortly thereafter, in 
May of this year, the U.S. and Lao agreed to an expanded plan for increased joint 
cooperation on POW/MIA and other humanitarian issues for the rest of 1991. Ac- 
tivities agreed upon include further joint investigations of discrepancy cases, small 
scale joint surveys and recoveries and joint crash site excavations. So far, we have 
conducted the first three activities under the expanded program. Actual Lao coop- <1 
eration on the ground has not yet fully succeeded in implementing the promised 
schedule. Pot example^ we have had to delay a field activity scheduled to start late 
this week until the Lao repair the helicopter that they had planned to dedicate to 
the mission. We believe that these shortcomings are more a function of limited re- 
sources and capabilities than a lack of commitment. In fact, they have been very 
cooperative on urgent investigations such as the purported Borah photograph. We 
have two major field operations planned before the end of this year, and 1 am hope- 
ful that implementation will continue to improve rapidly and enable both countries 
to get back on track. § 

Border Cases ~ . 

Approximately 85 percent hHhe losses in Laos occurred in areas under the con- 
trol of _Vietname8e- forces during the'war. Accounting for Americans lost in such 
areas must be a trilateral effort between the Lao, Vietnamese, andTJ.S. While field 
operations inside Laos 'will necessarily be bilateral U.S.-Lao activities, the success of 
such efforts will largely depend upon U.S.-Vietnam cooperation. The historic records 
and documents reouir^ must come from the Vietnamese. We have developed a plan 
to work on th^ difficult border cases and are planning to request a meeting with P 
the Lao and Vietnamese in Hawaii this December to explain our proposals. 

Cambodia 

Phnom Penh has recently begun to cooperate with us in accounting for Ameri- 
cans missing in Cambodia. Since July, three investigative teams have traveled to 
Cambodia to follow-up on the photomphs allied to be of live American POW’s. 

Their cooperation assisted our specialists in traclung down a number of what proved 
to be fraudulent photographs. Since July, we have also conducted two technical 
meeting with the Cambodians, the first such activity since Phnom Penh fell in A 
1975. Phnom Penh officials have also unilaterally returned remains that we hope 
will prove to be an American unaccounted for from the 1975 Mayaguez incident. We 
are hopeful that their cooperation will continue to improve. 

Korea and the Cold War 

In addition to our efforts in Indochina, we recognize that there are 8,177 Ameri- 
cans unaccounted for from the Korean War, and perhaps as many as several hun- 
dred missing as a result of Cold War incidents. Accounting for these men is also of 
concern. We will continue to press the appropriate Governments for the fullest poe- % 
sible accounting. 

The North Koreans hold the answers to these 8,177 Americans, including 389 ini- 
tially classified by their^Services as prisoners of war. Negotiations with the North 
Koreans on this subject have been conducted bv the UnitM Nations Command Mili- 
tary Armistice Commission (UNCMAC). The UNCMAC acts on behalf of all 16 na- 
tions, as well as the Republic of Korea, whose men fought and died in defense of 
freedom in Korea. The North Koreans have proved unwilling to cooperate fully with 
the UNCMAC, preferring instead to have occasional discussions with our embassy 
officials in Beying, and to use Conn*essional delegations to return a small number % 
of American remains to U.S. control. With the help of Senator Smith, we are pursu- 
ing an alternative approach that we hope will be more successful. 


In the past year, we have made several approaches to the Soviets to investigate 
whether they possess information on Americans lost in Cold War aircraft incidents. 

0 .In some of these cases, our information suggests that crewmembers survived their 
incidents of Iom, The Soviets, however, have repeatedly denied any knowledge of the 
fates of these individuals. In April, the Department of State sent a demarche to the 
Soviets regarding this issue. More recently. Secretary of State Baker raised the 
issue with his Soviet counterpart during the Moscow Summit. The Soviets pledged 
at that time to make relevant KGB records available to our specialists. We have 
sent a second demarche requesting access to the promised records. We have also 
raised the issue of Cold War losses with a delegation of Soviet and Russian veterans' 
groups when it visited my office last month. With their help, we hope to raise the 

9 consciousness of other veterans, and convince them that this issue is one of signal 
importance to the American people. 

Becent Photographs 

^ the Committee is aware, there have been a number of photographs that have 
surfac^ in the media, and which have been identified by family members as MIA’s 
from the Vietnam war. We take each identification seriously, and will use our full 
resources to answer the questions raised by these photos. I would like to briefly give 
you a status report. 

^ Colonel Robertson, Lieutenant Commander Stevens, and Major Lundy 

The first photograph to appear in the media this summer— identified by family 
members as depicting Colonel Robertson, Lieutenant Commander Stevens, and 
Mqjor Lundy has proven difficult to investigate. No one has claimed to have seen 
any of the individuals pictured. The associated reporting, except for limited biogra- 
phic data widely circulated bv POW/MIA activists in Southeast Asia, has also 
proven false. In addition, our photographic experts indicate that the photograph has 
altered. The alteration is similar to changes made to five other purported 

^ POW photos that we have proven to be hoaxes. The identifications by the families 
are the only positive information we possess. We are continuing our investigation, 
however, the information available to us strongly suggests that two of the individ- 
jiak allegedly pictured perished at the time of their loss incidents. In the absence of 
additional reporting, we may not be able to resolve this case. 

LT Daniel V, Borah 

A photograph taken in Laos surfac^ earlier this year that was identified by 
family members as LT Borah. In addition, a forensic anthropologist positively iden- 

§ tified the person in the photo as LT Borah. With the help of Laotian officials our 
investigators were able to locate the individual who tum^ out to be a 77-year old 
Lao highland tribesman. The man was interviewed, photographed, and fingerprint- 
ed. He identified himself in the photo, as did a secona individual who also appeared 
in the picture. Family members who want to see the tribesman for themselves will 
leave in a few days for Southeast Asia. They will be accompanied by our investiga- 
tor who first interviewed and photographed the man in Laos. 

CFT Donald G. Carr 

0 The c^ of CPT J^rr is quite compelling because of the remarkable likeness be- 
^een the 1989-1990 photoipph we obtained from Colonel Jack Bailey, USAF 
(Ret), and CPT Carr’s wedding picture. Secretary Cheney met with Colonel Bailey 
on 8 October. During the meeting Colonel Bailey promisi^ that he would give our 
investigators access to his subsources, and introduce us to the individual who took 
the photograph. Accordingly, I dispatched a Department of Defense team to accom- 
pany (JoJonel Bailey to Southeast Asia. Unfortunately, after a week in Bangkok, 
Colonel Miley was unable to provide the access or infontmtion he had promisM. He 
also disclosed that the photograph— instead of having been taken in Laos as he pre- 

# jnoiuly indicated— may actually been taken in Burma or Thailand. Despite this set- 
back, we continue to apply all our available resources to locating the individual pic- 
tured in the photograph. 

USG Commitment 

The Department of Defense is firmly committed to achieving the fullest possible 
accounting for missing Americans from all our nation’s wars. You would k hard 
pressed to find a group of individuals more dedicated to the task of resolving the 
fates of our POW/MIA 's than those who currently work on this issue. They work 

# jong and hard, often in primitive field conditions, to learn the facts about our miss- 
ing in action. It is thankless work, but work that our teams enthusiastically under- 
take. You will have an opportunity to talk to thjree of these individuals later in the 
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hearing. I am sure you wil! discover first hand why we are so proud of the people 
that work this issue. 

In a few minutes General Christmas will outline one of the newest signs of our 
commitment to this issue— the establishment of a Joint Task Force in our Pacific 
Command, to focus and expand our field investigations, Given the opportunities pro- 
vided by the Indochinese governments, the task force will bring a new intensity to 
our operations. We now have the staff and expertise available to move forward as 
quickly as the-Indochinese governments will allow. The ball is in their court. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ford. You have been very patient while my colleagues from 
the administration read their statements. It has been a long day 
and I think that I will not do that to you or *,v; any of those who 
may be listening. 

I would like to comment about the issue of manpower. And why 
all of a sudden have we increased the size and character of our 
effort? And at least try to put some perspective on it from where I 
sit since I was one of those who was recommending some of the 
changes, both organizationally and in manpower. 

I think that it is important for you to understand and recognize 
how difficult it’s been all these years for my predecessors to get co- 
operation from the Vietnamese, the Lao, and the Cambodians. Gen- 
eral Vessey and others have done an outstanding service for pur 
countiy, but one which has been frustrating and difficult to say the 
least. 

Because of the lack of cooperation and because of the, the best 
way I can describe it, the political manipulation of this issue by 
Vietnam, and to a certain extent Laos, there was a limits what 
we could do beyond -looking at the intelligence and, when they 
would allow us, sending a few people in, our specialists, to operate 
on the ground. 

In the last year and a half things have begun to change. A good 
part of the credit has to go to General Vessey and his persistence 
in pushing the Vietnamese. Others of us have also been pushing 
equally hard, we hope, on the Lao. So that is has begun to pay off a 
little bit. It also is quite clear to the Vietnamese and the Lao that 
they want something from us. So it has been in their interest to be 
more cooperative. 

But the first instance that I know of in which the issue of man- 
power, for example, came up was in the period of Febniary-March 
of this year. It was in a discussion and the Secretary agreed in 
principle, that yes, we did need to reorganize; yes we do need to 
incre^ our capabilities in anticipation of opening an office in 
Hanoi and to take advantage of what appeared to be real coopera- 
tive efforts on the part of the Vietnamese. 

So I just point out it happened before Colonel Peck was reas- 
signed. The Secretary was aware of Colonel Peck’s concerns and his 
charges. And it was certainly well before all of the attention that 
was paid this past summer to the photographs. And, in fact, the 
outline of those proposals back in February>March, and I don’t re- 
member the exact date, really haven’t changed all that much. 

So the other question that was asked was: Is this a new issue? 
That’s why the Secretary, for example, was asked, is it something 
that he did after many of these issues were becoming more public. 
The fact is that he authorized an aircraft and a team to go into 
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Vietnam in the fall of 1990, again long before these issues were as 
- public as they’ve become. 

# So his charter to me has always been err on the side of if there’s 
any chance at all that there might be an American alive, don’t 
spare any resources, don’t hesitate, let’s go do it. So this is not 
something that is new or different about his approach. 

And every time I’ve asked him for resources or asked him for his 
personal intervention, he has always said yes. So I just wanted to 
indicate that these issues have been something that are not just 

# new views of his or views of the Defense Department. 

I would also like to just briefly comment on the composition of 
this panel. Clearly there is a past to this issue, but there is also a 
future. And I am more representing the past, but hopefully transi- 
tioning into the future. 

And my colleagues from the JCS, General Ryan, and from CINC- 
PAC, General Christmas, are the future, at least in terms of the 

# implementation of this issue. And one that 1 think that if you put 
together with the point man in the Pentagon, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for POW/MIA Affairs that the Secreta^ has 
agreed to, and if you then consider the military aspect of this and 
implementing it out in the field, representing by General Ryan and 
General Christmas and tomorrow some of our most important 
assets, the people who actually work out in the field, I think that 

% you will see, we hope to be able to tell you not just about all the 
things that we’ve done wrong, and clearly as the Secretary said, as 
you noted, for anybody from the administration, this one or any 
past administration, to get up and say that we've done everything 
right on POW/MIA over this almost 19 years, one is just flat wrong 
and there is absolutely no way we can walk away from the prob- 
lems that we’ve had. 

We've done a lot of good things. We’ve had a lot of dedicated 
people working this issue from the beginning, but we have made 
errors. We have not always done it the way we wanted to. And I 
can’t speak for my predecessors, but I can speak for myself and my 
tenure of the past 2 - 1/2 years, we haven’t always done everything 
like we would want to. But we’re trying to improve. 

And 1 have hopes that, one, we didn’t lose our credibility with 
0 you, with the families, with the American people overnight. And 
we’re not going to gain that credibility back overnight. And I can 
sit here and I can tell you about what we’re going to do and I can 
talk about it. The only thing that is going to persuade people is our 
actions and our results. And to prove over time that we are serious, 
that we do mean what we say. And that despite occasional set- 
backs, despite occasional human errors, we are going to demon- 
A strate over the next months, weeks, years that we can do it better 
^ than we have done it in the past. And that’s our only commitment, 
to try. And if there are problems that this committee uncovers, 
we’ll try to fix them. 

1 hope that you also when you find good things, particularly 
about the people in the field who, far from the limelight, far from 
the excitement of Washington, are on a daily basis out there slug- 
^ ging it out, oftentimes in very primitive conditions. And you’ve got 
^ three representatives of that large group and I think three good 
representatives. And I hope that your visits to the region, your dis- 
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cussions with these people, you can also say some good things 
about them. 

It’s hard to keep doing your job day after day when you hear 
nothing but coverup and how badly you do it. Despite all of that, 
every personal experience I’ve had with them makes me very 
proud that, one, they work for DOD, and two, that they’re working 
on this problem. 

Let me stop there and turn to my colleague, General Christmas, 
who does have some testimony that’ll be an expansion of what the 
Secretary said about what CINCPAC will be doing in the future. 

The Chairman. General, before you pick up, I would just like to 
say that I think your impromptu remarks are as forceful as any 
prepared or other remarks that I have heard, and my only regret is 
that more of the writing media who were here this morning for the 
Secretary are not also picking up on the essence of what you have 
just said, because I think it is terribly important, and the commit- 
tee accepts the statement. 

I think to be able to say, look, we have made some mistakes, 
there have been some problems, and to sit there and say, we have 
got a credibility problem is almost half the battle. 'The other half is 
obviously to resolve the question of how we got there and we are 
going to try to do that. 

The second thing I want to say is, I could not agree with you 
more about the people in the field, and I have personally insisted 
that we bring some of theni back. I know it is a pain in the rear 
end for them to come that distance and to leave what they are 
doing, but I happen to believe that they are -heroes in the best 
sense of the word. I think that Americans need to know how many 
years people have been out there in the field in some mighty dan- 
gerous, sweaty circumstances, jumping on helicopters that most of 
us would hold our breath going near, and going out into the jungle 
and doing this. 

I think it is an extraordinary story and that is why we are going 
to lead off with it tomorrow morning, because 1 want people to get 
the essence of this effort over ^e years. While there have been 
faults, while there were problems, while there may be information 
that should have been forthcoming that has not been and we do 
not know all the whys and wherefores of that, the fact remains 
that there have been some awfully good people out in the field 
working to get answers. I think people n^ to have a balanced 
view of this, so I appreciate that and your comments, and I think 
the committee accepts them as stated. General. 

STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. GEORGE R. CHRISTMAS. DIRECTOR OF 
OPERATIONS (J-3), U.S. PACIFIC COMMAND 

General Christmas. Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, Senator 
McCain, 1 welcome this opportunity to appear before your commit- 
tee today. Like you, those of us on active duty today are deeply 
committed to finding the answers to the questions surrounding 
Americans unaccounted-for in Southeast Asia. We have a solemn 
obligation to our fallen comrades and to their families to resolve 
this vexing issue once and for all. 








Having served as a commander in combat, and later as a project 
officer for the designation and entombment of the Vietnam un- 
known soldier, I have a particularly strong sense of obligation in 
this regard. Moreover, as the director of operations for the U.S. Pa- 
cific Command, I am responsible for directing the activities of the 
POW/MIA search teams. I would like to present to you the Pacific 
Command’s views on the state of the POW/MIA issue. 

Specifically, I will discuss the recent developments in the region 
and the initiatives the Cornmand has undertaken to respond to 
them. Perh^s at no other time have the opportunities to dramati- 
cally expand and accelerate casualty resolution operations in the 
r^on been so great. We have established the POW/MIA Affairs 
Office in Hanoi, and the Vietnamese are affording the staff and 
our search teams good cooperation. The mission of tlie Hanoi office 
is to conduct in-country investigations of reported first-hand live 
sightings, to research historical and archival records, to conduct fo- 
rensic review of remains jointly recovered or unilaterally made 
available by the Vietnamese, and to conduct advance planning and 
prepare and execute joint field operations. 

During the most recent round of investigative activities, our 
teams were given increased access to Hanoi’s wartime archives— an 
action which we have long urged the Vietnamese to undertake. We 
think the Vietnamese, however, can do more, particularly with 
regard to the disclosure of all relevant wartime documents, access 
to former cadre who were involved in the capture and detention of 
American prisoners, and turnover of remains recovered unilateral- 
ly. 

Naturally, we will continue to pursue CTeater (disclosure, access, 
and their unOateral efforts through the Hanoi office each time we 
conduct the technical meeting, similar to the one we conduct^ this 
past week. 

In Cambodia, the Phnom Penh authorities last month permitted 
for the first time an American survey team to investigate the cir- 
cumstances of loss involving missing American servicemen and 
news correspondents. This followed closely their assistance to our 
investigators who traveled to Cambodia to follow up widely publi- 
cized photographs identified by family meml^rs as Americans un- 
accounted-for in Southeast Asia. While it is too early to tell wheth- 
er the Cambodians will sustain a cooperative relationship on POW/ 
MIA’s, we were satisfied with these initial efforts and are prepared 
to follow up on their future breakthroughs. 

In Laos, we are hopeful the authorities there will follow through 
on their agreement to engage in a year-round effort to investigate 
cases of Americans who were known to have been held captive by 
Pathet Lao forces and to recover the remains of those killed in 
action. We were pleased to learn last month that the Lao Govern- 
ment has made addition^ people available to work with our joint 
teams. The Lao had previously cited a lack of personnel as a reason 
for the modest level of field activities which they had permitted 
over the last several months. 

'The Pacific Command, in conjunction with the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and the Department of Defense, has moved quickly to capital- 
ize on the favorable climate of cooperation in Vietnam. We plan to 
execute a comprehensive casualty resolution campaign on a scale 
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which the Department of Defense has wanted to carry out since r 

the signing of the Paris Accords in 1973, but could not because of ^ ^ 
Vietnam's intransigence. To execute this plan, we are fielding addi- ^ 

tional search teams and putting in place other necessary resources. 

Our plan is focused on investigative activities to determine 
whether unaccounted-for Americans are alive. Using the staff of 
our Hanoi POW/MIA Office, soon to be a detachment of the joint 
task force organization I will describe shortly, and mobile field 
teams, we will follow up aggressively on reports of Americans al- ^ ^ 

leged to be alive in Vietnam and investigate discrepancy cases, ^ ▼ 

those compelling loss incidents which suggest a missing American 
was captured, hut the Vietnamese have returned neither the 
person nor his remains. 

We have singled out these cases for priority investigation be- 
cause if there are Americans alive, they are most likely associated 
with these losses. To execute this priority investigative activity, we 
will expand the staff of our Hanoi office and task the staff to carry \ • 

out full-time investigation of these cases. If we can resolve these 
cases, we will have done much to shed light on the live prisoner 
issue. 

We see opportunities to recover concurrently the remains of the 
known war dead. For example, as our search teams investigate the 
cases of MIA’s who were last known alive, they will attempt to re- 
solve other lopes in geographic proximity to these cases. In general ® • 
though, we view the recovery effort as a long-term process which 
would begin only after we Have resolved the live prisoner issue. | 

Now thaf the ^ambodians are cooperating, and in anticipation 
that the Lao will increase their cooperation, our staff is developing 
plans for POW/MIA operations for those countries as well. As with 
Vietnam, we will give priority to those activities which will sh^ j 

light on the issue of living Americans. As part of this effort, we i # 

hope to soon establish POW/MIA detachments in both Phnom 1 
Penh and Vientiane. ; 

The Pacific Command will execute the operations specified in 
these plan s by employing a two-tiered concept. First, a joint task 
force, or a JTF, will be established which will integrate POW/MIA 
operations and support functions under a single commander, a 
brigadier general. This officer will have responsibility for the ^ I # 
entire mission of searching for MIA’s and recovering the remains 
of war dead in Southeast Asia, a mission for which heretofore a 
number of agencies have shared responsibility. 

S^ond, the Joint Twk Force Commander will report directly to 
the Commander*in*Chief of the Pacific Command who, in turn, will 
respond to taskings from the Secretary of Defense through the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. f| a 

I would like to elaborate for a minute on how this two-tiered con- 
cept with its unity of command will work. As POW/MIA policy is 
formulated here in Washington, the Joint Chiefs of Staff will com- 
municate guidance and operational taskings to the Joint Task 
Force commander via the Commander-in-Chief of the Pacific Com- 
mand. The theater commander and the theater command will then 
make available to the Joint Task Force the necessary resources ^ a 

and expertise available within the Pacific Command headquarters * ^ 

and the theater’s service components to execute these operations. 
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For example, if the Joint Task Force commander needs helicop- 
ters to ferry his search teams to remote locations, aviation units 
will be tasked to provide this support. Now, Senators, in this par- 
ticular epmple I must point out that the Southeast Asian govern- 
ments will have to agree to the employment of these assets in their 
countries. In planning and executing the operations, the Joint Task 
Force commander will direct the activities of the POW/MIA de- 
tachment based in Hanoi, as well as the other detachments when 
approved. 

So as you can see, by establishing the Joint Task Force and em- 
ploying our command and control concept, M^e will have forged a 
direct line of authority which will run from Washington all the 
way down to detachment commanders in the field, giving them the 
necessary assets that they need to accomplish their mission. The 
Pacific Command headquarters staff and the subordinate service 
components are currently looking at additional ways to improve lo- 
gistics and communications support to the search teams and the 
Hanoi detachment. These were areas over which congressional ob- 
servers recently expressed concern and, I might say, rightfully so. 

We have procured or are in the process of procuring equipment 
ranging from ponchos to sophisticated radio communications gear. 
We have looked at ways to provide sustained, cost-effective vehicle 
operations and maintenance for the search teams and will soon ini- 
tiate procurement actions, which will alleviate shortfalls in this 
area. Meanwhile, the staff of the U.S. Army Pacific Command has 
prepared-a concept of operations for providing helicopter support to 
the JTF teams, should the Sojutheast Asian governments allow 
their use. 

The JTF will not be a paper organization. On July 30, the Secre- 
tary of Defense authorized a substantial increase in personnel who 
will come under the Joint Task Force. The Joint Casualty Resolu- 
tion Center, whose personnel will form the operations nucleus, will 
double to 76. 'These increases are earmarked for the actual search 
effort on the ground. Highly-skilled linguists and analysts are 
being assi^ed so that we can put more teams on the ground for 
longer periods of time. We will ensure the work of these teams is 
made known to the families and to the American public. To the 
extent possible, we will give the media every opportunity to cover 
our activities, and in keeping with our longstanding practice, we 
will notify expeditiously the families on the results of our investi- 
gations and recovery operations through the established ^rvice 
Casualty Affairs channel. 

We have nothing to hide. To the contrary, we are most anxious 
to tell the American public of the dedication of our people in the 
hard, often dangerous work that thev perform, and that you have 
alluded to, sir. The Pacific Comrhand is moving quickly to put the 
right organization, people and resources in place to expand and ac- 
celerate POW/MIA operations in Southeast Asia. Our outline plan 
has been approved by the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
We are currently developing a detailed operations plan which will 
be submitted through the Chairman to the Secretary of Defense for 
final approval. Once approved, the Chairman will direct that we 
execute the plan. 
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Given the favorable climate of, cooperation in Southeast Asia, I 
am confident we will make substantial progress in the weeks and 
months ahead. I look forward to the committee’s visit to our field 
locations so that you, again, can see first-hand the results of our 
efforts to illuminate the live prisoner issue and move deliberately 
toward achieving the fullest possible accounting of all missing 
Americans. Thank you, sir. 

[The prepared statement of Major General Christmas follows:] 

Prepared Statement op MaJ; Gen. George R. Christmas 

Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, and distinguished, members, I welcome this oppor- 
tunity to appear before your committee, Like you, those of us on active duty today 
are deeply committed to finding the answers to the questions surrounding Ameri- 
cans unaccounted for in Southeast Asia. We have a solemn obligation to our fallen 
comrades and their families to resolve this vexing issue once and for all. 

Having served as a commander in combat and later as the project officer for the 
designation and entombment of the Vietnam unknown soldier, I have a particularly 
strong sense of obligation in this regard. Moreover, as the director of operations for 
the U.S. Pacific Command, I am responsible for directing the activities of the Com- 
mand’s POW/MIA search teams. 

I would like to present to you the Pacific Command’s views on the state of the 
POW/MIA issue. Specifically, I’ll discuss the recent developnents in the region and 
the initiatives which the Command has undertaken in response to them. 

Perhaps at no other time have the opportunities to dramatically expand and ac- 
celerate casualty resolution ^rations in the remon been so great. We have estab- 
lished a POW/MIA Affairs Office in Hanoi and the Vietnamese are affording its 
staff and our search teams good cooperation. The mission of the Hanoi office is to 
conduct in-country investigations of reported first-hand live si^htin^, to research 
historical and archival records, conduct forensic review of remains jointly recovered 
or unilaterally made available by the-Vietiiamese, and to conduct advance planning 
and prepaid and execute joint field operations. During the most recent round of in- 
vestigative activities, our teams were given increased access to Hanoi’s wartime ar- 
chives— an action which we have long urged the Vietnamese to undertake. 

We think the Vietnamese, however, can do more particularly with regard to the 
disclosure of all relevant wartime documents, access to former cadre who were in- 
volved in the capture and detention of American prisoners, and turn-over of re- 
mains recovered unilaterally. 

Naturally we will continue to pursue peater disclosure, access, and their unilat- 
eral efforts through the Hanoi oitice and each time we conduct a technical meeting 
similar to the one held last week. (30 Oct.-l Nov.) 

In Cambodia, the Phnom Penh authorities last month permitted, for the first 
time, an American survey team to investigate the circumstances of loss involving 
missing American servicemen and news correspondents. This followed closely their 
assistance to our investipitors who traveled to Cambodia to follow-up widely publi- 
cized photographs identified by family members as Americans unaccounted tor in 
Southeast Asia. While it is too early to tell whether the Cambodians will sustain a 
cooperative relationship on POW/MIA, we were satisfied with these initial efforts 
and are prepared to follow-up on future breakthroimhs. 

In Laos, we are hopeful the authorities there will follow through on their agree- 
ment to engage in a year-round effort to investigate cases of Americans who were 
known to rave been held captive by Pathet Lao forces and to recover the remains of 
those killed in action. We were pleased to learn last month that the Lao Jfovem- 
ment has made additional people available to work with our joint teams. Ine Lao 
previously have cited a lack or personnel as a reason for the modest level of field 
activities which they have permitted over the past several months. 

The Pacific Command, in conjunction with the Joint Staff and the Department of 
Defense, has moved quickly to capitalize on this favorable climate of cooperation, in 
Vietnam. We plan to execute a comprehensive casualty resolution campaign on a 
scale which the Department of Defense has wanted to carry out since the signing of 
the Paris Accords in 1973, but couldn’t because of Vietnam's intransigence. To exe- 
cute this plan, we are fielding additional search teams and putting in place other 
necessary resources. 

Our plan is focused on investirative activities to determine whether unaccounted 
for Americans are alive. Using the staff of our Hanoi POW/MIA office, soon to be a 
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detachment of the joint task force organization 1 will describe shortly, and mobile 
field teams, we will follow-up aggressively on reports of Americans alleged to be 
alive in Vietnam and investigate discrepancy cases those compelling loss incidents 
which suggest a missing American was captured but the Vietnamese have returned 
neither the person nor nis remains. We have singled out these cases for priority in- 
vestigation because if there are Americans alive, they are most likely associated 
with these losses. To execute this priority investigative activity, we will expand the 
staff of pur Hanoi office and task the staff to carry out full-time investigation of 
these cases. If we can resolve these cases, we will have done much to shed light on 
the live prisoner issue. 

We see opportunities to recover concurrently the remains of the known war dead, 
For example, as our search teams investigate the cases of MlA's who were last 
known alive, they will attempt to resolve other losses in geographic proximity to 
these cases. In general though, we view the recovery effort as a long term process 
which would begin only after we have resolved the live prisoner issue. 

Now that the (^bodians are cooperating, and in anticipation tbat the Lao will 
increase their cooperation, our staff is developing plans for POW/MIA operations 
for those countries as well. As with Vietnam, we will give priority to those activities 
which will shed light on the issue of living Americans. As part of this effort, we 
hoM to soon establish POW/MIA detachments in Phnom Penh and Vientiane. 

The Pacific CJommand will execute the operations specified in these plans by em- 
plojring a two-tiered concept. First, a joint task force or JTF will be established 
which will integrate POW/MIA operations and support functions under a single 
commander— a bi^adier general. 'This officer will have responsibility for the entire 
minion of searching for MIA and recovering the remains of the war dead in so t 
Asia— a mission for which heretofore a num^r of agencies have shared responsibil- 
ity. 

Swond, the JTF commander will report directly to the commander in chief of the 
Pacific Command who, in turn, will respond to tasking from the ^retary of De- 
fense through the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

_ I'd like to elaborate for a moment on how this two-tiered concept with its unity of 
command will work. As POW/MIA policy is formulated here in Washington, the 
joint staff-will communicate guidance and operational tasking to the JTF command- 
er, via the commandewn-chief of the Pacific Command. The theater command will 
make available to the JTF the necessary resources and expertise available within 
the Pacific Command headquarters and the theater service components to execute 
these operations. 

For example, if the JTF commander needs helicopters to ferry his search teams to 
remote locations, aviation units will be tasked to provide this support. In this par- 
ticular example, however, I must point out that the Southeast Asian governments 
will have to agree to the employment of these assets in their countries. 

In planning and executing the operations, the JTF commander will direct the ac- 
tivities of the POW/MIA detachment based in Hanoi as well as the other detach- 
ments when approved. So, as you can see, bv establishing the JTP and employing 
our command and control concept, we will have forged a direct line of authority 
which will run from Washington all the way down to the detachment commanders 
in the field. 

The Pacific Command headquarters staff and the subordinate service components 
are currently looking at additional ways to improve logistics and communications 
support to the sear^ teams and the Hanoi dfetachment. Tliese were areas over 
which congressional obeervere recently expressed concern. We have procured or are 
in the procep of procuring equipment ranging from ponchos to sophisticated radio 
communications ^r. We have looked at ways to provide sustained, cost-effiective 
vehicle operations and maintenance for the search teams and will soon initiate pro- 
curement actions which will alleviate shortfalls in this area. Meanwhile, the stan of 
the U.S. Amy Pacific Command has prepared a concept of operations for providing 
helicopter support to the JTF teams. 

The JTF will not be a paper organization. On July 30 the Secretary of Defense 
authorized a substantial increase in personnel who will come under the JTF. The 
Joint Casualty Resolution Center, whose personnel will form the operations nucleus, 
will double to 76. These increases are earmarked for the actual search effort on the 
ground. Highly skilled linguists and analysts are being assigned so that we can put 
more teams on the ground for longer periods of time. 

We will ensure the work of these teams is made known to the families and to the 
American public. To the extent possible, we will give the media every opportunity to 
cover our activities and, in keeping with our lon^tanding practice, we will notify 
expeditiously the families on the results of our investigations and recovery oper- 
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ations through the established service casualty affairs channel. We have nothing to 
hide; to the contrary, we are most anxious to tell the Amierican public of the dedica- 
tion of our people and the hard, often dangerous work which they perform. 9 

The Pacific Command is moving quickly to put the right organization, people, and 
resources in place to expand and accelerate POW/MI A operation^ in Southeast 
Asia. Our outline plan has been submitted and approved by the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. We are currently developing a detailed operations plan which 
will be submitted through the Chairman to the Secretary of Defense for final app- 
proyal. Once approve, the Chairman will direct that we execute the plan. 

Given the favorable climate of cooperation in Southeast Asia, I am confident we 
will make substantial progress in the weeks and months ahead. 1 look forward to . 

this committee's visit to our field locations so that you can see firsthand the results W 

of our efforts to illuminate the live prisoner issue and move deliberately toward 
achieving the fullest possible accounting of all missing Americans. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, General. General Ryan, 
do you have a statement? 

STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. MICHAEL E. RYAN, VICE DIRECTOR, 

STRATEGIC PLANS AND POLICY (1^-5), THE JOINT STAFF # 

General Ryan. I do not have a prepared statement, Senator. I 
stand ready to answer questions. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Let me begin the ques- 
tioning, Mr. Secretary, by asking you when was your first official 
involvement with the POW/MIA issue. 

Mr. Ford. It was 1987 or 1988, and I do not recall the exact date. . 

I was serving as the National Intelligence Officer for East Asia and ^ 

was asked to do an estimate, on the POW/MIA issue. Prior to that 
time I had, as an interested student of the region— as a former 
serviceman generally inter^ted in the issue, bufhad no formal re- 
sponsibilities— after the estimate, I did not have another occasion 
to work on the issue until I came to the Defense Department in 
March of 1989. 

The Chairman. What did your 1987 estimate require you to do? ^ 
Mr. Ford. It was to look at the questions on whether or not— to 
check on whether the intelligence community was looking at all 
the right issues and to make a best judgment as to the question of 
whether there were any Americans alive in Southeast Asia. 

The Chairman. Whom did you do that for? 

Mr. Ford. I did that for the Director of Central Intelligence. ^ 

The Chairman. What conclusions did you come to? ® 

Mr. Ford. I would have to refresh my memory on the actual find- 
ings. My recollection was that we could not make a judgment based 
on the evidence that we had available. 

The Chairman. Was that a formal report submitted to the DCI? 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. I am sure that it is available. 

The Chairman. Would that report be at CIA? ^ 

Mr. Ford. It would be. I think it was at the secret level, but I am ^ 
not sure. 

[Requested classified material was provided to the committee.] 

The Chairman. Well, we will request that, obviously. Apart from 
the assessment about the flow of intelligence, what conclusion did 
you draw with respect to the probability of live Americans being in 
Southeast Asia? 

Mr. Ford. In that intelligence estimate? ^ 

The Chairman. At that time. 


Mr. Ford. I think that, as I recall and again, I would have to re- 
_ fresh my memory, a lot has hapipened since then on this issue. I 

• think that we determined that there was not enough information 
to make a firrn judgment that there was somebody alive. There was 
clearly no evidence that there— we could not demonstrate that 
there were not. In fact, it was very similar in terms of our findings 
to what has become the standard position of the U.S. Government. 

The Chairman. Was there any evidence that you recall that dis- 
tinctly suggested to you that somebody was alive? 

W Mr. Ford. No evidence at that time. In fact, I think that subse- 
quent to that estimate, there has been far better— far more de- 
tailed work done by others than was available at the time in 1987, 
1988, when I did that estimate. 

The Chairman. Did you have any difficulties with any agency in 
securing answers to inquiries that you made? 

Mr. Ford. None that I recall. 

# The Chairman. Did you come across any evidence of any kind 
whatsoever leading you to believe that, for any period of time, 
there might have been a so-called cover-up or effort to avoid evi- 
dence? 

Mr. Ford. None that I looked at personally. Most of my effort 
was manfi^ng the process of the intelligence community in looking 
into this i^ue, and we were focusing more on contemporary, cur- 
0 rent practices in intelligence and questions. The estimate was not 
focused and did not cover, as I remember in any detail at all, what 
happened in the period, 8ay,J970 to 1975 tfmeframe. 

The Chairman.- Well, you are now really- the principal point 
person on this. Is that fair to say? 

Mr. Ford. I think it would be fair to say that I have been the 
Secretary’s representative on this issue. I have other responsibil- 
0 ities. This is not my only job. 

The Chairman. I understand. 

Mr. Ford. I am more of the person who if I can identify prob- 
lems, if I can be of distance to either a Government agency and/ 
or a family, or an interested person, I try to put them in touch 
with the right people, or try to solve the problems if they come up. 

The Chairm^. Well, as a former service-person yourself, and 
0 flank^ by distinguished generals and recognizing as well as any- 
body in this country what is at stake here, there are not any of us 
who does not find our skin crawling at the notion that somebody 
might have tubed some information or cast it aside, or somehow 
found other imperatives that were more important than pursuing 
this. Is there anything that you have come across? I mean, this 
thing lives, we all know it lives. You have said we have a credibil- 

- ity problem. What is it that allows this to live? Have you come 
^ across anything that suggests to you that at some point in time 

romeone might have paid less than the attention that was due, or 
is this just something that has come out of whole cloth? 

Mr. Ford. I certainly, Mr. Chairman, do not have any evidence 
that anyone knowingly, for example, made decisions or did things 
knowing that there were Americans alive in Laos, Cambodia, and 

- Vietnam. Even if there were, I do not see any evidence of that, but 

" I think that those are the sorts of questions that you really have to 

ask the people that were responsible for our Government policies 


tSne?'** ^^y®-***®* was in their mind, what they knew at the 

J *“T admit to you that if I had been there, I 
nope— I do not know how I would have reacted, because I know a 
would have known in those periods 
of time— f hope that I would have been a little bit more firm on 
pressing the governments, particularly Laos, about their holding of 
Americans and holding them to account for it. It is easy for me 19 
years af^r the fact or 10 years after the fact— whatever, and the 
^ra^^tive of 1991 to make that^and I do not know if even I, as 
strung as I feel about this issue, would have acted differently if I 
r^ponsible at the time. It does seem to me that there 
could nave been more done. 

individuals, often 

met with Perot. I have had occasion to meet with him. I know 

® who invested consid- 
wable money, tune, energy, effort, and finally threw his hands up 
with a wnse of disgust, whose motives are just unquestionable with 
respect to this issue. Lookmg back at that now, as you undoubtedly 

“y generation 
rfMli^akers on this issue met with those sort of people to really 
® of where they are coming Jrom in this, or 

hm that been too much a part of the past to deal with? 

till. . ■ ^ f have not talked to Mr. Perot. I have tried 
worked this issue over the years, long 
^ ?>'* ‘heir sense of hiitoiy, 

Mt whaLhappenrf and why, at least in part so that I ^d 

w !w wheel, as a new kid on the block. And- 

1“*« fr“Uy. to the early to mid-80’s, in 
^ ^ "ho took it, quite frankly, more seri- 

°?®® * have talked to-I am confident 
? ^®i ^‘i***^ *hey thought people in the past had done. 

“haustive discussion with afi of the people 
w^nave done this problem before me. 

♦k?® you ever in the course of your tenure in 

'ioouments being destroyed? 

nn^n J®' f ^ "hf ^ would have been very, very angry 
MV Hn!llll'^‘?^k^®''®.‘^2?® “‘"«thing about it That b notto 
wL to mrSn has not 

%e Chairman. Well, that was my question. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. 

fnT!!n Have you-well, I will strike that. Let me turn 

ator^S^^ ^ ^ ^ 

19^" Vk^'i. ^®'?’ ‘t® “toraeonoy group some time in 

L^IvP'it ®“t a report saying that there was an 
a^ment rewhed with Uos, that they would provide access to 
Americans who not only were 
Pathet Lao control, but also under the control of 
Worth Vietnamwe in Uos-any records that they had, either dead 

Whip oae line or two. 

^ere are we on that? Have they responded to that in a positive 
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Mr. Ford. I think that there has been some progress in Laos— 
Laotian cooperation on POW/MIAi There are a number of firsts 
that we can point to within the past year or so, of finally getting 
into areas, some of the cave areas for example, where we knew 
toat Americans were being held prisoner at one time. These areas 
had been dem^ to us for many years. We also have seen cases 
where, although we wanted to do it ourselves, before we could get 
down to Savannakhet, the Laotians had found the man who was^in 
the Purpp^ Borah photograph, for example. But if you ask me 
doing all they can do, the answer is abso^ 

A ® 0 ^ things that we 

would like them to do for us that they are not doing. 

ov,^°\r’ °T ^ ® difference between Laos 

and Vietnam. In Vietnam, as best we can tell, they were great rec- 

^ do with Americans, 

there 18 a long record of this keeping things. 

1 were guemllas operating in an area being bombed 
replarly by th^Unit^ States. They were not in control of the 
^.“ntry. The^d not apparently keep records quite as well 
® practice, unlike the Vietnam- 
ese, that if they found an ^erican, they more frequently killed 
him than not, and that you had to be very lucky to be one of those 
who was captured and did not die immediately. Subsequently as 

^ 1 ? .®®^k"^.®'' “ ® Jitter of national security. It i^ 
like trying to pull teeth to get them to ’fess up to some of these 
things..! mrjot sure that we will ever get them to be-able to con- 
ThrirkiJ! the ^e sort of detail that the Vietnamese may te 
able to, berai^ they do ncrt have the sort of records that we would 

inn L"® Vietnamese or Laotians say 

100 percent, but it certmly helps if we have their journal of the 
day of an mcident and they say that this particular American was 
local militia 30 minutes after his capture and 
we think his remains are located so-and-so. That certainly is more 

M basically are anecdotal memories of villagers 

to j^t together with our investigations. ^ 

One of the differences though, also in Laos, is because of its more 
rugg^ terrm and beMuae of fewer people. When we actually visit 
crash sto, for ^iwle, we often find things that have been there 
18 not really the case in Vietnam. Often, 
rvilnt »k?r ^'*,“yt'*W ^ there are pluses and minuses and I 

^nator Smith. In all my interactiona with you since I have been 
“"“you have bren in your position, we have 
??®”?if*®’ '’St you have always, as far as I know, been 
^ly candid wth me. 1 hate to ask this kind of a high, inside fast 
ball here, wd I ^ize you would probably not be the one to make 
such a decision, but supposing somebody were to turn up who was 
a deserter by the militaiy definition of the word today. What would 
be your r^mmendation in terms of that individual? Would you 
recommend prosecuting that individual as a deserter? The reason I 
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am asking the question is if there is such a person out there 
maybe we can send a message through these hearings; but I would 
be curious to know your recommendation and I realize it would not 
be probably your final decision to make. 

Mr. Ford. Obviously, that decision would have to be a function of 
the secretary of the service that the individual came from and also, 
Drobably eventualljr the Secretary and the President of the United 
states. I mean, we ve had various forms of amnesty over time. Mv 
pnse of it IS that I hope there^s no one out there who's been living 

^®ck they somehow 

would be seriously punished. j =• uicuuw 

Obviously, we would have to go through the official procedures 
r persons would normally be done, but the 

fact is that if we knew that a person had been for 20 years hiding 
from us in very primitive conditions for fear that he somehow 
stockade for 6 years, I hope that’s not the 
ca^. I hope they know to come home. 

Senator Smith. One quick final question. My time is running out 
here. In the meeting that we had with several Senators, you made 
a statement regardmg Gaiwood's recanting testimony. You later 
sent me back a full letter of apology for that and I accept that and 
do not bring it up to make an issue of it, just simply this question 
^at brou^t you to that conclusion at the time you made the 
statement? Was it a specific individual who made that statement to 
you within the agency, or was it just something you received by o^ 

you know, I cleerrly know better than to 
this issue with you. You probably know more about this 
particular incident than anyone that I know of. You were there 
^ learned my lesson. I misspoke. 

I olewly had receiy^ both by osmosis and by various briefings 
® different impression. 

vou presentation, not only did I write to 

2i ^ T ^®® to write to your colleagues as 

weU, because I don t wwt anything-I’m in a position, as fenator 

if*” I and whS I say, right or 

wong, may have more influence than it really should have.\id- 
but m this what we ve done is that the Secretary, who was 
^ investigated and sort of 
redone, and have analysts who are very capable but who have been 
probleiM, go in and look at it afresh and see 
i ® ^ my judgment until they've 

their studies and when they give me their briefing, I’m 
thn? ^ more— a lot harder questions this next 

® ^“‘®* did not have to go into 

further explanation. I accepted that. I think that the difference, 

SU? ^ ^ *!®®?’id* 1® there is a difference between 

fliM Garwood— which I know many in the agency, maybe 

^1 in the agency, do not, and I understand that. It is just that the 
issue of recantmg where Garwood himself said he recanted what he 
said was the issue that I wanted to clarify. ’That is all. 
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The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, if I could just remind you also 
that the committee would like as soon as possible the raw Garwood 
initial debriefing data and the records with respect to that, because 
that will be one of the initial areas of inquiry. 

Mr. Ford. I will pass that request on. The only sensitivity I 
know, and it may not really be a real one, is that my understand- 
ing is that there are agreements between DIA, for example, and 
Garwood’s lawyer about privileged information, et cetera. I don’t 
think in this case it will — it will be an issue, but I think that it 
would be something that obviously may be asked that it be kept 
between the members and the staff of the committee as opposed to 
something that would be public. 

The Chairman. I understand. Whatever ultimately is public will 
hopefully come from Mr. Garwood’s lips himself, but in terms of 
the background and understanding of it, the committee needs to 
review that. I^nator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Secretary Cheney 
referred to 102 personnel who have been added to help resolve the 
issue. I would like to know if you could provide this committee 
with a list of who these people are and what their functions are, 
and could you tell us now how many of these 102 are devoted 
strictly to looking for possible live prisoners. 

Mr. Ford. I know generally the number of people who are out in 
the field and their primary function is live— the live prisoner issue. 
NoWr 

Senator Grassley. How many of the 102 would fall into that cat- 
egory? 

Mr. Ford. My sense is that it’s the 88 that we’re talking about 
are — some of them are not in Hawaii, or in Southeast Asia. They 
may be here in Washington say, for example, at DIA, but all of 
those people are focused on increasing the real— instead of paper- 
pushers like me — people who are actually enmeshed in the details 
on a day-t(hday basis. General Christmas may have more details 
about what CINCPAC is doing. 

Senator Grassley. Let me be very clear. I am talking about those 
who are going after live-sighting rejwrts, whether it is live prison- 
ers, as opposS to those who are trying to find bones or get confir- 
mation. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. I understand. 

Senator Grassley. OK. 

General Christmas. First of all, of the 76 that we have as part of 
the Joint Resolution Center, the JCRC in Hawaii, all of them are 
devoted to the entire POW/MIA issue. When we put the joint task 
force together, we will have a minimum of five search teams and 
two teams which you, I think, referred to as the guys who look for 
bones. But five of the teams will follow up on live sighting reports 
and discrepant cases which are most likely to lead to living Amer- 
icans. That’s tne way we are operating. ^ you can see how that 
breaks down. 

Five search teams and two recovery teams will go in for 30 days 
at a time. They will come back out. They will work their reports 
and findings, and then other teams will go back in. So we hope 
that we’re going to have this continuing effort to resolve this very 
important issue. 
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Mr. Ford Senator Grassley, if I could just add one-one com- 
ment. I understand ypur concerns and-about looking for bones. 
I]!'®*?*' frequently, and I know that there is a sense 

f ® we re doing.J think that it’s unfair to our people in 
^ suggest that their^primary focus is on remains recov- 
qry. We go where the facts lead us as we identify each case and try 
to follow it through for the fullest possible accounting. If the facts 

that we re»uains or 

JvJfii, ^ Vietnamese or Laotians have those remains, we 
tfnnk It 8 im^^tas our accounting to the families that we can 
give them that information. I haven’t talked to every family 
member, of coui^, but Ive talked to a lot over the past 2-1/2 
years, and I get the sense, every one of them would like to have- 
even in their heart they may know that their son or their husb^ 
or whoever is dead, but they want them to be alive. 

t JvSiu'if ^ walk put of the jungle and come home, but 

they wll tell you yery quickly that if that can't be the case, please 
end the uncertainty for me. Give me something so that I can put 

inf ti? it tears your heart 

Rnt ® ^ through this all these years. 

But second, if we can give them something that answers those 
questions, may^ it helps end their uncertainty. For others it 
'^i'®ther this is enough, whether there is suf- 
t and on and on. This shouldn’t be against your 

^e, but I thought Its important that we say that, tlmt our pur- 
poee isn’t really for justgoing after bones. ^ 

^nator Grassley Well, it is OK that you have said itnow, or it 
IS OK that you say it any^time. Understand my question I wanted 
just soine statwtics on the number of the 102 who are in one cate- 
gory and the others who are in another category 

HI. 18Safd1i?Sto\7le“h.'^^^ 

Senator ^assley. Well, I did not know you would have those 
numbere. What I would like to have is a list of whatever 102 and 
where they are assigned, and what their job is ’ ’ 

Ford. We can do that for you. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

DIA Special OmcE For Prisoners op War and Missing in Achon 

PLUS-UP ASSIGNMENTS (ALL POSITIONS LOCATED AT DIA, WASHINGTON, DC.> 

Division Headquarters 
Administrative assistant— Hiring in progress 
External Relations Branch 
Intelligence oflitxr (8 poeitions)-Hiring in progress 
Analysis Branch 

Intelligent* offi(»r— Hiring in progress 
Into igence offi(»r-Mr. Paul Oier 
Inte igence officer-Lt Paul Maguire, USN 

Data Base Management Branch 

a uter programmer— Nominations from Army being reviewed 
ig«n(* technitaan— Ms. Benita Wood ^ ^ “ 

intelligence technician— Ms. Carol Stewart 
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Intelligence technician— Hiring in progress 
Current Operations Branch 
Intelligence officer— Cpt. Tam! Turner, USAF 
Intelligence officer— Maj. Jeannie Schiff, USAF 
Intelligence officer— Cpt. Sandra Caughlin, USA 
Intelligence officer— Hiring in progress 
Secretary— Hiring in progress 
Intelligence technician— Hiring in progress 

STONY BEACH (ALL POSITIONS IN THAIUND UNLESS INDICATED I 

Intelligence officer— hiring in progress 
Intelligence officer— hiring in progress 
Intelligence officer— Hiring in progress 
Intelligence specialist— Sfc. John ^kwill, USN 
Intelligence officer *->Cpt. Bandall Mastromonoco, USAF 
Intelligence officer— Maj. Charles Robertson, USAF 
Intelligence officer— Requiaitions in progress 
Intelligence officer— Requisitions in progress 
Intelligence officer— Requisitions in progress 
* Individual located at DlA, DAM-2 in Washington, DC. 

POW-HIA TASK TORCE (ALL POSITIONS IN WASHINGTON, DC) 

DIA Element 

Supervisory intelligence officer- Harold E. Sprague 
Administrative assistant—John Emery 
Secretary— Jane Osborne 
Intelligence officer— Barbara Banks 
Intelligence officer-4Jpt. Alex Odren, USAF 
Intelligence technician— Ray Craib 
ADP specialist— Paul Nanko . 

Intelligence specialist— Petty Officer Paul Dicenzo, USN 

Reservist Support Element (USAF) 

Commander (2 positions)— Reports 1 Mar. 91 
Secretary— Reports 1 Mar. 91 
Team chief (3 positions)— Reports 1 Mar. 91 
Intelligence officers (7 positions)— Reports 1 Mar. 91 

Senator Grassley. I have some more questions, but I will wait 
for another round if you want me to. 

'The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Ford, you heard 
my request on behalf of Mr. Earl Bond. I will be glad to provide 
you that information. I guess Mr. Quinn was not the appropriate 
one to ask that. 

Mr. Ford. No, sir. We were really the more appropriate and we 
are— I’ve asked my staff to contact your staff to get more details, 
and we will have a written answer to you to the best of our knowl- 
edge of the case, tomorrow or the next day. 

Senator McCain. Thank you very much. You said earlier, Mr. 
Ford, that things were done wrong or not as well as they should 
have been, and mistakes were made, basically is what you have 
told this committee. I am curious what your view is of why thore 
things happened. Was it because of bureaucratic ineptitude? Was it 
because of, as Colonel Peck alleges, mindset to debunk, or what in 
your view was the reason that some mistakes were made and the 
job was not done in the best fashion? 

Mr. Ford. I have obviously thought about that a lot, and tried in 
my own mind to try to sort out what some of the problems were. I 
don’t profess to have the full and final answer, and just give yoii 
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lies and they may Sieve m»' ^ s«''eral fami- 

my son was still m SoutS Asia*and7didiTt“‘ 

dete ’’ “iere '^a® a mindset to 

fate.^rprSt/t^rownSm'^^^^ 

have the answer and thev will ho believe that they 

their answer, whether that answer suggest— to prove 

branch, or to debunk the issue in SouthMfi?\“® executive 
analyst most of my adult Hfe and aH of u®®" 

and perfect as you would like. They tefe\heTr “ o^ective 
going to 4 a fit 

te‘£Ssrh.t’,s'Kff5'S"r«?E.“ 

people, is a purposeful noliticallv contact with 

cover-up. EverTSke ttt ®J 

human W hrSy ^ bureaucracies and 

can point to a few that I've ® years, and I 

Senator McCain. I would ifke rT e** whatever. 

J^es^king a little earlier of anothw 

to Secretary of Defense Cheney’s stetempnMhJc ^ ^ ^® ^ «^^eck 
pph taken in Laos surfacS Lrlw^thfR 
by family members as Lieutenant DaiSid T^r^ Z% N "5f 

in^dual with some French blood " “-yeaMld Laotian 

doing to these families What j • we are 

eXtof“nS:'fter,ii^^ 


205 


^ # My God, how terrible is this, to subject a family to this, Why would 
they be doing something like this in your view? 

Mr. Ford. For the life of me, I can’t understand why people 
would do this. I mean. I’ve had the same Sorts of questions that I’ve 
heard you and Senator Kerry, and I know Senator Smith and I 
have talked about. I don’t see a lot of money changing hands. 

^ I mean, there is some pocket-change money passing hands in 

^ # Southeast Asia, between Laotian and Cambodian and 'Thai people 
who bring in a few bits of information. There is also some money 
raised here and there, but it’s all really sort of small change. This 
is not a financial issue that I can tell. I mean, it’s a local official in 
Cambodia selling information to possible refugees for a couple of 
bucks and thinks that he— telling these people if you have this 
^ bone, or if you have this belt buckle, if you have this picture, 

^ • you’re going to get to the United States when you get to the refu- 
gee camp, and I’ll give it to you for $1. But the only problem is, 
he’s got a thousand of them. He only makes 1,000 bucks, but it’s 
still small change. I don't know, other than those people who 
simply are trying to manipulate U.S. policy, try to throw us off the 
track. 

There have been examples in the past that clearly the intelli- 
w % gence services in Southeast Asia were manufacturing stuff, and it 
goes up and down, and almost seemingly without the knowledge or 
active participation of the foreign ministry or other high officials 
in the government. But tbe-dogtags that are manufactured and/or 
submitted to people here in the United States, all kinds of things 
that there is no really good answer for. I’m afraid that whatever 
the reasons are, what we put the families through is that they had 

* # their heart broken the day they got the news that their loved one 

was missing, and they have to go through this agony of having to 
live through it again. 

There’s nobody on my staff or anybody I know in the Pentagon 
who doesn’t want these reports to hie true. We don’t want to have 
to tell another family that they’ve been jerked around by a scam 
artist. I mean, there^s this one group that I know has touched at 

* # least two and probably three families and they’re still doing it. De-- 

spite our passing on the word that there’s something really fishy 
about this whole group, the same people are passing on informa- 
tion that one, related in one fashion or another to the Borah photo- 
graph, to the new Stevens photograph, and to information having 
to do with the Robertson, Stevens, and Lundy photograph. 

Senator McCain. Do you want to identify this group? 

“ # Mr. Ford. Well, I do not know their real names. I just know of 
them. They are people operating out of Southeast Asia, Laotians 
who claim to have information that they'll provide to us and they 
provide it to a number of Americans, private people interested in 
the subject. Government, like us. It's unclear whether they— the 
people receiving it, mostly Americans, accept at face value that it’s 
probably— could be true. And how— where do you cut off? I mean, 
^ # just because a guy is a known scam artist and he gives us a photo- 
graph, I don’t immediately assume that it’s bogus. I can’t afford to, 
because it may be the one time that either he stumbled onto the 
truth, or for whatever reason, this time it’s real. So each one of 
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them has to be taken seriously and checked out with the hope that 
it might be true. 

But when you find people who are clearly involved in this, the 
only thing we know to do is polygraph them, and if they pass the 
polygraph, take them very seriously. Unfortunately, every time we 
get a chance to get hold of one of these guys and put them on the 
polygraph, they blow it, and so we just keep pushing ahead hoping 
that One day we re going to find one of these people who has some 
real information. If we do. I'm confident there's— that it's not just 
rhetoric. If we find out the location of Captain Carr or anybody 
else, there is no doubt in my mind there won’t be any foreign 
policy, there won't be any domestic political rewons. We'll go get 
him. If he can’t get out, we'll go get him. 

Senator McCain. Thank you. Thank you, Mr; Chairman. 

The Chairman. 'Thank you very much. Senator Robb. 

Senator Robb. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I had to go preside 
over the Senate and so I missed some of the intervening testimony 
this afternoon and the formal opening statements of Secretary 
Ford, General Ryan, and General Christmas. I hope you will for- 
give me for stating as a point of personal privilege that my own 
asswiation with General Christmas goes back something.in excess 
ot 25 yeare, when he and I were company grade officers and served 
together. I have not had much contact with him since he was Me- 
devaced from Hue after a very courageous and very heroic display 
of leadership, and he was recovering for quite some number of 
years, but I am very pleased with the prospect that we-may have 
an opportunity to work directly with General Christmas, and I 
ftope when we make the visit to Vietnam-next year that he will be 
in country at the same time so that we might have an opportunity 
to visit some personally. rr j 

As an aside, I bring him greetings from Pat Mayer, someone he 
will remember going back 25-plus years from another Marine 
Corps association. 

If I may, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question that 
gws directly to the area that General Christmas is overseeing at 
this point, and that has to do with the ability to follow up on any 
contemporaneous reporting of live prisoners, what I guess in the ci- 
vilian world would be viewed as a form of hot pursuit. General 
would you say that given the configuration and the resources that 
are available to you at this time, that you have the capacity should 
someone have a contemporaneous live sighting, and not one that is 
reported and is very, very old, to follow up expeditiously to deter- 
mine whether or not it is true and whatever else might be appro- 
priate? 

General Christmas. At present. Senator, we're putting in the 
mechanism that provides that, and we have talked already today 
about the need for the Vietnamese to be more forthcoming in al- 
lowing our Stony Beach operator— allowing our people free access 
g) that they can rapidly respond in Vietnam. We have teams in 
Ban^ok right now. We hope that as things progress in both Laos 
and Cambodia that we will be able to put detachments there that 
will be able to react immediately to those live sightings. 

ant* prepared to bring that American out? 
Well, 1 think that is the reason we need a good, solid, joint task 


207 


^ force that can respond to policy that will come from the national 

^ # command authority, from the Secretary of Defense and down 
through the Chairman to us. 

; Senator Robb. Let me ask just one other question. You talk 

about the coordination between the two commands. One of the con- 
' cerns that I have had with respect to the whole POW/MIA issue 
has been the number of different agencies that have some level of 
responsibility for follow-up in any of these areas, and I am curious. 
t 0 Either you or Secretary Ford might be able to respond to this ques- 
tion. The new assistant secretary for POW/MIA affairs, where will 
that individual fit within the chain of command? I think General 
Christmas described the chain of command on the military side, 
aind I am curious how the responsibility of the new assistant secre- 
tary will play out with respect to the military assets that are avail- 
able and/or other civilian agencies that may have an interest in 
5 % this particular question. 

Mr. Ford. Senator Robb, the way I would describe it is a very 
close partnership between the deputy assistant and the joint task 
force at CINCPAC. The deputy assistant for POW/MIA affairs will 
be the Secretary’s personal representative on this issue, so that 
when the military comes through the normal chain of command 
from the CINC to the Chairman, they then come to the Secretary 
f A with recommendations. As we did in Desert Storm, or as we do on 

^ any sort of crisis situation, it is then up to the deputy assistants to 

brief the Secretary and give him advice and provide comments to 
theChairman and to the military. 

We’re going to work this issue the way "we work every other 
issue and that is a very close working relationship between the 
military, who are implementing, and the Secretary who h^ respon- 
« ^ sibility for overseeing the policy aspects to make sure it is done 
• right. 

Senator Robb. With all due respect, Mr. Secretary, I must say 
when you say that you have a partnership rather than a command 
relationship, it concerns me a little bit. I am pleased, and I think 
one of the innovations that has been most helpful in Desert Storm, 
for instance, was the kind of clear command and control relation- 
% ^ ships that were in evidence. I am not suggesting a specific response 

^ or solution this time around, and indeed hope that kind of partner- 

ship would exist in all cases. 

Mr, Ford. I wish that we had a perfect answer for you. I think 
that what General Christmas said was very true, and as the Carper 
Committee, and I’m sure this committee will find, there have been 
too many cooks in the stew. We are taking the military chain and 
« we’re putting in one cook, the JTF commander— and that one cook 

^ • is reporting to the chairman and to the Secretary of Defense. 

The DASD will be working for the Secretary of Defense, so 
there’s going to be fewer cooks, more responsibility, and at least in 
terms of the Secretary, there'll be somebody he can turn around 
and say who's responsible for this. On his side is will be the DASD, 
whoever that should be. He will also be able to turn to the Chair- 
man and say, why did we make a mistake, let’s get it right. So the 
• ^ resjwnsibility chain is much more limited now, and he can turn 

around and see who was responsible for good things or bad things, 
whichever they may be. 
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Senator Robb. Mr. Chairnian, I note that we have some number 
of cooks in our chain of responsibility, one of which is to report to 
the floor when a vote is on, and a vote has just begun, With that in 
mind, I will defer any additional questions. You may have some- 
thing that you want to tie up at this point. 

^ The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator. What I am going 
do IS I want to keep this going. Senator Smith has departed for the 
floor to try to vote rapidly and return, and then I will leave so that 
we can try not to have an interruption if possible. I know Senator 
Grassley had some more questions. I would like to 

Senator Grassley. Should I go vote? 

The Chairman. I think it would be good if you went to vote now 
and then came back as fast as possible. That way you can back up 
Senator Smith and we can continue the process. We do have one 
last panel after this. 

With respect to the helicopter situation and the ability to go out 
on a fast response, live sighting capacity, is there a discussion with 
respect to Laos of having non-U.S.~identified — I mean, I could 
well imagine why some people would be apprehensive about United 
States colors flying in choppers in Vietnam. Is there a methodology 
to pi a lease-back situation, private company to somehow deal 
with that? 

General Christmas. Yes sir. Senator, you have — the preferred 
course of action is obviously good old U.S. birds with our pilots to ' 
put our folks irtand put them out of harm’s way. We would feel a 
lot more comfortable that way^ Obviously, there are other courses 
of action that we have to fall back on to provide that capalnlity. 

The second course of action is, of course, is leasing. Currently 

both working with the Vietnamese, working with the Laotians and 
working with the Cambodians— recently, for Tang Island we went 
into leasing-type agreements. Of course, the third course of action 
is, as you ve heard so much, that the Laotian helicopter that’s now 
down, or the old Russian helicopter with the Vietnamese— sir, we 
go from the top and then we take the next course and the next 
course. 

The Chairman. Well, I think the third course of action is not ac- 
ceptable and I tried to make that clear when I was over there. Am- 
bassador Ung is not here right now, but I know his representa- 
tives are. He will be back tomorrow morning, I know, to follow the 
proceramgs, but I made clear to him and to the Vietnamese, on the 
record now, that this committee when it visits in February will 
look hard at whether they have fulfilled the promises that have 
been made. 

To whatever dep-ee the Vietnamese are looking for an improve- 
ment in the relationship, I know I can speak for every member of 
this committee that if that access is difficult, or if those promises 
are not being fulfilled, we are going to look with a big question 
mark at that. And I have personally had General Secretary Do 
Muoi, and prior to him, General Secretary Ling, and the Foreign 
Minister, and all the other members of their departments look me 
in the eye and say, you can go anywhere in the country and we 
want you to have access. 
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So I think the committee is going to look very hard at the follow 
through on that. General, if we can be helpful, obviously, in trying 
to leverage it, let us know. 

What is the process now for a live sighting follow-up? Do you ini- 
tiate immediately? Do you follow up actively? Does it have to go to 
Washington, or is this an instant kind of response? 

General Christmas. Well, first of all, if obviously we can make 
an immediate follow-up, if in other words the information has come 
to us right there on scene and we can initially follow up, we obvi- 
ously would. What we normally do is collect the information. We 
collect what we can. We get it back through the analyst channels, 
and we try to open up all information available to see what we 
have. Then, if we carl make that instant contact, obviously we do. 

The Chairman. But you do not have to go to Washington for any 
approvals on that anymore. Do I understand the chain of command 
now? 

General Christmas. Our Hanoi office has the authority to follow- 
up on live sightings within Vietnam, and we would suspect that if 
we had the opportunity to put detachments in Vientiane and 
Phnom Penh, they would have a similar capability. 

The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, over the years you read a lot of 
allegations on this issue. Whole books, movies and so forth. Some 
people assert that there are camps that are holding 50, 200 people 
or so. What is the possibility of that kind of camp existing based on 
all the intelligence and data that we have now? 

Mr. Ford. This was discussed earlier in the afternoon and I think 
I generally ^ee with the characterization that I think Ken QuTnn 
gave. That is, in Vietnam I find it very difficult to accept the fact 
that there is a camp that the Vietnamese don’t know about. It 
could be, but I find it— maybe in the central highlands near the 
Lao/Cambodian border it's conceivable, but not very likely. In Laos 
and in Cambodia, I think that there are areas in which the govern- 
ment does not have good control. Once you get out of the cities, the 
transportation is just atrocious, so it’s conceivable that there could 
be small camps. Particularly if they moved around a lot, and were 
a part of— in areas in which the government didn't have good con- 
trol. 

Do I have strong evidence? No, I don't have that. I have reports 
of a general nature that people have been seen in a camp, but with 
not enough specific detail to really do much with. When we do, we 
look for it, can’t fipd it. If we knew a camp existed we would go in 
in various ways and try to find out who was there. 

The Chairman. What would be the rationale, even in Laos, for a 
group that, let us say, was not in control of the government? I 
mean, it has been 19 years. I take it, and I asked this of Mr. Quinn, 
have you or any of your people ever been approached with a possi- 
ble secret deal to return somebody for money or for any other 
reason? Is there a record of such an offer and a transaction in the 
making? 

Mr. Ford. By one of the governments or private individuals? 

The Chairman. By private individuals or the governments. 

Mr. Ford. No, the closest thing that comes to that was the 
Walter T. Robinson case that Secretary Quinn mentioned earlier. 
In fact, he described it as we made the judgment in sort of analyti- 
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cal\ terms. We actually sent a team to Vietnam. I mean, it was 
nol^we know when we went that the chances of its being Walter 
T. Robinson were virtually zero, unless all of our information was 
wrong, but the picture was compelling that it could be an Ameri- 
can, The position that we took at Defense was that we don't know 
who this person is. It could be an Amerasiari, it could be an Ameri- 
can, but why don't we just go up and ask him and find out. Well 
when we got there we found out that he was Amerasian, he was on 
his way out of Vietnam legally, and to the best of my knowledge he 
is out now. 

The Chairman. One of the theories that is often advanced is the 
pearl theory, that since the French are supposed to have— there is 
evidence that the French did some trading in the post-Dien Bien 
Phu period for prisoners— that therefore people are holding Ameri- 
cans in order to do some trading. What you are saying is that there 
is no document or evidence or statement of any kind of any govern- 
ment official that you know of, that anyone has ever been ap- 
proached in 19 years for that kind of a trade. Is that accurate? 

Mr, Ford. To the best of my knowledge. I obviously don't have an 
encyclo^ic knowledge of this issue, but I have not run across any. 

The Chairman. Within the whole interagency group, no one has 
ever surfaced any possible deal, is that accurate? 

Mr, Ford. That is accurate, and in fact, if somebody did. I'm con- 
vinced that if we thought there was some serious intent on the part 
of the person making the deal, we would try to follow up on it. 

*^6 Chairman. Within the Laotian culture^ what would be the 
ability and purpose of Americans being held over the course of 19 
years, or 18-plus years? Would it be slave labor? What is the ra- 
tionale here? 

Mr. Ford. Senator, it's obvious that you have gone through some 
of the same questioning that I have in terms of what the motiva- 
tions would be of people. I have not come up with anything that I 
find convincing that explains to me why people do things like keep 
hostages. In the Middle East, for example — - 

The Chairman. For hostages, they hold them for the release of 
other people, correct? 

Mr. Ford. Or for financial gain. All I can tell you is that there 
are still reports coming in that suggest that there might be live 
Americans in Southeast Asia. There are photographs, for example, 
the Carr photograph, which is compelling, and which is notjust 
Carl Ford s eyeballing it, which I always thought non-expert. 'Iiiey 
certainly Iwk alike to me, but as our experts look at it they also 
are beginning to say yeah, there is a resemblance there that’s un- 
canny. That’s not a quote, but that’s a bottom line. I don’t know 
why, what the motivation is, but the fact that there could be an 
American there is still something we can’t dismiss. 

The Chairman. Absolutely not. What I am trying to get at is the 
question of the wholesale— you know some of the theories hold up 
the notion of 50, 100 or this, or that. Now, is it possible that in the 
aftermath of the war, particularly during the period when Vietnam 
was closed to us between 1975 and 1979 particularly, that people 
were held but that then the dynamics changed and because holding 
people did not bring about what some thought it might have 
brought about, those people were lost, and that that may be part of 
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what has fueled this. Is that a theory that might have perhaps 

more life? , t ^ • i i. 

Mr. Ford. It’s certainly one of the possibilities that I think that 
should be considered in trying to get at this question of motivation, 

I think that there is also the likelihood that— I mean there are 
other scenarios. One that hasn’t been mentioned that I’ve always 
found very credible is people who were injured at the time of their 
loss, and that are not aware that they are Americans and they’re 
not home. 

The Chairman. Let me do this, Mr. Secretary. They are holding 
the vote for me, I need to get over there. I think the hiatus will be 
marginal because I am sure that Senator Smith is on his way back. 
If you could wait and we will just recess momentarily until Senator 
Smith gets here to pick it up. 

[Recess.] 

Senator Smith [presiding]. We will reconvene. 

The Chairman. We will be back in just a second. I am under the 
impression, based upon the comments on the floor, that there prob- 
ably is going to be another vote, they say within 15 minutes after 
this one en&, but this one may be open for a little while because 
there were a lot of Senators who had not yet voted, even though 
the time had run out, so we will just try to keep going. Just a 
couple of more points for me. It seems as if you are very candid 
about problems that may have taken place in the past. Is there any 
way that you could recommend how we could reconstruct some of 
that to see^ if anything was missed, back in, obviously long before 
your watch, back into the period of the 1970's and moving on up, 
how we could reconstruct just some of those mistakes— not in the 
sense of trying to identify anybody who is making mistakes neces- 
sarily, that is not the point, but just to try to see if there is any- 
thing that we did miss, so we do not have to go back and root 
through reams of stuff that you have all been through? 

If you could help us in that regard, either with a comment now 
or something perhaps for the record, it would be very helpful. 

Mr. Ford. I think that I briefly mentioned where I would start, 
and that is asking to appear either in public session or private ses- 
sion, whichever you prefer, some of the people who were my prede- 
cessors who worked the issue, and hear from them directly. I m 
sure they’ve thought about it and have thought about their actions 
and their decisions. They may think they were all perfect, I don't 
know. But I think that's the place to start, with the people who 
were involved directly with these issues at the time, and get from 
them their view 10, 15, 20 years later. 

I will be very frank with you that I have been so busy looking at 
today and tomorrow. There are so many things to do that I don’t 
have time to do. In fact, that’s why I strongly recommended to the 
Secretary that we have a deputy assistant. As far as I’m concerned, 
it’s a full-time job. I can’t devote full time to it, and when I realized 
that, that was my recommendation; we’ve got to get somebody full- 
time. 'There are so many things that we would like to do better in 
terms of the way we interface with the families, how we want to — 
as you see, we are beginning to have the military take a much 
more active role now that we have more acce^ to Vietnam, Laos 
and Cambodia— and those are the issues that I’ve concentrated on. 
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I will admit that if I’d had more time, I would have probably 
thought ihore about and done more about some of the things that 
happened in the past. But, to be quite honest, my priority has been 
on where we were going. 

Senator Smith. Just a couple of comments, and you might want 
to respond to them if you wish. In listening to Senator McCain’s 
line of questioning regarding the photos, and a lot of banter back 
and forth in regards to what the motives might be, one of the strik- 
ing things about those photos to me was, and I think everybody 
agrees—I know you and I do because we talked about it— was that 
at the very least the similarity between the alleged POW and the 
other subject. I mean, if this is a scam and these are not valid 
photos, this is not just somebody dragging out belt buckles; these 
are fairly substantial efforts. 

Mr. Ford. They’re pretty well-organized and knowledgeable 
people doing it. 

Senator Smith. I mean, you know you just cannot go out and find 
somebody as handsome as you or me that quickly, you know what I 
mean, it takes a while. It is not that easy to do, to get somebody 
with at least a similarity, and I know that certainly the Borah 
photo, and certainly the Carr photo, or the alleged Carr photo, 
there is a similarity there in many ways. So, still I guess the jury is 
still out on that Carr photo. 

Mr. Ford. Well you and I have talked, and I’ve spoken to Mr. 
Borah on the telephone, I have not met him, but I have seen Mr. 
Borah and at least one. of his sons on television. I can remember at 
the time, having seen just the photograph, and seeing the family 
inembers on the television, saying, wow. Just simply the hairline, 
the shape of the face, there clearly was a very close resemblance 
betw^n the Lao tribesman and the Borah family. The family re- 
semblance I thought WM striking at the time. It was in my mind 
not a foregone conclusion that that particular case was going to 
turn out the way it did. 

Even when I see the photographs today, it’s clear to me that 
somebody had to do a lot of homework to match up a hill tribes- 
man in Savannakhet province in Laos, take a picture of him, and 
then come back and somehow be knowledgeable enough to make 
the association with Lieutenant Borah. That’s quite extraordinary. 
As we got into this case, there seems, as I mentioned earlier, the 
people who had provided us originally the Borah photograph, as we 
go back and trace where it came from, those people seem to be up 
to their hip boots in all kinds of scams. Why they did it, what’s in 
it for them, I don’t know. This is one of those cases that I have had 
to tmk to Mr. Borah and hear the pain he feels, and the uncertain- 
ty about what’s happening. He wants desperately for this person to 
really be his son. Anybody who would put those people through it, 
to put him in jail and throw away the key. 

• personal view. I don’t know what the motivation 

IS, but I don t really care as long as this sort of travesty goes on. 
One, it breaks the hearts of the families, and second it makes our 
investigators and our sp^ialists’ job doubly difficult. As I said, we 
can t just assume — well, it’s another scam. The fact is that you see 
in the Borah photograph and the Carr photograph — ^you see a com- 
pelling resemblance that has to make you go the extra mile, even 
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when the trail gets cold or it looks like it might be another scam, 
M you just keep pushing. 

Senator Smith. Let me ask you one other question before Senator 
Kerry gets back. Roughly 500 or so of these Lao missing who have 
not been accounted for, a little over 500. It is my understanding 
that about 120 of those individuals were in one way or another 
seen, or witnesses say that they ejected, or at least our reports indi- 
cate that they ejected from their aircraft, which would remove 
^ them from any casualty site— or should move them from any casu- 
^ alto-site excavations that we are doing. 

Have you pulled those, isolated those cases and are you working 
on them? They are not in with the discrepancy cases that General 
Vessey’s working. So have you pulled these things into one group 
and are looking at them that way, one by one, or how are you deal- 
ing with them? 

Mr. Ford. We’re trying to, but part of this is simply a matter of 
V chance. Tliat on the day of an individual’s loss, for whatever 
reason, we happen to have more information, and so we have more 
to begin with. We are trying to prioritize our resources and efforts 
toward the ones that we have the most information on, more infor- 
mation to go on. We are trying to find out as much about each of 
these cases as we can, put them in some sort of order geographical- 
ly, and in terms of information so that we can go on to find them— 
• and we’re systematically trying to go through these cases. 

Part of the problem in Laos and Vietnam is that we have been 
.working on these 119 ca^s in Vietnam, for example, since the 
1987-1988 time frame. Only now,Tn the last" trip— the last two trips 
to Vietnam— have we begun to get out beyond those cases and say 
we’ve got to go to other areas and visit other places and interview 
more people. 

% In the case of Laos, we know where many of these areas are that 
the Pathet Lao held Americans, and we want to go there, we want 
to talk to people. There are no crash sites, we just simply know 
where the caves were, and we want to go and talk to people who 
were there. We’ve found in our experience that they have pretty 
good recollections of those days, and that by piecing together the 
stories of several different people we can often get a somewhat 
^ better account of what may have happened to some of them. 

You’ve got to remember that most of the cases, and the number 
escapes me right off the top of my head, most of the cases in Laos 
are cases in areas where the Vietnamese were in control. When we 
go to the Vietnamese, they say, well, that’s in Laos. We don’t have 
any control over that. When we go to the Laotians, they quite 
rightly say, listen, the Vietnamese were there during the war, we 
^ don’t know anything about it. We have been back and forth with 
both governments for as long as I’ve been here, trying to get them 
to focus on these cases. 

Senator Smith. This is why we need some kind of trilateral talks. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, and we seem to be making some progress. ’The 
State Department, hopefully with others’ participation, will be 
meeting with the Vietnamese and the Laos in December in Hawaii 
A to talk about this very issue. We’re also prepared to talk to the 
Cambodians about it. rm not going to promise anything because we 
don’t have anything concrete, and I’ve been disappointed before 
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thinking that we've made some progress on the border cases. But I 
think that we re in a better position now, we have more leverage 
than we ve had before, and I'^m at least hopeful that this time we 
won t be disappointed. 

Senator Smith. All of that information that came put about the 
atrocities and all the press reports and information regarding pris- 
oners in Laos and^so forth, I assume that you have— I have never 
really looked at what you have on that particular subject in the in- 
telhgence-neyer had the opportunity to do that. I assume that is 
somehow cataloged or together in a way that that can be looked 
at by the committee. Is that true, so that we can at least get a re- 
buttal to those puWic statements that were made by Lao officials 
and others about POW s, allegedly holding POW's by the Pathet 

Mr. Ford. I m not sure what order and shape it’s in, but I'm sure 
that we 11 be happy to share with you the information we do have. 
Ihere have lieen a number-we are just like you. We look at Laos 
and we see hundreds of question marks and it is a difficult area for 
us to operate in, and a difficult area for us to come up with an- 
swers. I mean, we have had the reports— the same reports of Amer- 
icans who we know were in captivity at one point or another in 
Laos and we don t have any answer as to what happened to them. 
Until we do, we re not going to feel very comfortable that we’re on 
top of what s happenmg in Laos. 

We are at a position now where, for -example, CODEL travelled 
to Laos, and one of the ^gressmen-put the Laotians on the spot 
w i to tolk to Soth Petrasy, and the story 

had bwn tlmt he was dead, and that’s what we had been told for 
to find out he's not dead, and they indicated 
that they were going to let us have access to him. I right off the top 

to Bill Gadoury when he appears before you tomorrow. 
He IS a bnght, articulate, dedicated person who has been working 

i'i® insights and his direct 
toowledge, rather than hearmg from me second or third hand, I 
think you will fiiid very interesting. If he doesn't know the answer, 
the answers aren’t there. ’ 

'^e same is true for Bill Bell in Vietnam, and John Cole for 
looking at the intelligence view. HopefuUy you will be able to have 

ssnir M 

tiora?*'°’ you have any further ques- 

Senator Gr^iey. Yes, I do. Mr. Ford, jiist so that we are all 
work^ from the sme sheet of music, and this is along the line of 
qurations you heard me ask other witnesses. If this committee were 
“ di^pancy case, or any other case for that matter, 
which has been determined to be resolved and which should not 
have been resolved on the merits, and which on the merits should 
tave remained oi»n, can we expect that such a case to become a 
discrepancy case that needs to be resolved*^ 

® "^“toke, we’ll be the first 
ones to admit it and be glad that we made the mistake. If some- 
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body walks out tomorrow and we said they were dead, you won’t 
hear a peep out of us, we’ll be as happy as everybody el^. 

Senator Grassley. When you are briefed on the various cases, do 
you read the live-sighting reports and raw intelligence data or do 
you rely upon summaries of these? 

Mr. Ford. It varies. My staff receives, I think, every report from 
DIA. Those reports that they believe are significant or something 
that I ought to know about right then they submit them to me. If 
they are ones that they want to have DIA check out more closely 
or that appear to be more routine--say it’s 5 years old as opposed 
to something more immediate— I do not see all of them. I think 
that it’s an area in which we have learned by example that we 
have to keep a very close pulse on. 

I have, for example, talked to the head of the POW/MIA office in 
DIA, Bob Sheetz, and indicated that I wanted him to err on the 
side of badgering me with information as opposed to feeling like 1 
didn’t want to hear about it. I just don’t want to be in a position 
that I’m the last to know that there is some important piece of in- 
formation that somehow just didn’t get to me. 

Senator Grassley. The last time I saw you we were on a late- 
night network show together, and on that show you indicated that 
you had four analyses pertaining to the Carr case. What are those 
analyses and what did they show, and has the Sandia lab ever ana- 
lyzed the Carr photos using negatives? 

Mr. Ford. 'The last part of your question I would have to double- 
check. We have a report that I saw for the first time yesterday 
back from Sandia, I think, that is of the Carr photograph. 'The 
reason I pause is that I got a report on Stevens and a report on 
Carr yesterday. One was from Los Alamos and one was from 
Sandia, and I may have them mixed up. The report from the Can- 
photograph was inconclusive but they indicated that there was a 
great resemblance and that they thought it was possible that they 
were the same person— the two photographs. 

It’s the most positive report from any of our expert photographic 
anal^is people that I’ve seen. They found there were many simi- 
larities. In fact, as 1 mentioned to several people, in fact, it was 
from Los Alamos and it said, in our view, a strong possibility exists 
that the subject, in this case the Carr photograph we’ve all seen in 
the newspapers, is an aged Captain Carr. They p on to say, howev- 
er, this assessment is not conclusive, but that% the most positive 
one I have ever seen. They also have a photograph where they 
have taken— what I thought was a very interesting approach— half 
of the wedding photograph and half of the more recent photograph 
and put them together, and there is quite clearly a strildng resem- 
blance. 

[See appendix p. 398.] 

Senator Grassley. Were those analyses done from the negatives? 

Mr. Ford. I would have to check the report to be sure. 

Senator Grassley. If they were done from the negatives, would 
you supply those to the committee? 

Mr. Ford. The information, or do you want the negatives? 

Senator Grassley. The negatives. 

Mr. Ford. I don’t see why there would be any problem with that. 
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Senator Grassley. What is the status of your analysis of the Ste- 
vens photo where he is allegedly standing with a woman? 

Mr. Ford. That was the other report that we got that I saw yes- ^ 
terday and that report was just the opposite in the sense that it 
was inconclusive but, in their judgment, it was not likely that it 
was Stevens. 

Senator Grassley. What is the status of your analysis of the 
photo of the three pilots, I guess the first photo that you were 
made aware of? 

Mr. Ford. This has been a difficult case for us because we have ^ 
not beeri able to locate the people in the picture. We have not been 
able to locate who took the picture and we have family members 

i ?7 convinced that they are their loved ones. 

We have no direct information other than their identification 
and we still continue to have an active investigation of that photo- 
graph. 

Now, what we have known is that associated with the photo- • 
^aph. either directly or indirectly, has been a series of scams, but 
they are not the photograph that the families identified. 

The only thing that has been altered in that photograph is a sign 
that appears on the photograph. That appears to have been done 
by the same people who ^d the photos out of the Soviet magazines. 

The Chairman [presiding]. Would my colleague yield for a Ques- 
tion just for a moment? p 

Senator Grassley. Yes, but I think he has answered it satisfacto- 
*■^ 0 ; I will go on to my next question~but I would yield. 

The Chairman. I understood from some sources that there was 
an enhancement done which showed the individuals in that photo- 
graph carrying rifles, carrying weapons, and the notches and ends 
01 their weapons were actually visible at the lower end. 

Is that accurate? § 

Mr. Ford. That is correct. That was from one of our national labs 
photograph analyses. It appeared to be German World War II 
weapons. 

The Chairman. Is not there some sort of inherent contradiction 
m the notion that three people are being held prisoner, but they 
bolmng nfles kind of surreptitiously in the picture? 

Mr. Fom. Sir, I understand your question. I understand your • 
concerns. The standard that I have is if I can demonstrate to the 
familiw that their identification is incorrect, I don't hesitate to ap- 
proach them with that case. If I don’t have the evidence, as far ^ 

1 m concerned, until I have the evidence, I’m going to keep looking. 

• 1?® Chairman. I think all of us appreciate that and I think that 
w the right way to approach it. But I did not hear you volunteer 
that. I have not heard that sort of come out. I mean, that is why I 
asked you, I guess. I just wanted to make sure that was, in fact, 
^ertainw by the Department and one of the question marks that 
IS now raised with respect to the photograph. 

Mr. Fom. We can not say that the family identifications are in- 
correct. We have real questions and I’ve explained. 

The Chairman. I will raise the family as a question mark and as 
I say to you; I understand why you do not say it is incorrect in the » 
face of positive identification. 


Mr. Ford. It is one of the cases Senator Grassley talked about 
where we had made an analytical judgment on Colonel Robertson. 
We have, in fact, taken that back and said, well, not so fast. 

We may have made a mistake, despite the fact that the Vietnam- 
ese have provided us with even more information than we had 
before. As long as we have these inconsistencies that are difficult 
to demonstrate to any degree to the family, we are going to keep 
the case active and keep it open. 

Hopefully, we will find who is in that photograph and that will 
f solve the question. 

Senator Grassley. Before I ask my next question, besides those 
negatives, if that is what you have, also the analyses of the nega- 
tive? 

Mr. Ford. Yes, I want to make sure that I don’t mislead you. I 
was going off of just my recollection. My staff has indicated to me 
that we no longer have the negatives. They were given back to 
§ Colonel Bailey, who requested them from us. 

We have, I hope but I don’t know for sure, we have gotten a later 
generation of photograph and/or negative that we were working 
from. 

Senator Grassley. But you could provide us with your analyses? 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. In fact, we can give you the analysis that we 
received not only from our own in-house, but also, if we have the 
A Sandia or Los Alamos reports, we’d be happy to provide those as 
^ well. 

Senator Grassley. According to Secretary Cheney and General 
Vessey this morning, a DOD. policjj states family members can 
have access to information about their loved ones, except for infor- 
mation that would compromise sources and methods. 

Is that your understanding of our policy? 

A Mr. Ford. That is certainly my understanding, that that is the 

^ licy. I hear the same complaints that you do from family mem- 

rs who feel that we’re not giving them enough information or 
that somehow we’re holding back. 

In most cases we find— that I have investigated personally— that 
is partially true. In some cases, they’re just through error. They 
have more or less than some other family member. 

^ Sometimes it’s our fault and sometimes it’s the family’s fault, 
^ but there are problems there that we’ve got to correct. When 
people come in, as I had— there’s a young lady here from Alaska, 1. 
think she’s here today. You don’t have to talk to her very long to 
realize that she has a real problem vdth us, and that she doesn’t 
think we played fair or square with her. 

As long as you have that, it’s hard to say, well, we’re doing a 
great job. 

" We’re going to have to find a way to make sure that as many 
family meml^rs as we can are satisfied with the treatment that 
they receive from the Defense Department. 

^nator Grassley. Well, that is very good and I am glad to hear 
that and I am sure you would not condone that lack of cooperation. 
I think you have answered my question. It was going to be that if 
the committee brought you information to this effect, you would 
# consider it and look into it and 1 think you have said that. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, we sure will. 
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Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, I have just one last question. 

In our previous conversation before I went to vote, you mentioned 
only seven of the 102 new personnel will be with Stony Beach. 

There’s a 1986 memorandum of understanding between JCRC and 
Stony Beach, determining .that JCRC would handle excavations 
and Stony Beach would handle investigations of live sightings. 

Has there been a new memorandum of understanding? 

Mr. Ford. Not to my knowledge. Senator, but I think that we 
hpe to keep in mind that we are in transition to a new set of orga- 
nizational procedures, both on the civilian side of DpD and also on 
the military side, and that the joint task force is trying to central- 
ize and organize this process. When we do that, we are also trying 
to protect our credibility and our ability to look at this problem 
from Washington and to make sure that there is a certain trans- 
parency in our process. 

We frankly have not worked out all these arrangements and pro- 
cedures and we are seeking recommendations from the field from 
DIA on how we can best do that under the circumstances. 

If that means change it a little bit, we will change it. If it means 
keeping the old procedures, and everyone decides that the best 
way, we’ll keep that. 

We have a new opportunity that we didn’t have before. We’ve 
got much greater access to Vietnam. So we’re going to tailor our 
approach and our procedures to fit the situation. 

Right now, it’s too soon for me to give you a judgment on where 
we’re going to come out. Hopefully, it will ^. the tet answer but 
we will keep you informed as we make those decisions and yoircan 
judge along with us whether we’re doing it right or hot. 

Senator Grassley. I think what you are probably saying is there 
could be a new memorandum of understanding. 

Mr. Ford. That is quite likely. 

Senator Grassley. 'Thank you. 

The Chairman. By way of housekeeping, let me say that we are 
going to have another vote here shortly and possibly even another 
vote after that. 

It has been a very long day and I think that it really makes a lot 
more sense not to feel any pressure and not to treat the next panel 
haphazardly. 

So what I would like to do, if it is acceptable and I understand a 
number of you have to be over at the House in the morning, I 
would like to ask Mr. Nagy and Mr. Sheetz and company if you 
would be willing to come back after that in the morning. 

I want to go with the first panel with Mr. Bell and Colonel Cole, 
first and then we will put you on after that. I think that will flow 
well that we will be able to fit everybody in without as much pres- # 
sure as today. 

So we will end with this panel momentarily as we head over. 

General let me just ask you, now that you have this new struc- 
ture and you have this new ball to juggle, are you satisfied that 
right now you have the structure in the making that is going to 
permit you to do the job, that we are not going to come back here 
in five months and say you did not get what you needed or that # 
you did not ask for what you wanted? 
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General Christmas. Senator, yes I am. The reason L am is be- 
cause that is what the two-tiered strategy is all about. It is a strate- 
gy that worked in Desert Shield, in Desert Storm, a strategy that 
worked in Bangladesh with Sea Angel, the strategy that worked in 
the Philippines with Fiery Vigil. 

Very simply, you have a Joint Task Force commander and he s 
responsible. Just above him is the Commander-in-Chief of the 
entire Pacific Command. It’s a direct line. 

Whatever that Joint Task Force commander needs, he goes to 
the CINC. He goes through me, the Director of Operations, as a fa- 
cilitator. 

I will go to all those component commands. Army, Navy, Air 
Force, Marine Corps, and those sub-unified commands. What we 
can’t do for him from that aspect, then I turn to the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and I say, we need this additional support to be able to carry 
out the mission. . . 

Yes, sir, I’m very confident that this is the proper organization, 
with the unity of command that is genuinely needed to accomplish 
the mission. 

The Chairman. Now, with respect to personnel on the ground, 
when I was there last and discussed this with Bill Bell and others, 
I raised the question, should we have a team for each province? I 
mean, if this is really a priority and if we are assuming that some- 
body might be alive, then every day that goes by is a day too many. 

Do we not, therefore, have an obligation to maximize the on-the- 
ground effort, the search capacity, the oversight, et cetera, and 
really push for more, even now? _ _ 

I know the response from Bill and others is, do not give us un- 
qualified people. It takes time to train people and have them quali- 
fied and so forth. . 

I guess my question is, are there not, within the reserves in this 
country, personnel who did time in Vietnam, who are Vietnamese- 
language qualified, who are disciplined and quickly trainable and 
who might be able to augment this thing so that we could really 
get at it rather than just doing what is enough? Go in with almost 
a surplus of people and make it happen? 

General Christmas. Senator, that is the ideal thing about a Joint 
Task Force. It is a task-organized force. We can reach out, as an 
example, requesting through the Joint Chiefs of Staff to get certain 
capabilities, as an example, that might be in the resem. 

The key is that, this is a living organization that will expand and 
contract based on the access that is provided to us. Bill is very 
clear, we can only put into his detachment, those folks who are 
qualified. 

The folks who we are now getting, who have been authorized by 
the Secretary of Defense, are those from all of the armed services. 

As the Hanoi detachment develops its leads, and says, this is 
what I need. We will be able to task-organize, our teams pd be 
able to bring in to them exactly what they need to accomplish the 
specific task at hand. , , . 

The Chairman. Mr. Secretary, does the DIA have a databa^ into 
which all of the information, human intelligence, signal intelli- 
gence, photo intelligence, from all agencies has been collected and 
cross-tabbed? 
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Mr. Ford. I can’t confirm that myself, Senator. I think that Mr. 

Nagy and Bob Sheetz and others would be able to do that. 

My sense is that we have tried over a period of time to find every 
file that we can find, wherever it might be located, because in our 
business, bits and pieces of information, no matter how fragmen- 
tary, can make all the difference in the world when you work with 
so little. 

A lot of information is in Hawaii, where our field operators have 
been operating out of, so they have their database. We try to make 
sure that the DIA and the JCRC and CIL-HI were working from 0/ 
the same sheet of music. 

In fact, when we can, we have been trying to pass sanitized infor- 
mation to the Vietnamese, so that they have some sense of where 
we’re at and how we're operating. 

I can’t guarantee you that all of these databases are exactly the 
same and, in fact, I'm almost certain that there are things in one 
that are not in the other. It’s a problem that we’re just trying to r) 
work on now. 

Hopefully, with the unity of command that we’ve been talking 
about, that will be one of the priorities, to make sure that all of the 
databases that we’ve got are exactly the same. People will share 
and be able to copy and give information to each other, just a 
double-check, to make sure that we have all the files. 

The Chairman. With respect to the helicopter situation, what is ^ 
the Lao objection to that? Have they stated a specific objection? 

Mr._FoRp. Well, I find that the Vietnamese and- the Lao have 
similar objections and tha^ part,of it-is-that these are, lest we 
forget, still Communist-countries that we fought for some period of 
years and don't particularly cotton to the notion of U.S. Army heli- 
copters or U.S. Air Force helicopters flying over their territory. 

I don’t agree with them, but I think that that’s clearly the first 
and foremost it’s a matter of national security. They’re not particu- ^ 
larly sure they trust us with our helicopters. 

We never said that would stop us. We’ll do it any way they want 
to do it. Part of the problem, and you’ve been there, both of you, 
putting our people in the field at risk by flying 
MI-8 helicopters that are not in good repair. 

We’ve got to get out there, ^y not from Australia, why not 
from the United States? Laos is talldng to an Australian company. 

We simply said we would pay you to lease these things. Do what- 
ever you want. Buy new helicopters. Rent them, lease them, buy 
American, whatever you want to do. Get some new helicopters. 

Now, this is something that I think will make a difference. Basi- 
cally, the m^age they re getting from the policy community is 
solve the problem. Whatever you have to do, get better helicopters. 

I m confident that when you go out in Februa^, we’ll at least be 
able to give you much better answers and we’ll know where the 
blame is, whether it’s in our court or 

The Chairman. Well, I would hope that when we go out there in 
February that we have some choppers that are operating and that 
will work. I can understand that, sir. 

Senator Smith. I will second that. [Laughter.] 

The Chairman. I really was not thinking just of us personally, ^ 
but I was thinking far more of just getting it going. I must say this 
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will be a bone of contention, because they legitimately raised the 
question, the sensitivity to, you know, a green helicopter with U.S. 

* markings— might even become a quick target. 

But to have neutrally marked and clearly identifiable choppers 
of some other kind, whether with red crosses on them or whatever, 
it seems to me there ought to be a way to get them there and get 
them quickly. 

My personal opinion is if you want to put to rest people’s ques- 
tions about response time on a live sighting or ability simply to 
▼ react and go out, there are few things that would contribute as 
much to that. 'Then I think it would be a tremendous step forward. 
So I hope it can happen sooner rather than later. 

Mr. Ford. It is hard to imagine a live-sighting program that’s 
credible, that doesn’t have the ability of free access any place, any 
time we want it and in a practical way. 

Now, I would point out, Mr. Smith mentioned several times this 
^ problem, when the 25-mile limit was lifted on the Vietnamese, for 
example, they can travel anywhere in the United States, they can 
lease helicopters, we don’t ask them where they’re going. They can 
do anything they want in this counti 7 . 

I think what we’re really asking is reciprocity. In this case, one 
that is extremely important to us, to be able to go and check out on 
live prisoner issues that will never be credible if we have to ask the 
^ Vietnamese or the Lao every time, oh, by the, way, we want to go 
check on a prison that may be located 35 kilometers from Savan- 
“ nakhet. I mean, how win anybody believe us that we’re really seri- 
ous about it, if that is the p^edure that we have to operate 
under? 

The Chairman. I agree with that and I think it is terribly impor- 
tant to move forward on that. 

^ Mr. Secretary, as I asked you earlier, I do not know, you are not 
going to be here every minute, because you go to the House, but I 
gather you will have a representative here who will 

Mr. Ford. Yes, I will. We’ll have somebody here at all times. 

The Chairman. And you will personally return on the back side 
of these hearings? 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. I’ve talked to Ken Quinn and he’s also pre- 
^ pared to come back. 

The Chairman. The reason I say that is I think nothing could be 
more important than to have front and center to respond to some 
of the families’ concerns, to some of the critics’ concerns, and 
where you cannot, to be able to say to us that you are going to get 
that response the next day. 

I think that will help build the relationship and begin to defuse 

♦ some of the feelings that there is an unavailability or an unwilling- 
ness to do so. 

Mr. Ford. We look forward to the opportunity to come back and 
we’ll try to put sort of a representative sample of the administra- 
tion witnesses together so that we can try to cover as many of the 
issues as we can. 

The Chairman. That would be very, very helpful and the com- 
^ mittee will obviously make any time available to you that is neces- 
sary to do that as we proceed from here. 
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We have another vote on, we are on the back end of it. As we 
adjourn for today, let me reemphasize that the committee under* 
stands that it has so far only scratched the surface of a lot of 
issues. 

Much of this work will not be done here in the hearing room, it 
will be done through staffs talking depositions, through interroga- 
tories that will be responded to, through data that will be collected 
and evaluated. As we go along, hopefully we will draw sohie intelli- 
gent and thoughtful conclusions or even some questions and then 
come back and pose them, without jumping to any hasty conclu- 
sions or judgments. \ 

One thing that I want, and I know Senator Smith wants, is for 
the committee to be judged as being absolutely neutral and fair in 
this process. There is a lot of data to go back and review. So this is 
the beginning, it is the baseline, and there is a lot of work yet to be 
done over the course of the next months. 

I am, again, very appreciative to you. It has been a long day. I 
know you have got other things you would like to be doing. I think 
it is important, obviously, and I know you think that, or you would 
not have been here. 

I know the Secretary, Secretary Cheney, thought it and thinks it 
or he would not have made this commitment of his staff through- 
out today. 

It is a good beginning and I think we all very much appreciative 
you for helping us to malce it so. I hope we can build on this over 
the course of the next months §nd put-this issue to rest, for fami- 
lies, for the country and for everybody. There are some tough 
choices yet to be made, but I am confident that we can do it. 

General, I applaud you for your commitment to this thing in 
classic Marine fashion and we look forward to working with you. 
Thank you very much. 

We stand adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow morning. 

[Whereupon, at 7 p.m., the committee adjourned, to be recon- 
vened at 10 a.m., Wednesday, November 6, 1991.] 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1991 

U.S. Senate, 

Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs, 

Washington, DC. 

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room SH- 
216, Hon. John Kerry, Chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senators Kerry, Brown, Grassley, Kohl, McCain, Reid, 
and Kassebaum. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN KERRY, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 

The Chairman. This hearing will come to order. Good morning. 
Welcome to the second day of hearings of the POW/MIA Select 
Committee. We appreciate everybody's patience yesterday. It was a 
long day. It is my hope that today will not be quite as long, but it is 
an. important day of testimony also in helping us to set out the 
framework of-the^ next months. „ , . 

We will begin today with the testimony of Garnett E. Bell, who is 
Chief of the U.S. Office for POW/MIA Affairs in Hanoi; Mr. Wil- 
liam Gadoury of the Casualty Resolution Center. He is a specialist 
in Laos of the Joint Casualty Resolution Center; and Coloriel John 
Cole, who is the Director of Stony Beach, the DIA entity in Thai- 
land. 

Each of these gentlemen has travel^ back a considerable dis- 
tance and at some personal and professional dislocation in order to 
be here. They are not used to testifying before Congress; if they 
had their choice, I know they would not choose to be here before 
the Congress. But it is precisely because they are not the normal 
testifiers that their testimony is really so important to us. 

I think that each and every one of them brings a remarkable 
level of commitment to this issue and of understanding about this 
issue. We are extraordinarily fortunate to have these kinds of pro- 
fessionals involved in this effort. Yesterday I did not say lightly 
that I think they are really legitimate heroes of this effort. 

Today I want them to tell their own story, and we may have to 
try to drag some of it out of them because I know that they are 
modest and they are not going to talk about the length of time or 
the amount of energy they have put into it very easily. But I think 
it is terribly important for America to hear this. 

Their story is an important part of understanding the genuine 
good faith effort that people have been making and the type of 
commitment that individuals have made to this issue over the 
years. And any inquiry into the POW/MIA effort that is lacking in 
(223) 
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their testimony is an incomplete inquiry; that is why we are here 
today. 

We are not going, to spend a lot of time with openings. We want 
to try to maximize the time for testimony. So let me just turn 
quickly to my colleague, Senator Smith, and see if he has any com- 
ments and then we will proceed. 

Senator Smith. I have no opening statement, Mr. Chairman. I 
am anxious to hear from the witnesses. 

The Chairman. Without further ado, then, we turn to the testi- 
mony of our first panel and, gentlemen, I would ask is there a par- 
ticular order you are going to testify in? 

Mr. Bell. The same order on the list here. 

The Chairman. Could I ask each of you if you would stand so 
you may be sworn? 

[The witnesses were sworn.] 

The Chairman. Mr. Bell, if you would lead off, please. If you will 
forgive me, I may sort of interrupt you or any of my colleagues 
may to try to sort of draw out a little of the picture of this thing 
that may not be completely in your prepared comments. Thank 
you. 

STATEMENT OF GARNETT E. BELL. CHIEF. U.S. OFFICE OF POW/ 
MIA AFFAIRS, HANOI 

Mr. Bell. Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, and Members of the 
Committee, I welcome this opportunity to share with you my views 
on our efforts to accguntTor Americans missing: in Vietnam. 

My involvement in the issue spans 23 years. During the war, I 
w^ assi^ed to an intelligence team whose mission was to collect' 
information pertaining to American prisoners of war and missing 
m action. 

The Chairman. What years was that? Just give us a sense of the 
time frame. 

Mr. Bell. This was in 1968, sir. 

The Chairman. Until when? 

Mr. Bell. Actually, 1967 and 1968, but again in 1973. 

The Chairman. And what was your rank or station at that 
point? 

Mr. Bell. I was an NCO in the U.S. Army, sir. 

Many of our team's reports can be found today in the case files 
which we maintained on unaccounted-for personnel. In 1973, 1 was 
Operation Homecoming— the repatriation of our 
POW s to the United States. I later served with the four-party joint 
military team in Saigon and the Indochina Refugee Reception 
^nter at Ft. Chaffee, Arkansas. I have been assigned to the Joint 
Casualty R^olution Center since 1980 and am currently the chief 
of the U.S. Office for POW/MIA Affairs in Hanoi. 

From an initial staff of two, we now have six people assigned on 
a temporary basis. The function of the office is to investigate live- 
sighting reports, investigate discrepancy cases, research archival 
files, examine and arrange for the repatriation of remains. 

My presentation today will discuss our efforts to investigate live- 
sighting reports. Til describe how we obtain this information and 
the follow-up actions which the Hanoi detachment is taking. I’ll 
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also discuss discrepancy case investigations and what we have 
learned from those activities. 

# With the fall of Saigon in 1975 and the exodus of southeast Asian 
refugees, the Joint Casualty Resolution Center implemented a pro- 
gram to interview those who have knowledge of POW/MIA-related 
incidents. I have personally conducted interviews at refugee camps 
in Thailand, Malaysia, Indonesia, Hong Kong, Macao, The Philip- 
pines, China and Japan. My reporting has included live-sighting re- 
ports and details of southeast Asian prison camps. 

^ Since 1987, the JCRC and Defense Intelligence Agency hpe 
shared responsibility for collecting information from refugees. LiVe- 
sighting reports receive the first priority of all interviewers. But, 
based on a memorandum of agreement, the JCRC interyiewers gen- 
erally concentrate on those who have information on remains or 
crash sites and grave sites, while the DIA intervie\vs refugees who 
allege unaccounted-for Americans are still alive. 

• Interviewers assigned to the Hanoi office have had some opportu- 
nity to follow up on live-sighting reports. For example, in August I 
traveled to two prison camps west of Danang to investigate a 
report, along with ah associated photograph, which alleged Ameri- 
cans were being held in this area. I observed no Americans at the 
camps. But one of the camp commanders knew of some foreigners 
who were working on a hydroelectric project nearby. Our request 

0 to visit this site was denieo. 

The follow-up of live-sighting reports is but one way the Hanoi 
detachinent is attempting to shed light on the live prisoner issue. 

- . We are also pursuing MIA cases of which the Vietnamese ought to 
have knowledge, We-use the term “discrepancy case" to describe 
these incidents. If there are Americans alive in Vietnam, they are 
most likely associated with these losses. 

A As you are aware, an agreement between the President’s emis- 

^ sary, General Vessey, and Vietnam’s foreign minister enabled our 

teams to begin investigations of discrepancy cases in September 
1988. The results of these investigations have been mixed. For 
about half of the number of MIA whose cases we have investigated, 
we have yet to determine their fate. 

To resolve these cases, as well as the live-sighting reporte, we 

^ need to meet with cadre who were involved in the detention of 

* American POW’s and also to have access to Vietnam’s wartime his- 

torical archives. We have had access to some records and witnesses’ 
testimony which has matched that obtained from witnesses no 
longer under Vietnamese control. ‘ 

This is a good sign, but it is readily apparent to me, my fellow 
investigators, and our intelligence analysts that the Vietnamese 
can do more. I quite often remind my Vietnamese counterparts 

▼ that eventually the truth will become known and that they can 
quicken this process by full cooperation and disclosure. 

In the weeks and months ahead the Hanoi office looks forward to 
launching an accelerated and expanded search effort to resolve the 
issue of live Americans while moving deliberately to achieve the 
fullest possible accounting of all of our missing in action. 

We certainly appreciated your visit with us last summer, Senator 

• Kerry, and look forward to seeing all of you in Hanoi when your 
schedules permit. 
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The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Bell. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Garnett E. Bell follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Garnett E. Bell 

Senator Kerry. Senator Smith, Members of the Committee, I welcome this oppor- 
tunity to share with you my views on our efforts to account for Americans missing 
in Vietnam. 

My involvement in the issue spans 23 years. During the war, I was assigned to an 
intelligence team whose mission was to collect information pertaining to American 
prisoners of war and missing in action. Many of our team's reports can be found 
today in the case files which we maintained on unaccounted-for personnel. In 1973, 1 
was an interpreter for Operation Homecoming— the repatriation of our POWs to the 
United States, I later served with the four-party joint military team in Saigon and 
the Indochina Refugee Reception Center at Ft. Chaffee, Arkansas. I have been as- 
signed to the Joint Casualty Resolution Center since 1980 and am currently the 
chief of our POW/MIA detachment in Hanoi. 

From an initial staff of two, we, now have six people assigned on a temporary duty 
status. The function of the office is to investigate live-sighting reports, research ar- 
chival files, examine and arrange for the repatriation of remains, and investigate 
discrepancy cases. 

My presentation today will discuss our efforts to investigate live-sighting reports. 
I’ll describe how we obtain this information and the follow-up actions whicn the 
Hanoi detachment is taking. I’ll also discuss discrepancy case investigations and 
what we have learned from these activities. 

With the fall of Saigon in 1975 and the exodus of southeast Asian refugees, the 
Joint Casualty Resolution Center implemented a program to interview those who 
have knowledge of POW/MIA-related incidents. I have personally conduct^ inter- 
view at refugee camps in Thailand, Malaysia, Indonesia, Hong Kong, Macao, The 
Philippines, China and Japan. My reporting has included live-sighting reports and 
details of southeast Asian prison camra. 

Since 1987, the JCRC and Defense Inteliigence Agency have shared responsibility 
for collating information from refugees. Live-sighting reports receive the first prior- 
ity-of all interviewers. But, based bn. a memorandum of agreement, the JCRC inter- 
viewers generally concentrate on those who have information on remains and crash 
and grave sites, while the DIA interviews refugees who allege unaccounted-for 
Americans are still alive. 

Interviewers assigned to the Hanoi detachment have had some opportunity to 
follow-up on live-sighting reports. For example, in August I traveled to two prison 
carriM west of Danang to investigate a report, along with an associated photograph, 
which alleged Americans were being held in this area. I observed no Americans at 
the camps. One of the camp commanders, however, knew of some foreigners who 
were working on a hydroelectric project nearby. Our request to visit this site was 
denied. 

The follow-up of live-sighting reports is but one way the Hanoi detachment is at- 
tempting to shed light on the live prisoner issue. We are also pursuing MIA cases of 
which the Vietnamese ought to have knowledge. We use the term "discrepancy 
case to describe these incidents. If there are Americans alive in Vietnam, they are 
most likely associated with these losses. 

As you are aware, an agreeinent between the Presidential emissary. General 
Vessey, and Vietnam's foreign minister enabled our teams to b^n investigations of 
discrepancy cases in September 1988. 

The results of these investigations have been mixed. For about half of the number 
of MIA whose cases we have investigated, we have yet to determine their fate. 

To resolve these cases, as well as the livesighting reports, we need to meet with 
cadre who were involved in the detention of American POW’s and have access to 
Vietn^’s wartime historical archives. We have had access to some records and wit- 
nesses testimony which has matched that obtained from witnesses no longer under 
Vietnamese control. This is a good sign, but it is readily apparent to me, my fellow 
investigators, and our intelligence analysts that the Vietnamese can do more. I 
quite often remind my Vietnamese counterparts that eventually, the truth will 
become known and that they can quicken this process by full cooperation and disclo- 
sure. 

In the weeks and months ahead, the Hanoi detachment looks forward to launch- 
ing an accelerated and expanded search effort to resolve the issue of live Americans 
while moving deliberately to achieve the fullest possible accounting of all our miss- 
ing in action. 
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We certainly appreciated your visit with us last summer. Senator Kerry, and look 
' forward to seeing all of you in Hanoi when your schedules permit, 

^ The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Bell. 

Colonel Cole. 

STATEMENT OF COL. JOHN COLE, U.S. ARMY, CHIEF OF THE 

I defense INTELLIGENCE AGENCY’S STONY BEACH TEAM 

I Colonel Cole. Mr. Chairman, Members of the Senate Select Com- 

i # mittee for POW/MIA Affairs, my name is Col. John M. Cde, Jr., 
U.S. Army. Since August 1990, I’ve been the chief of the Defense 

Intelligence Agency's Stony Beach team in southeast Asia. 

This team was formed in April 1987 to collect and report intelli- 
gence required to assist in the resolution of the POW/MIA issue. 
Priority is on the live prisoner issue, especially on photo and last- 
known-alive cases. j . • r f 

« • Our primary collection activity centers on the debneting ot 

southeast Asian refugees and displaced persons currently housed in 
refugee camps throughout southeast Asia, including Thailand, Ma- 
laysia, Indonesia, Hong Kong, and the Philippines. These refugees 
and displaced persons are the predominant source of first-hand 
live-sighting reports from Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam. 

Stony Beach works closely with refugee camp administrative j^r- 
^ • sonnel to screen new arrivals and residents as to their knowledge 
of possible American prisoners of war. Individuals identiiied 
through such. screening as subsequently debriefed in depth by 
Stony Beach debriefers. Information obtained from the^f 
views is reported from the Defense Attache office in the U.S. Em- 
bassy in Bangkok as Stony Beach intelligence information reports, 
IIRs 

^ • Primary consumers of our reporting includes the DIA Special 

Office for POW/MIA’s and the Joint Casualty Resolution Centw at 
Barber’s Point in Hawaii. Our tasking and priority is set by DIA. 
We do not actively collect crash site or grave site and remains in- 
formation from refugees and displaced persons, since under the 
terms of our memorandum of agreement with ClNUrAU, JLrvU nas 
that mission. However, when we do obtain such information, we 
^ ® promptly pass it to JCRC for disposition and reporting. 

In addition to refugee and displaced persons. Stony Beach also 
screens emigres leaving Vietnam under the orderly departure pro- 
gram— re^ucation camp releasees, reunification of families, Amer- 
asians and so on-for POW/MIA crash site/grave site mformation, 
as well as information about recovered remains. We also intenriew/ 
^ debrief persons who volunteer POW/MIA information, and it is 

^ • from this source that many of the photos and live-sighting reports 

are obtained. , , . , . 

Additionally, over the past summer we have also formed teaiM 
with the POW/MIA office and with JCRC personnel to investigate 
late-breaking photo cases in Laos and Cambodia. In fact, we have 
visited Phnom Penh three times since July. It should be noted that 
^ ^ until this past summer, Cambodia was basically a denied area tor 

^ i ^ POW/MIA case information or investigation. Progress has been 

I made in Cambodia, in that we have just developed a one-year plan 
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for joint investigations of first-hand live-sighting reports in Cambo- 
dia’s eastern provinces. We have asked to go in in December, sir. 

Perhaps this summer’s most important development in terms of 
future significance was the acceptance by the Socialist ^public of 
Vietnam of a U.S. Government POW/MIA office that Mr. Bell out- 
lined, with a live-sighting investigator as part of that staff, Stony 
Beach personnel have been given responsibility for this vital mis- 
sion. ^ 

Progress has, up to this point/ however, been rather disappoint- 
ing in terms of results. Despite Vietnathese claims of total freedom 
of travel to pursue first-hand live-sightings, both captive and living 
free, our investigator has not yet been permitted by the Vietnam- 
ese to travel outside Hanoi to complete his investigations. However, 
just the day before yesterday we received word that the Vietnam- 
ese may now be beginning to permit this travel. Time will tell as to 
whether this can be done without undue advance notice restric- 
tions. 

Stony Beach personnel are professional human resource intelli- 
gence debriefers and linguists familiar with the cultures and peo- 
ples of southeast Asia. We are fortunate to have assigned totally- 
dedicated personnel who work far in excess of a 40-hour week, 
week in and week out. Most of us are military, so our commitment 
is not only to agency and mission but also to our fellow brothers 
and sisters under arms. 

We are fully aware of our sacred trust and promise this Commit- 
tee, the American people and, most importantly, the families of 
those still unaccounted-for that we at Stony Beach will not rest 
until our mission is complete. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Colonel, 

Mr. Gadoury, I mispronounced your name to begin with. I apolo- 
gize. 

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM R. GADOURY, JR, CASUALTY RESOLU- 

TION SPECIALIST, LAOS JOINT CASUALTY RESOLUTION 

CENTER 

Mr. Gadoury. Senator Ke^, Senator Smith, Members of the 
Committee, thank you for inviting me here today to share with you 
some of my observations on our government’s efforts to account for 
our prisoners of war and missing in action in Laos. 

In October of 1990, I retired from the Air Force after having 
served for 22 years. My specialty was operational intelligence, 
luring the Vietnam war I spent 3 years working closely with our 
pilots who flew combat missions out of Thailand, some of whom are 
among those listing as missing in action. 

In 1984, I began work at the Casualty Resolution Center, the 
Joint Casualty Resolution Center, as an analyst in Hawaii. Since 
July of 1985, 1 have been assimed to the JCRC liaison office at our 
embassv in Bangkok, Thailand. 

I'd like to discuss two of our POW/MIA operations for which I 
have responsibility— the Lao refugee interview program and inves- 
tigative activities inside of Laos. 

When I arrived in Bangkok in 1985, my own personal highest 
priority was to find hard, credible evidence that Americans are still 
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alive in Indochina, evidence which I dearly hoped would lead to the 
return of some of my former comrades-in-arms. I have interviewed 
hundreds of people who have or alleged to have information con- 
cerning cases of deceased Americans, as well as accounts, usually 
hearsay, of Americans still alive, either in captive situations or 

living freely. , . o r n 

I have filed detailed reports on each account and received tollow- 
up requirements from the DIA’s POW/MIA branch office._Based on 
these follow-up requirements, I have conducted re-interviews with 
these sources as expeditiously as possible, but, despite my best ef- 
forts over the past 6 years, I have yet to find that hard, credible 
evidence of which I spoke a moment ago. Nevertheless, I have not 
ruled out the possibility that Americans may be still alive in Indo- 

In addition to visits to Lao refugee camps in Thailand, I have 
made many trips to remote parts of Laos searching for information 
on MIA's. In April this year, I led a team whose mission was to 
investigate discrepancy cases, compelling losses of which the Lao 
ought to have knowledge. The focus of this particular investigation 
was to determine the fate of two Americans who were held prison- 
er in the late 1960s in caves near the Communist Pathet Lao head- 
quarters at Vieng Xai in northeastern Laos. 

Prior to our arrival, Lao officials had located a first-hand witness 
to one of the incidents. He was a former Pathet Lao soldier who, 
during the war, -was with a small unit which was responsible for 
caring for an American prisoner who had been transferred to their 
custody from another nearby unit. He took my team to a cave 
where the American was held for approximately’8 months; he also 
led us to an unmarked area where he recalled burying the Ameri- 
can after he had succumbed to a high fever. 

'There were no grave markers, and the surrounding area had 
changed in the 23 years which had elapsed. The witness was, there- 
fore, only able to recall the general area of the gravesite. The Lao 
government has agreed to permit us to return to this area during 
the coming dry season to continue the investigation. 

As for the second American, my team obtained only limited in- 
formation from a third-hand source. We are working with the Lao 
to attempt to locate first-hand witnesses. 

The following month, in May, I was assigned to a team tasked to 
follow up oh two prominent discrepancy cases. One of the cases in- 
volved an American and an Australian, both civilians, who were 
taken prisoners by Pathet Lao forces in September 1974. "nie other 
case involved an Air America employee who was held prisoner by 
the Pathet Lao for 3 years before he and 6 other prisoners escaped 

in 1966. T 

Unfortunately, due to bad weather, which resulted in our Lao 
counterparts’ inability to coordinate our visit with local offici^, 
we were unable to investigate these cases. Instead, our activities 
were limited to crash site surveys and gravesite excavations. We 
are working with the Lao to investigate these cases as soon as pos- 

In September, I led yet another team to southern Laos to conduct 
investigations into cases relating to missing Americans alleged to 
be associated with several photographs. Lao officials, during an 
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earlier unilateral investigation, had located the subject in one set 
ot the photographs, which was allegedly related to the case of Navy ! 

Lieutenant Daniel V. Borah, Jr. The actual subject of the photo- A 
graph, an ethic Mang Kong tribesman, whose name was Ahrao, i 

was located in a small town in southeastern Laos near the Viet- 
nam border. 

^ Mr. Ahrao teld us how a traveling merchant stopped by his rice 
field one day last year and offered to take his photograph. He had 
not previously met the photographer and had no idea that the man 
pnw w ^ misrepresent his photograph as that of an American a 

WW. We interviewed, photographed, and fingerprinted Mr. Ahrao. ^ 

A second man, who was alleged to be Borah's prison guard, was 
also present. In reality, he was just a friend who was helping 
the picturr ^ ^ photographer stopped to take 

As part of the same investigation trip, the team traveled to Atta- 
peu Province in the southeastern corner of Laos to attempt to a 

ocate the survey the crash site of Captain Donald G. Carr, the al- ” 

leged subject of another set of photographs which are still under 
mvestigation. 

washed out the dirt 

roads in the area and flooded the rice paddies, the only flat, non- 
lorested are^ m which we could hope to land our helicopter, the 
provincial _ officials informed us that it would be impossible to a 

travel to that remote area where we believe the crash site is locat- ^ 

A tha Committee, I do not know if there are unac- 

counted-for American alive in Laosr but as long as the possibility 
exists we m^t contmue the search through the refugee interview 
pro^am and the live-sighting and discrepancy case investigations. 

This concludes my prepared statement. I’d be happy to answer . 
any questions you may have. • 

[The prepaid statement of William R. Gadoury, Jr., follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Wiluam R. Gadoury, Jr. 

me^hTre Members of the Committee, thank you for inviting 

® <>" our government's efforts to 

acrou^for Pn®o”®r8 of war and missing in action in Laos. 

™r •pecMlty WM oimtioiMl intelligmce. Durii* the Vietnem 

olufiin 'fr?p“ ® £““ltyJ?e»iution analyst at the Joint Casualty Res- 

Sp V" July 1985, I have been assign^ to^ 

JOIC liaison office at our embassy in Bangkok, Th^and. ^ 

bil Ofour POW^ operation, for which I have reopomi- 

” I mvestwative activities inside Laos. ^ 

When I arrived in B^gkok in 1985, my own personal highest prioritv was to be <1 

^ V u rt «^Jence that Americans^are still alive in 

fomer I dearly hoped would lead to the return of some of my 

Sle iSSri^vTE.^ • ^ interviewed hundreds of 

l^pie Who have had, or alleged to Have, information concerning cases of deceased 
Americans as well as awunts, usually hearsay, of Americans still alive— either in 
SJtvL® f detailed reports on each account and 
reived follow-up requirements from the DIA’s POW/MIA office. Basedon these 
follow-up requirements, I would conduct re-interviews with these sources as exoedi- 

found C tod crSte 

evidence of which I spoke a moment ago. Nevertheless, the information obtained ~ 5 
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thus far precludes ruling out the possibility that Americans are still alive in south- 

aditition to my visits to refugee camps, 1 have traveled throughout Laos search- 
ing for information on MIA’s. In April this vear, I led a team whose mission was to 
investigate discrepancy cases— compelling losses of which the Lao ought to have 
knowledge. The focus of this particular investigation was to determine the fate ol 
two Americans who were held prisoner in the late 1960's in caves near the Commu- 
nist Pathet Lao headquarters at Vieng Xai in northeastern Laos. 

Prior to our arrival, Lao officials had located a first-hand witness to this incident. 
He was a former Pathet Lao soldier who, during the war, was with a small unit 
which was responsible for caring for an American prisoner who had been trans- 
ferred to their cust^y from another nearby unit in early 1967. He Kwk 'us to a cave 
where the American was held for approximately 8 months. He also led my teain to 
an unmarked area where he recalled burying the American after he had succumbed 

to a high fever. , , . i j • ,u ou 

There were no grave markers and the surrounding area had chang^ ‘n the ^ 
years which had elapsed. The witness was only able to recall the general area of the 
^avesite. The Lao government has agreed to permit us to return to this area during 
the coming dry season to continue this investigation., , 

As for tne second American, my team obtained only limited information from a 
third-hand source. We are work^ witii the Lao to attempt to locate a first-hand 

'^ThTfollowing month— in May-I was assigned to a team ^ked to follow-up on 
two other prominent discrepancy cases. One of the cases mvolv^ an American and 
an Australian, who were taken prisoner by Pathet Lao forces in September, 1974. 
The other case involved an Air America employee who was held P^^ner by the 
Pathet Lao for 3 years before he and 6 other prisoners escaped in 1966. Unlortu- 
nately, due to bad weather and our Lao counterparts failure to coordinate pur visit 
with local officials, we were unable to investigate these cases. Instead, our activities 

were limited to crash site surveys and gravesite excavations. ^ 

In ^ptember, I led yet another team to southern Laos to conduct investigations 
into cases relating to musing Americans alleged to be associated with several phot^ 
graphs. Uo officials, during an earlier, unilateral investigation had locat^ the sub-, 
ject in one set of photograSu which was allegedly related to the (^e of Navy Lieu- 
tenant Daniel V. Borah, Jr. The actual subject of the photograph, an ethic Mang 
Kong tribesman, named Ahrao was located in a small town in southeastern Laos 
near the Vietnam border. . ru j i 

Mr. Ahrao told us how a traveling merchant stopped by hu nee field one day last 
year and offered to take his photo^ph. He had not previously met the photo^a- 
pher, and had no idea that the man planned to misrepresent his photograph as that 
of an American POW. We interviewed, photographed, and fingerprinted Mr. Ahrao. 
A second man, who was identified as Borah’s prison guard, was ^ prewnt. In re- 
ality, he was just a friend who was helping Ahrao clear his field on the day the 
photographer stopped to take their picture. , , » n • • 

As part of the same investigation trip, the team traveled to Attapeu Prwnce in 
the southeastern corner of Laos to attempt to locate the survey the crash site ot 
Captain Donald G. Carr, the alleged subject of another set of photograpju which are 
still under investigation. Due to recent heavy rains which wwhed out the dirt rwds 
in the area, and flooded the rice paddies-the only flat, non-forest^ areM which 
we could hope to land our helicopters-the provincial officials informed us that it 
would be impossible to travel to the remote area where we believe the crash site is 
locfltcd 

Membere of the Committee. I do not know if there are unaccounted-for Americans 
alive in Laos, as long as the possibility exists, we must continue the search througn 
the refugee interview program and the live^ighting and discrepancy case investiga- 

This concludes my prepared statement. I would be happy to answer any questions 
which you may have. 

The Chaieman. Thank you very much, Mr. Gadoury. 

Let me now try. if I can, to take a few minutes just to pull out a 
little more, if I can, of sort of who you folks are and what you have 

put into this effort. . , t i 

Mr ^11, if you could bring the mike a little bit closer, I think it 
would be helpful. When was the first time that you became associ- 
ated with Vietnam? 
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Mr. Bell. 1965, sir. 

The Chairman. That’s the first time you went over there? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In what capacity did you go over there then'!’ 

Mr. Bell. Infantry, sir. 

• America’s troops in Vietnam 

in lybo.' 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Involved in combat? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir, in the central highlands. 

Jps Chairman. How long was that tour of duty? 

Mr. Bell. That w^ a 1-year tour of duty, sir. 

^ Chairman. Did you then return subsequently? 

Mr. Beix. Actually, I returned to the U.S. and transferred to an- 

other unit that was deploying to Vietnam at the time. 

^^^Ihe Chairman. So you went back to Vietnam almost immediate- 

Mr. Bell. At that time, I went to Ft. Holabird for training and 
then redeployed to Vietnam. 

The Chairman. And how old were you then*^ 

Mr. Bell. 24, sir. 

The Chairman. You went back to Vietnam for a second tour of 
duty.' 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman . And how long did that tour of duty last? 

Mt^Bell. That lasted until the end of 1968, sir. 

tourof duty?^^^* capacity_did you serve in the" second 

Mr. Bell. Initially I virorked in tactical intelligence in the field, 

^ worked at the national level in Saigon. 

The Chairman. Who did you work for there? 

Mr. Bell. I worked for the MAC-V J-2, sir. 
reS^ Chairman. That’s the Military Assistance Command, cor- 

w “undei'ihe Intelligence Group, which 

%e ^airman. How long did that tour last? 

Mr. Bell. Until the end of 1968, sir. 
w ^ ^airman. And then where did you go? 

Mr. Bell. I went to Ft. Bragg, NC, to Special Forces. 

The Chairman. What did you do there^ 

inteliigence detachment. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, yesterday we lasted a long, long 
time, and appropriately so, but let me point out that to go through 
the biography, which k available to aU the Membere of the Com- 
mittee, should be used on your time so that the rest of us have 
time to question. 

y speaking, Mr. Chairman? Or 
maybe we should proceed with the hearing, because there are some 
very important witnesses and questions that need to be asked. I am 
fully appreciative, and I think the Members of the Committee are, 

° 'Tu n credentials of the witnesses. 

The Chairman. What was your service at that period of time, the 
next tour that you did? 
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Mr. Bell. The next tour was for Thai language training, sir. 

- The Chairman. And when did you then return to Vietnam? 

i V • Mr. Bell. 1973, sir. 

The Chairman. In what capacity? 

Mr. Bell. Operation Homecoming, sir. 

The Chairman. And after Homecoming— Homecoming lasted for 
what period of time, about a year? 

Mr. Beu. No, sir. It actually lasted about 2 months. 

The Chairman. Two months. And then you went to? 

• Mr. Bell. I went to the Hanoi liaison office in Saigon. 

The Chairman. And you have been involved with the POW/MIA 
issue ever since then; fe that accurate? 

Mr. Bell. Mostly. There were, a few years when I actually had 
little or no participation. 

The Chairman. How many years of that period? 

^ Mr. Bell. Four. 

♦ 1 • The Chairman. So, with the exception of perhaps 4 years, since 

1965 you have almost exclusively been involved with Vietnam, with 
the war, with intelligence, and with the POW/MIA issue, correct? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. . . « 

The Chairman. Were you decorated for your service in Vietnam? 

Mr. Bell. The normal decorations, sir. 

'The Chairman. You have been head of the POW/MIA office for 
♦ ) ® how long now? 

Mr. Bell. Since May of this year, sir. 

The Chairman. At any time during the course of your servic_e or 
involvement with 'this issue, -has anyone ever held you back or re- 
strained your efforts to find somebody or diverted information that 
you have provided or covered up any information that you have 
provided? 

♦ I • Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. When did that happen? 

Mr. Bell. It’s happened occasionally over the years, if you’re 
speaking of reports that are edited and that sort of thing. 

The diAffiMAN. Well, I’m trying to find out whether or not it is 
your perception that legitimate information that you uncovered 
with respect to the potential sighting of a live POW or information 
$ I • regarding an MIA, that you were restrained in your ability to get 
that information to where it should go, or that it wasn’t acted on. 

Mr. Bell No, sir. I don’t think you could describe it as re- 
strained. 

The Chairman. What did you have in mind? What were you 
saying to me? 

Mr. Bell. Just maybe not the best possible circumstances for 
) ' • doing the work. 

The Chairman. Can you describe that for me? 

' Mr. Bell. Occasional lack of support, occasional misunderstand- 
ings on the objectivity of investigations of cases and so forth. 

The Chairman. If you can. Bill, I’d like to ask you to try. Help 
the Committee to understand that, be a little more precise, perhaps 
with a circumstance in which you felt that you had something you 
) • thought ought to be treated diffferently and it wasn’t, just to get a 

sense of it. 
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Mr. Bell. This is a typical pattern I think you’ll run across any^ 
where in the military system, sir. What I'm referring to here is, as 
a specialist you do a detailed investigation and you submit a 
report, and its possible that that report will not be final even 
though Its an investigation. The report is subject to be edited and 
altered by others who may. be a navigator or an infantryman be- 
cause they are in your particular chain. 

And this is something that everyone in my profession has to 
work with. 

The Chairman. Are you saying to the Committee that you came 
across information that suggested to you that someone was alive 
othenvke?^"^^ was subsequently changed to suggest 

Mr. Bell. Not necessarily, sir. 

Chairman. Can you be more precise, then? 

Mr. Bell. I think what Fm talking about here is the relationship 
between one case as it pertains to another case. In other words, in- 
tormation which may not specifically correlate to an individual 
may have a beanng on another case, and if it’s separated out from 
the case that s under investigation and reported separately then 
It s vei 7 difficult to retrieve and collate the information. 

sort of put it to you more bluntly, 
then Over the course of time, many allegations have been made, as 
you know, that there’s been a coverup. Allegations have been made 
that live-sightmg reports have not been followed up on, or that spe- 
cific known. information about Americans being alive has not been 
acted on. 

Do you know whether-or nof that has happened? Has there been 
a coverup? 

Mr. Bm. I don’t think there’s been a coverup, sir, but I think 
“ ® po^ible that information was not acted upon. 

.,J?l expired, but what period of time, to 

n°*'*®dge, do you believe that information was not acted on? 

shKtffr*' 

lowhig up^JHhis expired. Obviously we will be fol- 

Senator Smith. 

^P Mr. Kerry’s line 

of questionmg, Mr. ^11, all three of you folks are out there on the 

fw “ first-hand informa- 

tion that comes in from refugees and other sources. 

r are raying that perhaps you take a report-not being 
specific’ any spwific report, but a particular report— you may feel 
hat hra more unpoitoce than what comes back to you through 
the system? Is that a fair statement? 

Stronger about something when you 
send It out of there than what happens when it comes back? Is that 
a fan* characterization of what you are trying to say? 

Mr. Bm. No, sir. I think the problem there is the sanitization to 
go to particular families, which is— the way I understand it— why 
cases are separated, but the problem is, cases are often related, be- 
cause you have evacuation systems, you have proximity to various 
cases, and once the information is separated off from the basic 
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report, it’s very difficult to go back and find the information or to 
be able to follow it up or be able to use it. 

§ # Senator Smith. Let me ask it this way. Are you saying that this 
kind of thing happened— you’re referring to it as happening more 
in the past than currently? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smith. I think that’s very important to point out, be- 
cause many of your colleagues before you have essentially said 
similar things. 

A 0 Let me ask you. Colonel Cole, can you walk me through what 

^ happens when a refugee gives you a live-sighting report? Just tell 

me what happens as far as what you do with it, how you deal with 
it, and where does it go, as far as you know? 

Colonel Cole. Sir, if it’s a live-sighting report given to one of our 
debriefers— for example, let’s pick a camp on the Cambodian 
border, site 2, 192,000 people. We have an active program in that 

^ A camp. We have several people who are refugees themselves living 

• ^ in that camp who are spotters. They work the new arrival centers. 

Site 2 is comprised of eight formerly separate camps, so you’ve got 
eight, if you will, separate camp administrations. We’re in contact 
with all of those arrival centers. 

So let’s say in one of those arrival centers a refugee comes in 
with a story. Our man goes out there on a re^lar basis at least 2 
^ days a week. He has been flagged that there is a refugee with his 

• • story. He will then interview the man again, or the man will have 

probably at least had his story taken down by our local refugee 
_ spotter^ 

Once that story is taken then by our American debriefer, he re- 
turns to Bangkok and researches what we have in terms of data on 
hand to see if it correlates with any cases. Most certainly, he types 
- up an intelligence information report which is then sent in to 

• “ POW/MIA here in the Pentagon, at DIA. 

Senator Smith. Do you get feedback as to what the diagnosis— 
that’s not a very good word, but analysis is? 

Colonel Cole. Yes, sir. We get feedback in terms of what we call 
an evaluation, what quality report it is, number one, and in most 
cases involving live sighting, first-hand live-sighting information, 
we will get back an SDR— a sourceKiirected requirement follow-up 

• ^ reinterview requirement from DIA, so we’re going to go back out 

and reinterview that person and see if there are others who may 
have a similar stoiw that we can follow up on. 

Now, since he's from Cambodia, we’re now getting access to Cam- 
bodia. Our next step would be then to ask for access inside Cambo- 
dia to the location where tihe individual is talking about. 

Senator Smith. So you do cross-reference? In other words— my 

• # time is running out, but if you get 100 refugees, for example, who 

all come in with a live-sighting report, you’re going to cross-refer- 
ence these to see how many times the same sight, the same alleged 
sighting individual, and you cross-reference all that, and then how 
do you come to any conclusion as to whether or not these are valid 
or not? 

Colonel Cole. Senator, the important discriminating factor here 

§ # is, is the report here saying information, or is this individual 

saying that he raw the alleged American, the alleged live Ameri- 
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can with his own eyes, or did he receive that information second, 
or third, or fourth, or fifth-hand? 

Senator Smith. If it was first-hand? 

Colonel Cole. If it was first-hand information, sir, we’re going to 
go to town with it. 

Now, come back for a second and say hypothetically speaking it’s 
hearsay. Say it’s a hearsay, that he received it from, say, a cousin. 
That is still going to be reported, but it is not going to be given as 
much validity as would a first-hand, live-sighting report. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank the wit- 
nesses. Thank you all for being here today. 

Mr. Gadoury, Is there any doubt in your mind that the Laotian 
that you found is indeed the same person that was in the picture 
that was alleged to be Captain Borah? 

Mr. Gadoury. No, sir, there’s not. 

Senator McCain. There’s no doubt in your mind whatsoever? 

Mr. Gadoury. No, sir. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Bell, I’m very interested in your comment. 
From reading your statement, you say that the Vietnamese have 
shown increased cooperation but there are still areas where they 
could be much more cooperative. Would you tell the Committee 
areas — I think it’s very important from the perspective where we 
could get increases in cooperation on the part of the Vietnamese. 

Mr. Beix. One way they can cooperate with us, sir, is to arrange 
for us to interview senior cadre who were responsible for the deten- 
tion and evacuation of U.S. personnel during the war. Another way 
that they can increase the progress is to make more documents and 
historical archives available, and also to work more closely with us, 
with our office in Hanoi, and also participate in our interviews 
when people come in and claim to know the location of Americans 
still remaining in Vietnam, or who know the location of crash sites 
with remains. 

Senator McCain. Do you have any problem with access to getting 
around to different places in the country? 

Mr. Bell. At present we do, sir. We’ve been informed that this is 
going to be streamlined, probably in accordance with the agree- 
ment for our office. 

Senator McCain. I know you’re very busy, Mr. Bell, but if you 
will do us a favor, and also Colonel Cble, and Colonel Gadoury, pro- 
vide us in writing those areas that the Vietnamese need to cooper- 
ate more so that when we do communicate with their Government 
we can lay out the specifics in hopes that we can attain that degree 
of cooperation which you feel necessary in order to get the job 
done. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

USCINCPAC will be responding to the requirement for Mr. Gadoury and Mr. 
Bell. Col. Cole's recommendations for improved cooperation by the Vietnamese are 
listed below: 

1. The U.S. needs access for our live-sighting investigator without prior 

notification to the Vietnamese. 

2. The U.S. and Vietnam need to establish a special framework of coop- 
eration on the issue of live-sighting investigations. Apart from access, this 
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framework needs to address all issues influencing the conduct and credibil- 
ity of live-sighting investigations, 

3. The issue of helicopter availability to live-sighting investigators needs 

to be resolved, 

Mr. Bell, let me go back, if I could, to Senator Kerry’s line of 
questioning. It's my understanding in response to his questions 
that you felt that there has been some editing of reports that you 
feel probably did not adequately describe the situation as you saw 
it. Is that your statement? 

Mr. Bell. That’s correct, sir. 

Senator McCain. But you also said that the m£gority of this prob- 
lem took place, in the 'time frame immediately following Operation 
Homecoming and the conclusion of the United States’ involvement 
in the Vietnam War. Is that also correct? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. I understood that to be a different question. 
The question was about information not being followed up on, if I 
understood the question correctly. 

Senator McCain. What I’m not clear on is, is this a problem with 
improper behavior which would then lead one to conclude that 
there's a “mind set to debUnk,’’ which— as you know, which has 
been an area that we’ve been very concerned about, or is it because 
of differences of opinion as to the validity of these sightings, and if 
so, what needs to be done to make sure that someone like you gets 
the unvarnished information to the people that it needs to get to? 

Mr. Bell. I think you could probably best describe it as a differ- 
ence_ in opinion, sir. There are some of us who are in the field as 
investigators who are also qualified as analysts,, who have been 
trained as analysts, but we’re discouraged from making analytical 
comments because this is a job that’s done somewhere else. 

But nevertheless we feel that field analysis and field comments 
are important, and for the reason that I’ve just described, because 
one case can relate to another case, and we have had instances 
where we feel this could have been better managed if we are able 
to approach the Vietnamese and cover the entire camp system 
rather than piecemeal in order to establish a normal route of evac- 
uation and a normal accounting from their records. 

Senator McCain. You can provide us with recommendations so 
we could do better in that area? 

Mr. Bell. I think what we need to do there, sir, is to make sure 
that the report is done in the field rather than back somewhere 
else, to make sure that the team that conducts the investigation 
has a consensus. Any differences of opinion amongst the highly 
trained specialists should be listed in that report, but that should 
be the final report. - ,■ 

Senator McCain. Would you give us'some specifics of areas of in- 
formation that was not addressed in the area that you’re apparent- 
ly most concerned about, the period immediately following the end 
of the United States’ involvement in Vietnam? 

Mr. Bell. Well, for example, if a man was still in captivity after 
the POW release and later his remains were repatria^ to the 
U.S. and we had refugee reporting concerning the detention facility 
or the incident involving his death, this would be a resolved case 
from the standpoint of an analytical position, but from the stand- 
point of a field investigation, the next consideration would be, what 
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camp was this man held in, and are there any more individuals in 
the same status? 

Senator McCain. My time has expired. Thank you, Mr. Chair- # 
man. 

The Chairman. Senator Brown. 

Senator Brown. Thank vou, Mr. Chairman. I'd like to cover a 
couple of areas very quickly, if we could. One is travel. We've 
^ked about travel. We ve talked about getting into the sites, look- 
ing at them. Have we had, ever, unfettered access to Laos, Cambo- 
dia, or Vietnam, where we can go on a moment's notice without # 
preapproval from the Government? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. Not in Laos, sir. 

^nator Brown. So the fact is, we've never had an ability to 
follow up on reports without the Government going along and 
having notice? o o & 

Mr. Bell. That’s correct, sir. ^ 

&nator Brown. We have, as I understand it, some 109 first-hand 
sightings of potential POW's, I guess that's the way to describe it, 
that have not been challenged, or at least we haven't come up with 
an explanation for. Have we used satellites to monitor all those 
areas of those sightings? This may be something you don't want to 
get mto right nOw, but I'd like to know, can you assure us that m 
every one of those sightings have been followed up with satellite 
observations? 

- Colonel Cole Sir, vdthout getting into specifics in areas thatjve 
can t cover m this open session, I can assure you that every means 
possible IS being employed to follow up on those. 

Senator Brown. Well, let me express a concern. If the North Vi- 
etnamew are telling us the truth, then there aren’t any prisoners m 
there. If there aren t any prisoners there, it doesn’t make sense to ^ 
tother to check the records or check the other things in terms of 
finding live people. Now, it may be, I think it is important and val- 
uable in teriM of cleaning up our records and comforting their 
trSh ’ point in doing it if they're telling us the 

If they're not telling us the truth, checking with them doesn't 
make any sense, ^t we ought to be doing if they're not telling ^ 
OB the truth is findmg some way to have someone on the ground go 
chMk out those sightings. Maybe we ought to save this till later on. 
but it strikes me that all of these other activities don't make much 
sense If you re not doing on-the^round checks on all the specific 
reports. Am I missing something? 

Colonel Coij. Senator, you’re not, and that’s what we’re attelnp^ 
to do with our hveeighting investigator. Mr. Bell may want to • 
elaborate on that. 

Mr. Bell. We ^ now waiting for word from the Vietnamese for 
what they consider rapid response, and I’m thinking of Iday ao- 

proval for movement to the field. * ^ ^ 

Senator Brown. Perhaps recruiting information from officials of 
those bovernnients is another area we ought to cover in closed ses- 
sion, but one thing that would be of interest, of all the live-sighting • 
reports we have, first-hand reports, they've come in over a period 
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of years since the repatriation in 1973. Are you free to give me an 
idea of how many of those have come in in the last 3 years? Is 
there a point at which they stop? 

Colonel Cole. Sir, I don t have that data handy. I think Mr. Bob 
Sheetz from the POW/MIA office can provide that to you, sir, in 
terms of total numbers and the ups and downs of numbers. 

Senator Brown. Well, it simply strikes me that while we've re- 
viewed some of the activities that you are involved in, with all due 
respect, they don't have much relevance. I'm not trying to be hard 
on anybody, but it strikes me that checking with the Vietnamese to 
check their records, or going on a trip preplanned with the Govern- 
ments involved, if they're not telling us the truth, is a waste of 
time, isn't it? 

Mr. Bell. Well, sir, I think it's important we remember here 
that out of those approximately 105 reports that are unresolved, at 
least half of those reports pertain to a person who is alleged to be 
living openly and freely, and we would have to assume that there 
is knowledge on the part of the Vietnamese. 

The Vietnamese have a very detailed system of accountability 
within their country. They have an organization called KH-1 that 
falls under their public security. Every person in that country is 
registered in a household by name. Every child that's born is en- 
tered into those computers, which is tied in with their United Na- 
tions population control program. 

Every foreign visitor that enters a country is required to fill out 
a card, every foreign resident fills out_a card, and if a person moves 
from one hotel to another hotel in the same city, he is required to 
reregister prior to 1600 hours that day, and that also goes into the 
computer, and the Vietnamese have maintained that if there are 
any Americans in Vietnam, they're not under Government control 
because they have the capability to monitor the presence of for- 
eigners in that manner. 

Senator Brown. So the checking can at least help you identify 
reports that aren't valid, or don’t appe^ to be POW's? 

Mr. Bell We're not able to determine that until we go into the 
fieli because in the past, when Americans were remaining there, 
when we have asked the Vietnamese, why did you say there are no 
Americans here in Vietnam, when actually, in the case of Con- 
gressman Montgomery for example— ^d 1 believe that they 
brought this up while ^nator Kerry was there— and the opinion of 
the Vietnamese, in the case of Robert Garwood, for example, was 
that we did not reveal his presence for two r^ns. No. 1, he sur- 
rendered, and No. 2, he asked us not to advise the U.S. Govern- 
ment of his presence here, so in our opinion there were no Ameri- 
cans remaining here even though Garwood was still here. 

Senator Brown. Did we ask them if there were any others that 
fall into that kind of category? 

Mr. Bell Yes, sir. 

Senator Brown. What kind of response have we gotten? 

Mr. Bell. There are no Americans remaining. 

Senator Brown. But have they answered directly that there’s 
nobody there, even counting people who have requested that they 
not be named? 
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Mr. Bell. I think they’ve been more specific recently, sir, and 
have indicated that this is a matter of their national honor, that 
they are certain that there are no Americans remaining there in 
any capacity. 

Senator Brown. So it’s not a gray area, they’ve been very specif- 
ic? 

Mr. Bell. More recently, yes, sir. 

Senator Brown. Thank you. 

Senator Kerry. ’Thank you. Senator Brown. Senator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I guess I want to 
continue along the same line of questioning as Senator Brown. 

It kind of reminds me a little bit of, as background, some ways in 
which our own Defense Department operated when there were in- 
spectors coming around to defense contractors. They’d let them 
know a couple of weeks ahead of time that they were going to be 
there on such-and-such a day, and it gave the defense contractors 
an opportunity to get their house in order and all the waste and 
fraud covered up, and the employees and everybody Idnd of up-to- 
date on how they were supposed to act so that there wasn’t any- 
thing wrong. 

Now, needless to say, if this is our method of operation in Viet- 
nam, you know, that looks pretty ridiculous to the average person 
out there in America who’s concerned about the effectiveness of 
our program. I think I heard you, Mr. Bell, say that you’re hoping 
to get a 1-day notice to go out. Right now, how much notice do you , 
have to give to the Vietnamese., Government before visiting either a 
crash site, a prison, a source, or anything else- that- you want to 
visit? , - " 

Mr. Bell The prison visits that we made, sir, took several days’ 
notice. 

Senator Grassley. You have to give several days’ notice? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Grassley. But even with one day’s notice, isn’t that— I 
mean, in the day of modem communication, or even in the commu- 
nication of Southeast Asia, it’s still going to give them plenty of 
time if they want to cast a certain environment there, prepare 
people for your coming, it surely isn’t absolutely necessary for you 
to do your work. I mean, your work’s going to be most effectively 
done, right, when you, Mr. Bell, decide on the spur of the moment 
that you want to go to a certain point and look? 

Mr. Bell. That’s correct, sir. 

Senator Grassley. So what good is really a 1-day notice going to 
be, except it’s a shorter period of time than you now have to wait? 

Mr. Baa. Well, 1-day notice would be helpful depending on the 
mode of transportation, sir. As you know, we’ve been discussing 
with the Vietnamese the employment of helicopter support. In the 
case of a helicopter, this would be advantageous, but in the case of 
road transportation, due to the bad infrastructure in Vietnam, re- 
gardless of the time that it takes to obtain the approval, it will still 
take several days to reach the site, if it’s in a remote area. 

Senator Grassley. Is it unrealistic to think of our having our 
own helicopters over there and not relying on them for the use of 
their helicopters? 
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Mr. Bell. Their position, sir, is that any helicopters employed by 
the U.S. will be civilian helicopters and they will be fiown by Viet- 
namese pilots, and they are willing to discuss a joint venture. 

Senator Grassley. You’re out there carrying out policy, and 
you’ve got to work under a policy, created by the bigwigs at the 
State Department that are trying to normalize relationships with 
the Vietnamese. This approach that our Government’s using— that 
they are satisfied with the 1-day notice— that makes your job very 
difficult, right? As opposed to if our Government was pursuing to 
4 really check in the full faith of the^ Vietnamese Government, we 
would say we aren’t going to be satisfied until our people can go 
anywhere they want to in the country to look for these prisoners 
and to check on live^sighting reports and crash reports? ^ 

Mr. Bell. Well, sir, the live-sighting reports, the fact that we re 
investigating those, or just beginning to investigate those, works in 
complement with the discrepancy case investigations, because the 
A discrepancy case investigations are those cases which would most 

• likely pertain to any Americans that are still there alive today, 

and the reports alleging that Americans are still there are being 
addressed simultaneously. 

The normalization pjocess, the fact that it may improve or 
hinder relations, is not a consideration that we have in the field. 
When we’re in the field and we investigate a case, we try to be as 
^ objective as possible, and we have no consideration whatsoever con- 

® cerning the normalization process or any other aspect of the politi- 

cal scene in Vietnam. 

Senator Grassley. But you have to operate under it. 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Grassley. Let me ask you, Mr. Bell, but also anybody 
else on the panel who wants to offer your judgment. This is in 
regard to present policy, whether it takes several days to get cwp- 

• eration, or whether it’s the ultimate, or at least what you hope is a 

better situation of 1-day. How confident are you that during what- 
ever time you have to wait for the Vietnamese to give their okay, 
that they aren’t hiding things or coaching people on what to say, in 
a sense like defense contractors used to do on defense fraud that I 
referred to? . , 

Mr. Bell. Tbat’s extremely difficult to estimate, sir. We work 

• normally from leads, and bas«i on our experience leads come from 
refugees, they come from witnesses that we meet in the field, and 
they come from documents. The witnesses can be evaluated on the 
scene, and then we can obtain information from refugees and in 
some cases but not all cases confirm or deny what we’ve learned 
through the records and the witness testimony. 

Senator Grassley. Just give me your gut feeling. Do you think 
^ the Vietnamese are hiding things after you’ve notified them that 
you want to go to a certain place, and that they're coaching people 
on what to say? I mean, here you are, a person advising us as we re 
investigating this. We’ve got to loiow what your gut feeling is out 
there, not just what the official line is. ^ 

Mr. Bell 'That would depend on the particular area that you re 
working in, sir. We find that once you leave Hanoi and get into the 
t local province area it’s a matter of the support of the province task 
teams. Some province task teams are very efficient, very profes- 
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sional, other province task teams are not. We have had cases 
where we feel that the witnesses were being coached, and we have 
brought that to the attention of the Vietnamese. 

Senator Grassley. Tm done, Mr. Chairman. I guess maybe just 
for the benefit of my colleagues on this Committee, I think what 
we’re hearing as a result of Senator Brown's questioning and the 
response to my questioning is something I tried to point out yester- 
day. 

We’ve got to be very skeptical. The word I’d like to emphasi 2 e is 
to be skeptical what we’re being led to believe by our Government, 
that the Vietnamese Government is heading toward being very co- 
operative, or what we might think or hope the Vietnamese Govern- 
ment is doing. I think we\e got to separate rhetoric from fact, and 
I think we’re getting a picture here that they really aren’t being 
very cooperative. If they are being cooperative, it’s not in a very 
timely fashion, so cooperation means very little. 

I would also reemphasize, just in case there’s an issue here for 
the Vietnamese Government, I think they ought to know that we 
would all welcome and would not hold past history against them at 
all if there was a dramatic change of practice on the part of the 
Vietnamese Government for total cooperation along the lines of 
where our people could go any place that they want to go, and if 
either the Vietnamese Government came up with an American 
there who they previously said was not there, that we would not 
look at it as an opportunity for punitive action against the Viet- 
namese Government, but that we. would look at it as an opportuni- 
ty for a further opening of relations and normalization of relations. 

[Applause.] 

'The Chairman. Well, let me say to my colleague, his point is 
now even more obviously well taken, but it was well taken before 
the applause. I think you’ve got to kind of measure this, and it’s a 
little more complicated. 

I remember when I met with General Secretary Linh just at the 
end of his term as General Secretary, I raised that issue. I also 
raised it with the new General Secretary Do Muoi, and I raised it 
with Garnett Bell present and with the entire team present when 
we met with the Vietnamese counterparts of the POW/MIA team. 

I said to the General Secretary, Mr. Secretary, unless you allow 
us immediate capacity to travel in-country, nobody’s going to be- 
lieve that it’s a genuine, bona fide check on whether somebody was 
there, because in a matter of hours you can lose somebody, obvious- 
ly, so there has to be a capacity for Americans to know that there 
really was a check. 

Now he said— frankly, he had trouble understanding, and I 
wanted to ask wme questions of Bill Bell about this. He had trou- 
ble understanding why this issue was so serious, l^ause he said, 
you know, I don’t understand, Senator, whv it is that now suddenly 
this iMue is so serious for you, when in 1978 and 1979 when I was 
negotiating with President Carter it was not even on the table, and 
it wasn't. That’s the reality. 

It didn’t become that significant until 1980, 1981, when it was 
raised in the American consciousness, and Bill, maybe you can 
later add to this, but I think the Vietnamese have had difficulty 
determining whether we were really serious about this issue or 
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whether it was a moving of the goal posts, whether it represented 
an American kind of game that was being played. 

Now, I think— and I think Bill and the others would agree— they 
have come to understand it and view it as being something senous 
and different, so my hope is that there will be a follow-through on 
what Secretary Do Mubi said and Secretary General Linh said, 
which is, they will allow us to go anywhere in the country without 
prior notice and approval. ' . 

Now, that has to be measured against the fact that this is a com- 
munist country with its military bases, and I suppose it’s feir for us 
to ask if we would allow a foreign entity with whom we had been 
at war to go anywhere they want in the United States, including to 
our nuclear facilities or our military bases, or whatever, so it isnt, 
perhaps, totally as simple as we want to believe it is, and I think 
we have to try to somehow work out a middle line, and maybe 
later Bill can tell us whether there is one. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, may I just make one comment, 
in addition to yours? I agree with what you say, but I think the 
witnesses have made clear that there has been progress made and 
we should not deny that as far as the Vietnamese are concerned. 

At the same time, these witnesses can provide us with the specif- 
ic needs that they have in order to carry out their jobs, and I think 
when they provide us with that, their specific requirements, we can 
relay those to the Vietnamese, and if the Vietnamese honor those 
requests, I think it’s significant. If they don’t, then I think its also 
significant. ~ . j ^ * 

'The Chairman. I thank the Senator. Thats a very good point, - 
and if I could ask the indulgence of the Committee just to add one 
thing to it, with respect to the records, the issue that Senator 
Brown brought up, I think it is important that those records be 
sought, that they be provided, and that that inquiry go forward, ^ 
cause for the discrepancy cases those rwords can in fact provide 
the resolution of those cases without going out into the field, and 
the reason for that is that those records may show a particular 
unit and its activities and what happened to a specific individual. 
In fact, recently General Vessey was given, I believe, a set of 
records that were extraordinary in their detail which provide huge 
insight into what may have happened to people in a particular 

So I would think there has to be both, is the bottom line. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, could I make one com- 
ment — 

The Chairman. Senator Grassley. ^ . . , . 

Senator Grassley. On what Senator McCain just said? There 
probably has been progress made in the sense there’s an office 
there, we have people there, there’s some dialogue going on that 
wasn’t there before. We have a few days notice to do something 
now, where maybe it wasn’t done before. r . . u * 

But if the Vietnamese Government’s desire is to frustrate what 
we really want, they can frustrate that even with the 1-day s 
notice, and yet it looks like progress to us. But with the communi- 
cation, the ability to coach people, the ability to m^e people 
around, that can be done in a 24-hour period of time. They have 
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still accomplished their goal, and it looks to us like progress is 
being made, arid that’s what we’re here to find out. 

We’re here to find out what our Government knows, first of all, 
about our prisoners, and then when we find out what our Govern- 
ment knows about prisoners, we then find put whether it’s being 
pursued adequately by the Vietnamese Government. But if the Vi- 
etnamese Government wants to frustrate this progress, they can do 
it with a 24-hour notice, jiist like they can a few days’ notice. 

The last thing I would say before I’m done, Mr. Chairman, is I 
appreciate everything you’ve said, but I think you and I are politi- 
cians. I don’t think we want to think too much like diplomats as 
we look at our effort of oversight. We are not professional diplo- 
mats. Part of the problem, I think, of accomplishing this is all the 
niceties and the other quirks of diplomacy that stop people from 
really being honest and above-board and frank with each other. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, a quick response. We are politi- 
cians, and I think that the people here are best qualified to tell us 
what the tools are they need to get the job done, and that’s why I 
would rely on their recommendations as to how they think they 
can best get the job done. 

I don’t know if it's 24 hours, 2 hours, 20 minutes, or exactly what 
those procedures are, but I would have a tendency and would the 
Committee and the Congress would rely on their best judgment, 
who are the ones we’re asking to carry out the job as to what tools 
they need to get that job done, and I believe they’re going to be 
providing the Committee with those specific recommendations. 

The Chairman. I think a number of areas of inquiry have been 
raised that we should pursue with this panel. I know Senator 
Kassebaum is waiting patiently, and I thought we were on our way 
in the transition from politicians to statesmen. Maybe we can do 
that. 

Senator Kassebaum. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to 
take advantage of the expertise of all of the panel to pursue the 
question of fraud and how pervasive it might be. 

When Secretary Cheney testified yesterday he mentioned a pho- 
tograph that I think he said, it was found out then there was a 
Soviet baker and there were three people in it. When General 
Vessey testified he said the Vietnamese officials will also tell us 
that private Vietnamese citizens attempt to recover and hold 
American remains in the expectation of some sort of benefit. 

I wonder if you could comment a bit on this, whether there are 
citizens who are holding some remains? Is the motivation financial 
in both instances? Where there are potentially doctored photo- 
graphs, how pervasive may it be? Can you shed any light on this, 
Mr. Bell? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, ma’am. I don’t think for the most part the photo- 
graphs and the remains are related. 

Senator Kassebaum. I realize that they are not. 

Mr. Bell. The photographs that we’ve seen, some are still under 
investigation, some have been determined to have been extracted 
from Soviet publications and so forth. 

The question of remains in the hands of Vietnamese citizens, we 
believe, that there are probably some remains in the hands of pri- 
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vate citizens who expect to receive some kind of renumeration for 
their efforts in recovering these remains. 

The problem we have is that most of these remains were recov- 
ered in an unprofessional manner because they were removed from 
crash sites. As General Vessey pointed out yesterday, there are vir- 
tually no crash sites left in Vietnam that have riot already been 
excavated and scavenged due to the passage of time, due to the 
economy, because they need the metal. 

We have numerous reports in our files that give the name, ad-, 
dress, and location of people who have remains that are associated 
with valid names. But we do not yet have a process. We have an 
informal process where in the course of our investigations, if we 
pass through one of the areas that is listed in our records as some- 
one who has remains, we are allowed by the Vietnamese to contact 
that person and attempt to obtain the remains. 

But more often than not the person wants money. And we are 
not authorized to pay money because that is the policy of our Gov- 
ernment. And we inform the person who claims to possess the re- 
mains of this policy. 

Senator Kassebaum. Mr. Gadoury, you work with the Refugee 
Interview program. Is this something that you have seen? 

Mr. Gadoury. Yes, ma’am, but specifically directed toward Lao 
refugees in the camps in Thailand. The situation in Laos is a little 
bit different. 

My experience since 1985 has been that in the first couple of 
years it seemed that most people who were coming forward, wheth- 
— er they be refugees or people outside the camps, were coming for- 
ward with basically two motives, two primary motives that we saw 
on a regular basis. One was the refugees inside the camps who 
hoped that maybe by presenting information about MIA’s or 
POW’s they could get some kind of special consideration for reset- 
tlement. 

And the other one was there were people both inside the camps 
and outside the camps who were involved with the Lao resistance 
and they hoped that by somehow providing information to the U.S. 
Government, that they perceived the U.S. Government to feel im- 
portant and that that somehow might translate into support, either 
indirect or direct, to Lao resistance efforts. These are primarily 
Laotians who are operating along the Thai border, back and forth 
into Laos. 

But the situation changed rather dramatically in 1987, especially 
after some private groups were advertising rewards for the return 
of live Americans. Unfortunately, it seems that the word gets 
skewed, both through the news m^ia in Thailand and from word 
of mouth from person to person. It wasn’t long before people were 
coming forward in large numbers who had heard through various 
means that if you provided information, dog tags, bones that you 
might be able to get part of this large rewai^ that they had heard 
about. 

So then we saw a dramatic increase in numbers of people who 
were coming forward hoping they could get some kind of renumer- 
ation or rewards. Once in a while we would see dog tag reports 
coming across from Vietnam, across Laos, out through that chan- 
nel. Word had been handed off from Vietnamese to Lao to Thai. 
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But that was rather small. The cottage industry of dog tag reports 
was primarily from Vietnam, not so much from Laos. 

Senator Kassebaum. Well in that instance, my time is running 
out, did you work with the private groups? Were the private groups 
there offering money? 

Mr, Gadoury. No, ma’am. 

Senator Kassebaum. Did you work with them? I thought you 
said that word got out that they were offering money and that is 
why large numbers starting saying they held remains? 

Do I misunderstand? 

Mr. Gadoury. No, ma’am. That was the origin or sense of report- 
ing that we were getting. 

Obviously, people would .come forward to us with information 
and would ask us about rewards. And the standard format or situa- 
tion may be that a Thai would come to see us and say they were 
contacted by a Laotian, maybe their relative or a friend, and they 
had remains in Laos. And they’ve heard that there’s rewards and 
they could then cross the border if we could certify we would pay a 
reward. 

Senator Kassebaum. So I guess all three of you do not necessari- 
ly feel there is a network capitalizing on this in any way there, 
either with fraudulent photographs and/or trying to get rewards 
from perhaps saying they have remains? 

Colonel Cole. MaW, I think there is evidence of a network t^t 
we discovered in our investigation along the Thai/Cambodian 
border and in Cambodia iff follow-up^ to the alleged Robertsoff Ste- 
vens, -and Lundy photo^aph in July, August of thisT)ast-year. 

We found evidence of a number of!known individuals who had 
worked in selling this kind of information before involved in the 
pictures. And this was the group that we found the pictures out of 
the Soviet publications on. 

However, we’ve been unable to follow-up with probably the ring 
leader of this group who has gone underground. He's a ceramic tile 
merchant down in Pong Song. And on numerous trips to Cambodia, 
I’ve talked this over with Senator Kerry before, we’ve been looking 
for this guy. We've asked the Thai authorities to help. We don’t 
want him arrested necessarily^ We Just want him made available 
for questioning. We think he’s in 'Thailand someplace, but we’ve 
been unable to find him to follow-up on the activities of this ^oup. 

Mr. Gadoury. If I may add to that, I think we’ve experience 
and we’ve seen several small groups of people who have conspired 
to try to fabricate or to look for information which they felt they 
might be able to bring back and to somehow translate into a 
reward or some type of a payment. 

Senator Kassebaum. Well it certainly is a cruel hoax. It would 
seem to me that something>-it is something we should be mindful 
of during these hearings and find a way to encourage that it be ad- 
dressed in some w^. 

The Chairman. Senator, we are going to be looking very specifi- 
cally with staff, specific s^ assigned to the entire hoax picture. 
We will probably have, maybe, even a separate set of hearings, de- 
pending on the committee’s wishes regarding that. 

And we will be working closely with Carl Ford and with the au- 
thorities involved in this in order to see if there are not ways to 
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deal better with this network and with the hoax effort. And we 
think there are. And we are going to work with you on it. 

Colonel Cole. Sir, could I suggest that when you make your visit 
out to 'Thailand and Cambodia, Laos, and Vietnam, that we maybe 
even take the Committee out to site 2 where we found four or five 
of these many rings operating involved in picture and information 
trafficking, just to introduce you to the local environment, sir. 
Maybe it would help. 

^nator Kassebaum. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

'The Committee decided to do it, but it wants good helicopters. 

Senator l^id. 

Senator Reid. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Gentlemen, the American public is concerned. That is why we 
are holding these hearings. 

Let me start by asking, did any of you have any information or 
any knowledge or belief that there were Americans alive in Viet- 
nam a^r Operation Homecoming terniinated? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Reid. You do believe there were? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Reid. 'The other gentlemen? 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. No, sir. 

Senator Reid. Would you tell me, Mr. Bell, upon what you base 
your statement? 

Mr. Bell. -Well, sir, at the time of the POW releaserl don’t think 
there was any hard evidence to indicate that. 

But I think after we began to interview refugees and based on 
the investigations that weVe conducted in the field and overall, I 
think we can say that with certainty now. , . r 

Senator Reid. And you can supply to the Committee what infor- 
mation you have at your disposal that would give us that certain- 
ty? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Reid. How many examples do you have that you could 
give the Committee? 

Mr. BEa. I would have to check the records on that, sir. 

Senator Reid. Would be it 6 or 12 or 20? I am not pinning you 
down to an exact number, just a generalized figure. 

Mr. Bell. Possibly 10 or less, sir. 

Senator Reid. And you will spend some time in the near future 
and go over your materials and give us that information? 

Mr. Bell. Ves, sir. 

[Classified material provided to the Committee.] 

&nator Reid. Next question. Prior to Operation Homecoming or 
any time thereafter, do any of you gentlemen have information 
that there could have been or there were Americans transferred to 
a country other than Laos, Cambodia, or Vietnam, the Soviet 
Union, or some other place? 

Mr. Gadoury. No, sir. 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. . n . 

Mr. Bell. I don’t think there’s any hard evidence of that, sir. But 
the possibility does exist. 
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The mortician, he gave very good testimony, which* I think the 
entire community of the POW/MIA community considers as credi- 
ble. And he also provided testimony about at least two other indi- 
viduals in addition to Mr. Garwood that he saw and the presence oi 
those individuals has not been determined for the past few years. 

There is a possibility that their location has been moved. , 

Senator Reid. Again^ Mr. Bell, in addition to the other work that 
I have asked you to do, if you would supply to the Committee what 
detailed information you have regarding those two or three other 
examples that may exist in relation to the transferral that I just 
asked? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

The message regarding Garnett Bell's testimony to the Senate Select Committee 
on POW/SIIA Affairs and the Mortician's file now in the process of being provided 
to the Committee contain detailed information requested by Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. The last question in this line of questions that I 
have. Do any of you gentlemen have any information that there 
are people alive now in Southeast Asia? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. No, sir. ^ 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. But I don’t think we can denv the possibili- 
ty, given the fact that we have a number of unresolved live-sig:ht- ^ 
ing reports. And I hate to use the term gut feeling, but having 
been, if you will, out of this Committee of three, the johnny-come- 
lately to this issue, having" been assi^ed to this job since only 
August 1990, 1 don’t think we can close the door, sir. 

Senator Reid. Your gut reaction is then? 

Colonel Cole. 'That there’s somebody or someone or several num- 
bers of people possibly living freely, if you will, in that category ^ 
either in Laos or in Vietnam. 

Senator Reid. This then is along the lines of our first witness 
when we started yesterday, Secretap^ Cheney saying that he did 
not know, but anytime there is a live sighting he would assume 
there could be something to that. And he was going to do every- 
thing he could through you gentlemen and others to determine if, 
in fact, that is the case. ^ 

Do you agree with Secretary Cheney’s statement? • 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Cole. Yes, sir. „ 

Senator Reid. Secretary Cheney is a lot like we are, though. He 
does not know a great deal, not having been on the ground, not 
having worked as you each have. You have s^nt years of your life 
working on this one issue, about which the Committee is just now 9 
getting educated. ^ . . . r 

So you understand that not only Secretary Cheney, but each of 
us has to rely on people like you who are the experts to do this 
work for us. Do you all acknowledge that? 

Mr. Bsa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Cole. Yes, sir. •; 

Senator Reid. My question, then, is one similar to one Senator 
McCain asked, and there could have been other Committee Mem- 
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bers that asked the question. What you need to tell us is what 
more could we, the U.S. Government, do to help you do a better 
job? Mr. Gadoury? , , . , , ^ j i 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, in relation to Laos, I think the fundamental 
problems, especially in terms of investigating live sightings, dis- 
crepancy cases, is a matter of access. 

Then beyond that it is a matter of having the resources in coun- 
try to do the job that we need. Of course, the most obvious example 
there is this helicopter issue, which is being worked on, trying to 
find some solution to solve that. 

But access in terms of being able to get real time access to sites 
is something we need to work toward. And, obviously, in the case of 
the Lao we have only this year begun to investigate these discrep- 
ancy cases and photo allegations. And of course, it has to be a de- 
velopmental process. And it has to be a process in which both sides 
learn to trust each other more. We’re moving toward that, but we 
still obviously have a long way to go. , r. u* 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, I know the red light is on. Could 
the other members complete their answer? Colonel Cole? 

Colonel Cole. Sir, my comments are ditto Mr. Gadoury. But I 
would also add that we had in my little unit, we’re being increased 
in size from 9 authorized, I have 8 on hand, to 18; we’re getting 9 
more. DIA has been very supportive and we’re going to be getting 
those people. 

But what I’m standing fast on and I’m receiving the proper sup- 
port from my superiors is, I want people who are qualified. Some- 
times in this business, particularly at least as far as the U.S. 
Army, in my personal experience, language is treated as a storable 
commodity, language ability. If a guy is going to be a Vietnamese 
linguist for me, he dammed well better be able to go out there and 
operate and debrief, or I flat won’t take him. 

I had a case about 2 weeks ago where 1 was supposed to be as- 
sign^ someone on temporary duty. I engaged him in a phone call 
and found out he had a 1/1 level in the language. I turned that 
man around and I got the proper support. But what I’m saying now 
is we’re going to get those nine people, but they better be qualified 
people. And with those people, weTl be able to perform our mis- 
sion. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Bell? 

Mr. Bell. I feel basically like Colonel Cole does, sir. 

We have the potential in our office in Hanoi. We’ve been in- 
formed we will have a possible expansion and I hope also to get 
qualified personnel who are highly skilled and language-trained 
with years of experience in investigation and case analysis, rdon t 
know when this expansion will take place. ' 

I understand that the Hanoi office will be working full-time on a 
daily basis on the discrepancy cases. And we’re very anxious to get 
started on that. 

Senator Reid. Thank you a lot, Mr. Chairman. Great panel. 

The Chairman. 'Thank you very much. Senator Reid. 

Mr. Bell, with respect to the observation you made about people 
being alive, did you communicate that at that time in any way? 

Mr. Bell. I don’t understand, sir. 
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The Chairman. When you say you believed, you were then in in- 
telligence and an official observer of this process, correct? You 
made a determination that you thought people were alive, correct? 

Mr. Bell. We had information of Americans being held at that 
time, sir, but it was not correlated to any specific individual. In the 
ensuing years through refugee interviews and through cases that 
we've investipted in the field, I think we’ve been able to correlate 
some of the information that we had at that time to specific indi- 
viduals. And not only have we correlated these reports to specific 
individuals, we have included this in the irivestigation process in 
Vietnam. And we have gone to the Vietnamese and asked to visit 
those sites. 

The Chairman. And when you say in the ensuing years, are you 
talking about recently? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. I’m talking about, from the standpoint of refu- . 
gee interviewing, over the past, I guess, 9 years or 10 years, but 
over the— from the standpoint of the investigation process in Viet- 
nam since September 1988. 

The Chairman. You have been able to correlate it and confirm 
it. 

Back then you had information that they were alive, correct? 
And you are talking about what? 1975 through 1979 or later? 

Mr. Bell. 1973, 1974, and 1975 we had reports saying that Ameri- 
cans were still being held, but they were unconfirmed. 

The Chairman. Now do you know whether or not superiors to 
you and the Government in Washington* had. reason to believe 
those reports at that time? - . _ 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You do not know that? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether or not any efforts were 
made to follow-up on those reports at that time? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir, there were some efforts made. But due to the 
situation, the evacuation and so forth, and we lost access to the 
country and we weren't able to pursue those until we began the 
interview process when refugees began to flee the country in 19*79, 
1980. 

'The Chairman. You say the numbers were somewhere in the vi- 
cinity of 10 or less, approximately. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Was this in Vietnam or in Laos? 

Mr. Bell. Vietnam and in Cambodia, sir, along the Cambodian 
border. 

'The Chairman. Were there any efibrts that you have participat- 
ed in to conduct rescue missions of people in Vietnam of supposed- 
ly held individuals or sites? 

Mr. Bell. Is this during the wartime years, sir? 

The Chairman. No, post-wartime. 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

The Chairman. None at all. Do you know of any efforts the Gov- 
ernment supported or otherwise that involved an incursion into 
Vietnam for rescue purposes? 

Mr. Bell. Not Vietnam, no, sir. 

'The Chairman. Were there such efforts in Laos? 
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Mr. Beu. Yes, sir. , , , tt • « 

The Chairman. Were they Government supported by the United 
States? 

Mr. Bell. I’m not sure if you would term these rescue operations 
or what, sir. 

The Chairman. Reconnaissance? Would you term them recon- 
naissance? . 

Mr. Bell. That would probably be a better description. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What period of time would those have taken 
place? 

Mr. Bell. 1981, sir. 

The Chairman. Now in terms of the frustration that Senator 
Grassley talked about, are you experiencing what you would inter- 
pret as willful frustration by the Vietnamese now of your efforts? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. I’ve been dealing with the Vietnamese for 
quite a while. I’ve just now, after all these years, been able to get a 
good working relationship with thein. But the frustration factor is 
not really that great because it’s anticipated. 

And generally speaking on this issue, I think the Vietnamese 
right now today are just as far along in this issue as they chose to 
be. 

The Chairman. Does that mean they could chose to be further 
along? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. We can come back to that. 

With respect to Bob Garwood, have you had occasion to talk to 
the Vietnamese about the Garwood case? - 

Mr. Bell. Just briefly, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you been able to draw any conclusions 
yourself about the circumstances under which Bob Garwood was 
living there? 

Mr. Bell. According to the Vietnamese, sir, he initially came 
there as a POW and decided to remain. The camp where hte was 
held, due to our field activities in Vietnam, we’ve been able to as- 
certain that there were 32 foreigners in that camp, including 
mostly Americans. 

Mr. Garwood apparently dropped out of sight around 1969. The 
people who were held with him had no idea of his whereabouts 
until he ^gan to show up in the reeducation camp. During that 
time we began to receive reports about an American who was oper- 
ating a generator, repairing vehicles, basically using his skills, Eng- 
lish skills, to be able to read the technical manuals and put togeth- 
er abandoned American equipment and repair it. 

At that time some analysts within the DIA believed that that 
was Garwood. But it couldn't be confirmed. And finally we did get 
some refugees who were able to look at a photograph of Garwood 
shortly after he came out, and then we began to get confirmations 
of his locations. 

The Chairman. My time has expired. I do not want to abuse 
that. 

Let me just ask you gentlemen when are you returning in coun- 
try? Do you know when you are going back? 

Colonel Cole. Sir, we’re here, speaking for myself, as long as you 
want us. But tentatively we’re planning to go back this weekend. 
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The Chairman. We do not want to interrupt. I know you have an 
important mission that is coming up and we want you to be able to 
do that. 

But I would like, since we cannot obviously do everything here in 
open session, I would like you to make yourselves available to staff 
over perhaps this afternoon and even tomorrow so we can go into 
greater detail on some aspects of this while you are here. And then 
obviously when we come over there will be more opportunity. 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, Tm scheduled to leave with two of the Borah 
relatives to fly back to Thailand and Laos tomorrow. 

The Chairman. Well, we will do it this afternoon in terms of 
you, Mr. Gadoury. 

Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Bell, you have obviously seen an awful lot of 
live-sighting reports in your time. 

I am trying to focus on the ones that you are focusing on here, 
which I know you did not give a specific number, you said approxi- 
mately 10 individuals. What was so different about those reports 
that you saw to make you believe or you feel the evidence docu- 
mented that those 10, or roughly 10, were in fact kept behind 
versus all the other reports which alleged the same thing, but 
there has not been a great deal of credence put in those reports? 

What makes you focus on these specific ones? Why did you say 
those 10? 

Mr. Bell. Well, basically, sir, because of the locations. The 
course of the investigation in cases led to those particular loca- 
tions. And they were confirmed to have camps in those areas. The 
name associations. 

Senator Smith. Would you define that as hard evidence rather 
than opinion? 

Mr. Bell. That’s hard to put a definition on that, sir. 

For the purposes of an investigation in the field I find it to be 
hard evidence. 

Senator Smith. To your knowl^e are any of those 10, whether 
they be individuals by name or just a group, are any of those so- 
called 10 that you are referring to now, discrepancy cases? By dis- 
crepancy cases I mean those cases that General Vessey has now 
before him? 

Mr. Bell I think so, sir, yes. 

Senator Smith. Do you think or do you know? Do you know for 
sure? 

Mr. Bell I think two, sir. 

Senator Smith. Two of ^em, but not all of them? 

Mr. Bell Not all of them. 

Senator Smith. You said you feel very certain. You mentioned 
live Americans. I want to n^e sure, I believe 1 understood you, 
but I want to make sure it is clear for the record. 

You referred to captive Americans, not deserters, correct? 

Mr. Bell Right, sir. I beg your pardon, sir. Now there may be a 
question as to the status of two of those individuals, and I’m not 
sure if it’s deserter or what the exact status is. 

The Chairman. Are those the two discrepancy cases? 

Mr. Bell One of them is discrepancy, sir. 
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Let me explain that further. I think it may be a combination of 
two individuals and one may be a deserter status while the other is 
a discrepancy case. , , . , 

Senator Smith. Any of you can answer this that wishes. 

This misinformation that was referred to, is there any evidence 
that some of this misinformation that is being put out around the 
country that you folks spend too much time having to deal with, 
obviously, is there any evidence, anything we can link that back to 
either the Vietnamese or the Lao as being the originators of the 
misinformation? , rr • 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I haven’t seen any evidence to that effect in 
Laos. It seems like it's normally done at the individual level or, 
like I said earlier, small groups of people who have conspired to 
manufacture something. , j 

Senator Smith. Have any of you ever seen actual money, hard 
currency, exchan^d in return for any of this information? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I’ve not seen any money, although 1 have had 
people who have come to me and have told me that they purchased 
remains, for example, or dog tags from someone else. 

And in cases like that they refuse to turn over remains because 
they wanted to get their money back at least. 

Senator Smith. The three of you and certainly your predecessors 
have to have the most frustrating jobs, as I analyze what you are 
saying, on a day to day basis you are analyzing reports, live-sight- 
ing reports, past and present, regarding whether or not these re- 
ports are accurate or valid in terms of live American prisoners o£ 
war. , ~ 

Yet, you really, because you cannot get total access, as I believe 
Senator Grassley or Senator Brown pointed out, because you 
cannot get total access to the country, there is really no way that 
you can be absolutely certain. And I will leave sources and meth- 
ods out for a moment. But to the best of your knowledge— let me 
rephrase the question. 

To the best of your knowledge, there is no absolute certainty, 
with the exception of the 10 that I will leave out that Mr. Bell re- 
ferred to, for a moment, with those exceptions there is no absolute 
certainty to the confirmation of any of those reports that you have 
seen since you have been in your positions. Is that correct? 

Colonel Cole. That is correct, sir. .... 

Senator Smith. Let me just ask you in terms of definition for evi- 
dence, hard evidence. ^ 

If I traveled to Laos and I came out as a U.S. Senator and told 
you that I personally interviewed an American prisoner of war. He 
gave me his name, he gave me enough information that would es- 
tablish that he clearly was the individual he said he was, in your 
mind, in your opinion, Mr. Gadoury, is that evidence of a live 
American prisoner in Laos? - . , ^ 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, as an interviewer, I probably tend not to 
make a judgment. But I would try to get everything that you have 
to document it and then send it back to the analysts and let them 
take it from there to analyze it. 

Normally, the procedure is that once the initial report is made, 
there would be a follow-up interview. 
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Senator Smith. In other words, if I, as a U.S. Senator, told you 
that I personally talked to an American prisoner of war and gave 
you all the information, you would have to move that to some 
other analyst? 

Mr. Gadoury, Sir, as a U.S. Senator then I would say as a source 
you have more credibility than some person who just crossed the 
Mekong River last night. 

Senator Smith. What I am trying to establish here is what evi- 
dence is. And what you are telling me is that is not acceptable evi- 
dence on its own merit, that anyone of us, a U.S. Senator, who said 
they saw a prisoner of war in Laos, I want a straight answer on 
this, you are saying in terms of your evidential standards that that 
would not be acceptable. Is that correct? 

Mr. Gadoury. As the interviewer, I wouldn't make that determi- 
nation. Although certainly the course that the interview would 
take would be dependent on my own personal evaluation of the 
person who was providing the evidence. 

Senator Smith. Where we go from there to establish that as evi- 
dence? What else do you need? 

Mr. Gadoury. Well, some of the normal procedures 

Senator Smith. I would like specifics, what, what do we need? 

Mr. Gadoury. Well, we use polygraph, we have used polygraph 
machines in the past. 

Senator Smith. OK, I passed the polygraph three times, four 
times. And Senator Brown is^th me. Then, what? Is that accepta- 
ble? - 

Mr. Gadoury. I don't have the definition of whats acceptable. 
Senator Smith. Can somebody answer? ' 

Mr. Bell. Sir, in the field we're dealing strictly with raw infor- 
mation and field anal 3 rsis. 

Senator Smith. I am over my time, but I want an answer here. I 
just want to establish what evidence is. 

In other words, ^nator Brown and Senator Smith both passed 
five polypaphs, said we have seen an American prisoner in Laos, 
and you have not yet told me that that is accepted evidence. I want 
^ evidence of a prisoner of war in Laos? 

Mr. Bell. I would say that would be evidence, sir. You're an 
American citizen. You give us a statement. I would say that is evi- 
dence. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Cole? 

Colonel Cole. Evidence, sir. 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, it's evidence. 

'The Chairman. Senator Kohl arrived and he has not had a 
chance to question. So I would like to let Senator Kohl go and then 
we will go back to the other order. 

Senator Kohl 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ^11, you said in response to a question from Senator Kasse- 
baum that you knew of people in Vietnam who claimed that they 
had remains but wanted money for them. 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Kohl. What have we done about that? 

Mr. Bell. We have approached the Vietnamese for assistance. 
And the Vietnamese have informed us that there is no possible 
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way that they can obtain the remains because they also have a pro- 
gram that they do not pay for remains. 

Senator Kohl; That sounds like-^ 

Mr. Bell. The Vietnamese have suggested a program where we 
jointly examine remains with our anthrppologists in the Hanoi 
office^ And if the remains are identified as an American, then that 
person be paid a specific amount of money to reimburse him for his 
expenses. 

Senator Kohl. Why have we not followed through on that? 

Mr. Bell. This has been reported, sir. But it is U.S. Government 
policy that although we willingly receive information and remains 
alleged to be American, we do not make payment. 

Senator Kohl. And so for that reason we have not followed 
through? For that reason we have not followed through on the 
claims of the people who say they have remains but want to be 
paid for them? Because we will not pay any money for remains, 
therefore, we have not been able because of our policy, to find a 
way to follow through on that? 

Mr. Bell. We followed numerous reports down to a person who 
claims to have remains. But they are unwilling to turn over the re- 
mains without payment. So the remains are still in their posses- 
sion. Yes, sir. , ^ 

Senator Kohl. And we haye made no demand of the Vietnamese 
government that they see to it that those remains are turned over 
to us? 

Mr. Bell Most of these particular reports have not even been 
addressed yet, sir. Most of these reports are classified. Most of 
these reports were collected by the JCRC and refugee camps. Some , 
of these people have been willing to allow their name to be used, 
some of the people have asked that they contact the individual, 
that U.S. officials contact the individual in Vietnam, but to not re- 
lease the person’s name as being someone who acted as an interme- 
diary. 

But the few reports that we have addressed, we have gotten little 
response from the Vietnamese. We have had some success in ob- 
taining remains which were confiscated by public security person- 
nel in Vietnam. 

Senator Kohl. Well, it seems to me in terms of our responsibility 
to the families that are involved, it seems to me the sort of a situa- 
tion in which families here in this country feel that we are not 
doing enough for them. 

If someone claims to have remains and is prepared to turn them 
over for whatever payment and we say we will not do that and we 
cannot do that, then it is not hard for me to understand and I sup- 
pose for you to understand how anguished families would be over 
that kind of a condition that we attach to obtaining remains. 

Mr. Bell Yes, sir. I understand how the families feel. But I un- 
derstand the people in Vietnam, because in the past we did have a 
reward program during the time the war was going on. 

Up until the time that Saigon fell there was a program for pay- 
ment. The people know that. And the people feel that if they wait 
till the conditions return to normal again, that there will again be 
another program for payment. 
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Senator Kohl. Why do we not deal through the Vietnamese gov- 
ernment and let them handle the question, but obtain those re- 
mains for us on behalf of the families involved? 

Mr. Bell. Because U.S. Government policy says we do not pay 
for remains. 

Senator Kohl. Let Vietnam pay for the remains. 

The Chairman. The Vietnamese counter-argument to that would 
be that they have 200,000 MIA's of their own and they cannot even 
get their remains. And they do not have the money. So you run 
into, we have been through that a little bit with them. 

The problem you also get is that once money enters into the 
equation, there are so many bones in Cambodia, Vietnam, and Laos 
that are extraordinarily hard to distinguish between foreign, indig- 
enous, animal, whatever that you will have then created an incen- 
tive for any kind of bone to be masqueraded. And it becomes a 
major problem. 

So I think the policy has been reviewed. And many people feel 
that it is a tough situation. I think the Senator is on the right 
track by insisting, though, that the government of Vietnam ought 
to be called on to help those individuals be forthcoming. And I 
think that is absolutely a good point. 

Senator Kohl. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Let us try and clear up this issue a second about what is conclu- 
sive or not. It is not up to you to make the decision as to whether 
the testimony of two l&nators who were polygraphed as correct or 
not? Is that correct? Ft is not in your area of responsibility. 

Colonel Cole. Sir, you are 100 percent correct. In the intelligence 
information report format it clearly states on the report. And this 
is not just in the POW/MIA business. This is in the DIA HUMINT 
reporting system world-wide. This is not evaluated intelligence. 

Senator McCain. And the fact is, from the years of experience 
you all have had in the business, if two Senators did testify to that 
and passed poly^aphs, that it would be accepted by your superiors 
as conclusive evidence. I mean, let us face reality. So I think there 
is a legitimate question as to what constitutes evidence or not. 

But to say that evidence of two Senators who were polygraphed 
would not be accepted by the DIA as conclusive evidence, I think, 
is just inaccurate. 

-Let me go back again because Mr. Bell has raised a very serious 
issue. 

Mr, Gadoury and Colonel Cole, you do not believe that there was 
Americans alive at the conclusion of the war, the United States in- 
volvement in IndoChina, is that correct, from your previous state- 
ment? 

Mr. Gadoury. I’m not saying I don’t believe that. I’m saying I 
have not personally seen any evidence of that. 

Colonel Cole. My opinion is identical. 

Senator McCain. Neither of you have seen any evidence that 
would convince you? 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. 

Senator McCain. But Mr. Bell who obviously has his experiences, 
which are of great value, does believe. 


t • 



257 


Mr. Bell, I would like to get a little specific. Outside of McKinley 
Nolan, can you give me one example, specifically, of a case you be- 
lieve an American was alive? ^ 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. But I’m not sure if we should discuss it here. 
Senator McCain. OK. But you can? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. ... 

The Chairman. Senator, this will not come out of your time, but 
I just instructed staff to spend some time with Mr. Bell, Mr. Ga- 
doury, and company before they go back. And we will go through a 
formal deposition. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Bell, let me also make this clear. 

Since that period of time you have not seen any hard evidence 
since that couple-year post-war period. Is that correct? 

Mr. Bell, r really can’t remember, sir. 

Senator McCain. In other words, say in the last 7 years, have 

you seen any hard evidence that indicates to you 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. When was the most recent case where you 
have seen evidence that has led you to believe Americans are 

alive? , . r .1 

Mr. Bell. It’s a combination of evidence, sir. 

^nator McCain. The latest being? 

Mr. Bell. A combination of reporting. 

Senator McCain. The latest report being this year, last year, the 

^^Mr^BELL Possibly in the last 3 or 4 years, I would say. I would 
-have'to look the report up. - 

Senator McCain. The last 3 or 4 years you have seen some evi- 
dence that Americans are alive in Southeast Asia? 

Mr. Bell. That were alive, sir. I don’t have any evidence Ameri- 
cans are alive now. . 

Senator McCain. But were alive during that post-war period.' 

Mr. Bell. No, sir, that the report was received during that 
period. 

Senator McCain. During which period? 

Mr. Bell. The last 3 or 4 years, sir. 

Senator McCain. 'The last 3 or 4 years you have reason to believe 
there was Americans still alive? 

Mr. Bell. That were alive, sir. 

Senator McCain. When? 

Mr. Bell. After the POW release, sir. 

^nator McCain. For how long? . r. . o 

Mr. Bell. I’m unable to determine that, sir, Possibly 2 years, 6 

years. ^ , , , 

Senator McCain. And obviously this information was relayed up 

the chain of command? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. , , . 

Senator McCain. Is it your view that the reason why there wm 
not sufficient pursuit of this hard evidence as you believed it to be 
or it was, was due to mindset to debunk a feeling that we want to 
put this whole war behind us and we do no want to look at these 
cases*^ 

Or was it a combination of that and the fact that the United 
States basically was out of the area, as you mentioned earlier, as of 
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1975, and did not have the ability to pursue the evidence that you 
described? Or was it any other factors besides that? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. We're still pursuing those reports. 

Senator McCain. At the tirne, why did we not pursue them at 
the time? 

Mr. Bell. Because the information was inadequate and we did 
not have access to Vietnam at that time to begin the investigS' 
tions. 

Senator McCain, Do you believe there were any other reasons? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Senator McCain. Thank you. I look forward to discussing the in- 
formation that you have about this particular incident. 

By the way, Mr. Bell, how much of your time is taken up in the 
office in Hanoi with people who come in off the street and say I 
have this evidence, I have this information and I would like to sell 
it or not, that you believe is just because they have other reasons 
than to try to give you information which is necessary to resolve 
this issue? 

Mr. Bell. That's difficult to say, sir, because we have active peri- 
ods and inactive periods. During the time that we’ve been open, the 
people who have that type of information are becoming more 
aware of our presence and the number of people coming to our 
office has increased. 

We’ve had live-sighting reports. We have also had reports of re- 
mains and graves and cr^h sites. And several of these reports are 
associated with valid names and identificatiomjmedia, ID. cards, 
dog tags, what have you. And our forensic anthropologist has ex- 
amined the remains and made a summary report on that and re- 
tained those remains to be reviewed jointly and possibly taken 
back to CIL-HI for further examination. 

The people who claim to have the remains in their homes or in 
the outlying provinces are similar to the same situation that I dis- 
cussed earlier with Senator Kohl. They will not bring the remains 
in, the entire remains in, unless they receive some type of remu- 
neration for their expenses incurred as they call it. 

Senator McCain. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gadoury. May I add something to that? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Gadoury. In terms of Laos, we get a great number of people 
who bring information in. A lot of it as far as we can tell does not 
correlate. Usually there are dog tag names associated with it, it’s 
not credible information usually, because the dog tag name is not a 
name that is on the list. 

There are a smaller subset of people who bring information 
which looks like they probably have b^n to a crash site and they 
probably have taken remains away from the crash site and put 
them someplace else in hiding until such time as they can deter- 
mine who might be paying this reward or they might be able to 
cash these remains in. 

The Chairman. Let me just say, I am sure I speak for the Com- 
mittee, and I do not mean to be presumptuous in saying that, but 
the notion that you know who is holding remains and that those 
remains are being held pending some payment is unacceptable. 
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And clearly the government of Vietnam and our Government 
had better sit-down and talk about this and resolve that. I thmk all 
of us would feel that the government of Vietnam has an obligation 
if it indeed has accepted this issue as a humanitarian issue which 
we continually hear, to see that for humanitarian reasons those re- 
mains are returned without any further demand for payment. And 
I think everybody would feel that very strongly with respect to the 

issue of the evidence. / 

In that time period, I would like to just try to get something 
straight in my mind just very quickly. Senator let me ask this 
question. Secretary Kissinger wrote a letter on 2/1/73 in which the 
United States promised to pay for post-war reconstruction in North 
Vietnam $3.25 billion over 5 years. Operation Homecoming took 
place a month later, 2 months later, March of 1973. A month after 
that the Senate voted to bar aid to North Vietnam unless Congress 
approved. And there was Congressional opposition to the aid. 

A week later the Defense Department issued a statement, quote 
“There are no more prisoners in Southeast Mia. They are all 
dead.’’ Now I take it that you are saying, Mr. ^11, that you dis- 
agree with that finding, that statement of the Defense Department 
is in error, according to you. Is that right. 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. . . . , 

The Chairman. And is it in that sequence of time that you b^ 
lieve these 10 or so people, there was evidence that they were still 
alive*^ 

Mr. BEit; Subsequent to the POW release, yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Senator Brown. 

Senator Brown. Thank you. Mr. Gadoury, 1 did not want to 
pursue the credibility of Senators, I was hoping we would have 
something a little firmer to focus on. 

But 1 did want to revisit your comment to sot if I can get a 
better understanding of it Am 1 to understand that you have not 
seen any statements from people who were eye witness accounts 
that say there are POW’s left in Southeast Asia. , 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I’ve talked to many people, hundred of refu- 
gees, people outside the camps, along the borders, travelere, what 
U, and there have been a lot of those cases t^t have related to 
doe tag stories with mayhe remains associat^, maybe not. And 
then there have been a number of 

was, 1 want to add, before Stony Beach wot brought into Bangkok 
in 1987 There was a period of time where 1 was the primary inter- 
viewer and the person pursuing the information relative to Laos 

and Thailand as a full-time job. i,,,. i. 

Senator Brown. You say you have seen a couple, but that is 

"gadourv. Yes, sir. But 1 need to add to that that those 
people were pursued, they were re-interviewed they were ^1^ 
paphed, and they were determined after that whole process not to 
have credible information. 
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Senator Brown. I take it what we are seeing is those several who 
flunked the polygraph test or could not be confirmed by the poly- 
graph test. # 

Mr. Gadoury. One person I was directly involved with, he abso- 
lutely flunked the test, did not pass the test. There was deception 
clearly indicated. The other person in which I participated in the 
polygraph, the test was neutral and it was determined that— in 
fact, I was there as he was switching his story almost 180 degrees, 
but the polygraph was straight. He had some difficulties, I guess, in 
his own mind determining what was true and what was not true. ♦ 
And the bottom line was he was not a credible witness. 

Senator Brown. Near as I can tell we do not have polygraphs for 
the Senate. 

One of the areas I thought might be worth following up is we 
have had some folks who were refugees from Laos related to the 
Hmong tribesmen. And as I understand, they not only played a sig- 
nificant role in the conflict, but there is also a fair number of them • 
who are refugees in Thailand. Have you had occasion to talk to a - 
number of those? 

Mr. Gadoury. Yes, sir. Many of the people I’ve talked to have 
been Hmong refugees. 

Senator Brown. The ones we have talked to indicate that it was 
fairly common belief among at least the refugees that they knew 
that there were Americans held in Laos. Have you heard the same • 
thing? 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I’ve talked to a few Hmong who have given 
me information about Caucasiafls in Laos. And generally those 
people, the information that has been provided by those people has 
been later correlated to possible sightings of Soviets in the area 
around Xiang Khouang, the airfield up at Point Savon for example, 
where there are known to have been Soviet advisors, things like * 
that. 

I have never talked to a Hmong person who gave me any clear 
information or definite information about an American, no, sir. 

Senator Brown. So you have heard the hearsay, but you have 
not been able to check it out? 

Mr. Gadoury. We have checked out every person that we’ve 
talked to— every person that we’ve talked to, gotten information, ^ 
it s been reported and followed-up on if necessary. 

Senator Brown. I am not sure which one of you might be the 
appropriate one to respond. Colonel or Mr. Bell, but in a number of 
publications there has been a recounting of the activities of the Vi- 
etnamese government following the French-Indonesian conflict, a 
suggestion that indeed they held back French POW’s in the inter- 
est of gaining payment of some kind. In fact, there was suggestion # 
that there was payment. 

As far as you know, is that an accurate account? Did they indeed 
hold back POW's expecting payment? 

Colonel Cole. I can't answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bell. They had several Frenchmen who remained, but I’m 
not sure of the status and I don’t know of any payment that was 
made, but there were quite a few Frenchmen that remained there m 
until the early 1970’s. 


Senator Brown. Are you aware of them being held against their 
^ will? 

• Mr. Bell. No, sir. , 

Senator Brown. So none of you have any knowledge of that 
background that’s been printed in a number of areas? 

Colonel Cole. I’ve seen the articles, sir, but I just can’t speak for 
them. 1 . 

Senator Brown. You all have varying degrees of contact with the 
area, but obviously among the three of you, a great deal of contact. 

• Have you ever picked up a suggestion by a representative of the 
Vietnamese Government that in exchange for payment of some 
kind or a trade of some kind they might be willing to release 
POW’s? 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Senator Brown. Not even suggestions of any kind like that? 

% Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. 

Senator Brown. That there might be something that could be 
done that would result in POW’s? 

Mr. Bell. None whatsoever, sir. 

Senator Browi^. What kind of feedback do you get in informal 
discussions with Vietnamese that you meet in the field in terms of 
% this question? 

Mr. Bell. The general feedback we get from the Vietnamese m 
the field regarding the live-sighting issue, :sir, is that there are no 
Americans remaining in Vietnam, without question. 

Senator Brown. Same in the Laos area?- 

Mr. Gadoury. Yes, sir. 'The officials that I’ve worked with in 
Laos are generally very forthcoming and helpful to the extent they 
^ can. My feeling is that they are very sincere and try to help us, as 
they have permission from their own Government and once an 
agreement has been made to carry out a field operation. 

Senator Brown. If that’s the case, why the reluctance on their 
part to allow access? 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I think that’s something that would be ad- 
dressed at a higher level. I’m talking about at the operational level, 
A once the decision has been made and agreement made between the 
U.S. and Lao Government. 

Senator Brown. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senators. Senator, let me just say for 
housekeeping purposes we will wrap this panel up not too long 
from now. We will then move to the veterans’ perspective, and it’s 
my hope to start with the families right after lunch, or shortly 
A after lunch, so we will get to the families almost immediately this 

• afternoon. I know I’m flipping things around a bit, but if people 
will bear with us, I think that would allow us to have the sequence 
we sought. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, could you tell us, are you going to 
break for lunch or not? 

The Chairman. We will break for lunch. It’s now 12 noon. I 
^ think we need to finish this round and then have the veterans per- 

• spective and then, depending on when we break,., we will most 
likely come back at 2 p.m. and either begin with the families or 
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shortly thereafter move to families and then wind up with the last 
panel, Mr. Nagy and company. 

Senator Grassley. ^ 

Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bell, h^ there ever been any evidence of the Vietnam Gov- 
ernment directing any misinformation program on the POW/MIA 
issue? 

Mr. Bell. I think you’d have to check with the DIA special office 
for that, sir. 

Senator Grassley. What you're saying is, you don’t know of any? L 
Mr. Bell. Not any confirmed. ^ 

Senator Grassley. Or it would be wrong for you to tell us that? 

Mr. Bell. A combination of both, sir, I don’t have any confirma- 
tion of that, and that's not my area. 

Senator Grassley. Do you know if there’s any evidence of it 
even though you can't confirm? 

Mr. Bell. I believe the DIA POW/MIA outfit may have some evi- « 

dence of that, sir, but you'd have to check with them. 

Senator Grassley, For all of you on the panel— let me start at 
that end of the panel so you don't think I’m only directing every- 
thmg toward Mr, Bell. What recommendations would any of you 
gjye that would help us as this Committee— no, I don’t mean just 
this Committee— but our entire Government continues investieat- 
mg live sightings. ■ - 

^ ^ possible. Let me say, why be ^ 

candid? ^use this is your , opportunity to give some- advice on 

- what can be done to fix the system, if it's^broken. - 

Mr. Gadoury. Well, sir, in Laos, like I said earlier, I think it's 
fund^entally a question of access, and I think we’re talking ulti- 
mately of real-time access, and then having the resources to bring 
the teams m and do the job and get to where we need to get to. m 
But one of the problems we've already been running into, as 
weve only recently started doing live-sighting investigations and 
discrepancy case investigation in Laos, is that the infrastructure in 
Laos IS p(wr to nonexistent in many of the areas that we need to 
get to, Md as an example of that, when we went to Attapeu Prov- 

ince a few months ago in the middle of the rainy season we just 

as the local officials indicated to us, and we saw clear evidence of it « 
^ we were flying out in our helicopter to Mang Mai, the capital of 
Attapeu Provmce, there was widespread flooding. 

The roa^ were washed out. In some cases the bridges were out 
When we landed in the capital, we were told that we couldn’t even 
get across the river because the ferry landing had washed out and 
there was no way to get any of the three vehicles which the prov- 
ince possess^ across the river to get onto the road, and if we did h 
we wouldn't be able to travel very far. ^ 

Senator Grassley. Before Colonel Cole answers, just for clarifica- 
tion purges, I think what you just told me is that things that 
need to te changed to make our live-sighting investigations tetter 
come wim changes that will be made in Vietnam with the Viet- 
namese Government. Is there anything you have to suggest that 
our Government can do differently? 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I was addressing Laos ^ 
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Senator Grassley. Laos, Vietnam, or any of the countries you re 
m talking about. Is there anything in our procedure as far as what 

® we have done as an American Government for the last 16 years, 

that can be changed or improved? , tte 

Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I think we have the mechanism to conduct the 
investigations on our side, and all we're waiting for is that access 

and the ability to get to those places where we need to |o. 

Senator Grassley. Things, the way they re handled in the bu- 
^ reaucracy— no suggestions on improvement in that area that couia 

^ help us to do a better job? ,. 

Mr. Gadoury. Frankly, sir, I don’t have any suggestion at this 
point. I think the mechanism is there. We just need to have the 

cooperation to utilize that mechanism. _ ,, jj 

Senator Grassley. Colonel Cole, maybe if you could address what 
I asked to be clarified about, as well as whatever you wanted to 

^ Colonel Cole. Sir, I’ve been in the job 14 months. I ve seen tr^ 
mendous improvement in the last 4 Vi to 5 months under Bob 
Sheetz in the POW/MIA office. Mr. Nagy in DIA overall. We ye got 
this train on the track. All we need is those qualified people that 1 
mentioned in response to Senator Reid’s question a few moments 

^^My only personal, if you will, thought on this to add is that yes- 

• terday we heard that we’re going to as yet undergo another reorga- 
nization CINCPAC JTF. As one of the operators down at the lowest 
level, all I ask is, whatever we've got going now not be disrupted by 
the coining organization or reorganization. We got the apparatus-m 
place, we’re getting the qualified people, let’s go with it. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Bell? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. I think I agree with everything that Colonel 

• Cole just said, and I’d like to add that in addition to not disrupting 
what we’ve got going, I think it’s important that we have ^me 
quality control, experienced type of personnel in the analytical 

Right now, for example, in my Hanoi office I have an analyst 
that’s 25 years old, and he is the analyst for the Hanoi office r^ht 
now, and he is a bright young man but he has no ex^perience. he s 

• been in Vietnam mayte a month, and for the type of work that we 
do there, I think we need some experienced personnel. 

The discrepancy cases and live-sighting cases should be done, in 
my opinion, h the DIA, and they should work closed with us on 
not only the investigations themselves but also the follow-up and 
the coordination with Colonel Cole to obtain additional information 
from sources no longer under Vietnamese control in refugee camps. 
A Senator Grassley. Colonel Cole, of the 102 new personnel that 

Secretary Cheney referred to yesterday, how many will you get 
who will be hands-on investigators of live sightings? 

Colonel Cole. Nine people out of that total, sir. 

May I just add another sentence here, sir? Yesterday it w^ 
briefed to you by Mr. Ford it was going to be seven. The reason he 
didn’t know about the two additional people is I ve got two extra 
A slots I’m going to be picking up from Mr. Sheetz, but those will all 

• be investigator debriefers, so ill have nine additional people out of 
that total, sir. 
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Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator Grassley. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. I’ll try to be 
brief. 

Do you have auxiliary help? For example* do you use the natives, 
for lack of a better word— the Vietnamese and Laotians— to do in- 
terpreting or anything like that? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. We have a pool of translators, and what we 
are using the translators/researchers for are historical publications 
6f great volume. In other words, we look tor these translators to 
screen the material and try to pinpoint publications from Patin 
historical documents that relate to particular units that were as- 
signed to areas— specific areas^ during the war. 

By doing so, we can determine which units were in the area and 
then make requests for cadre who were assigned to those units who 
might be potential witnesses to provide leads. 

Senator Reid. The answer is the same from the two of you? 

Colonel Cole. Yes, sir, except with the possibility of Cambodian 
ops. We're just getting into this. We turned in a suggestion last 
week of how, from the live-sighting perspective, a new office should 
be established. We realize this has to be a task force approach, but 
we don’t have anyone in Cambodia so far. 

We don’t have an office, but our plan at least from the live-sight- 
ing side is we have several Cambodians in the refugee camp at Site 
II who have been working for us for a number of years. Ail of those 
people are eventually going to be repatriated. We’re hopefully 
going to be able to king them down to Phnom Penh when and if 
the approval is given to go ahead with an qffice. 

Senator Reid. We have heard you, Mr. Bell, and others talk 
about the fact that because we have not been willing to pay, nor 
has the Vietnam Government been willing to pay for the remains 
of people, that we have not been able to determine if in fact they 
are remains of people, and in fact if they’re people, whether they’re 
Vietnamese, American, or whatever, right? 

Mr. Bell. 'That’s correct, sir. 

Senator Reid. The question we haven’t asked is, how much 
money would it cost to get those remains if in fact someone was 
willing to pay for them? 

Mr. Bell. We have heard a number of figures mentioned, sir, but 
nothing definite. 

Senator Reid. Give me an idea what you think it would take? 
$50? $1,000? What would it take? 

Mr. Bell. I just couldn’t put a price on that, sir. 

Senator Reid. Anyone else? 

Colonel Cole. No, sir. 

Senator Reid. So you have no idea? 

Mr. Bell. No, sir. 

Senator Reid. Even though you’ve spent all that time in South- 
east Asia? What do you think if we said, okay, we’re going to give 
you some money, how much would you need? How much do you 
think it would take, based on your experience? 

Mr. Bell. I’ve heard figures mentioned from a few dollars all the 
way to 10 taels of gold, which would be close to $5,000, sir, so I 
really don’t know. It just varies from person to person. 
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Senator Reid. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. _ 

'The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Reid. Senator 

• Kohl. 

Senator Kohl. Mr. Bell, you said in your testimony that you ve 
worked on intelligence teams that gathered information that are 
now in the files of some of the MIA^s/POW's. Is any of that infor- 
mation that you gathered classified? . r 

Mr. Bell. It’s been a long time since I’ve seen that information, 
sir, so I'm not sure. At that particular time we were actually in 
0 direct support of the Paris peace talks from the national level, and 
the way I understand the system, any report at that time which 
correlated to a specific individual is placed in his file. Any report 
which could not be correlated was placed in the numerous volumes 
that you see today. I think there's 14 volumes of uncorrelated re- 
ports. . 

Senator Kohl. So you don’t know whether or not the information 
A you gathered may or may iiot be in a classified category? 

Mr. Bell. I assume it’s still classified, sir. 

Senator Kohl. Do you recall that any of that information was so 
important in terms of classification that now, after all these years, 
it could not be released to the families? 

Mr. Bell. To be honest with you, sir, except for the 105 live- 
sighting investigations that are now still active, I don’t see any 
reason to classify any of the other infoipation. 

We need to use the information in Vietnam in our investigations, 
and we’re not authorized to have classified information prwent 
there,.and I have already suggested that especially the majority of 
these reports that were collected in refugee camps during the time 
that we openly advertised the Joint Casualty Resolution Center as 
the only humanitarian organization within our Government devot- 
ed to POW/MIA, and put up posters and made loudspeaker an- 
nouncements and interviewed these people in public, I think the 
only thing that needs to be sanitized or declassified from those re- 
ports is the name of the individual who provided the information. 

Senator Kohl. So you’re saying with the exception of those 105 
sightings, all the other ikormation in your judgment should be de- 
classified? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Kohl. Some of it has, some of it hasn’t? 

Mr. Bell. 'T hat’s correct, sir. 

Senator Kohl If you were to make a recommendation you would 
say, declassify whatever it is that has not bwn declassified? 

Mr. Bell Yes, sir, except for those live-sighting reports that are 
still out there. 

Senator Kohl And some of that infomation might help clanfy 
^ some of the anguish and concern bv families that are trying to find 
out everythin they can sfoout the MIA’s? 

Mr. Bell. Sir, I noticed in the opening session of the Committee 
yesterday we were informed that your Committee would also have 
investigators, and possibly two teams of investigators, and if this 
information is declassified and made available I think that will 
speed up the search. I think it will be important to get a different 

# perspective, a different viewpoint, concerning the value of the in- 
formation. 
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We, as investigators, look forward to seeing someone else’s opin- 
ion on this information, and maybe it will be helpful to us in doing 
our work. Q 

Senator Kohl. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator. We are going to 
wrap up this panel, because we do. want to try to stay on schedule 
here. 

Gentlemen, there are additional questions. The record will 
remain ^ open either for the submission of written questions or with 
a certainty that we would like to sit down with you to follow up, 
and staff would just like to. make some further inquiries in the 
next day or so. So we will do that this afternoon with you, Mr. Ga- 
doury, and we will do it at the earliest convenience with you, Mr. 

Bell. 

Mr. Bell, I probably don't have to say this. You are a person of 
strong convictions and of enormous commitment and dedication. I 
cannot imagine anybody possibly influencing you or who ever sue- ^ 
ceeded in changing an opinion that you hold as a matter of com- 
mitment and of your own observation. But clearly if anybody over 
the course of these next days suggests that somehow you might 
have been mistaken in your observations or in what you said here, 

I hope you will feel free to let the Committee know immediately 
that such an overture has been made. 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. I’d like to explain again, sir, that this is a po- 
sition that I have taken and this is not a final analytical position. 

The Chairman. We understand that, and that is why more anal- 
ysis is necesMry. But It is your deeply-held belief; is that correct? 

Mr.-BELL. Yes, sir. _ 

The Chairman. And it is based on your personal observations of 
evidence at the time, correct? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir, accompanied by the results of our activities Q 
that we have been involved in. 

The Chairman. And subsequently you have been able, by virtue 
of the work you have been doing these most recent years to be able 
to confirm what your initial observations were? 

Mr. Bell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. It stands as you have stated, and this Committee 
will obviously want to look further, and there are a lot of other ^ 
people and a lot of other things to look at. But we appreciate enor- 
mously your candor and your work. 

We have only scratched the surface of much of what I think you 
have to say. We will continue privately and quietly, but I just want 
to thank you all very, very much. The public has no sense of what 
it's like to be out in the boonies sometimes, as you are, with a ruck- 
sack and living in pretty rough circumstances, day in and day out. ^ 
I know what a pleasure it is to get back to Hanoi to be able to get a 
shower or something. And Hanoi is pretty rudimentary. 

So you are really, all of you, in Laos, in the jungle or wherever it 
is that you go, it is often at enormous risk and at continuous dis- 
comfort. I just want you to know that we are deeply appreciative of 
those efforts and very, very respectful of them. We wish you well 
as you continue this difficult quest. Thank you very, very much, ^ 
gentlemen. 
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Mr. Gadoury. Sir, I would submit that the risk we take is cer- 
tainly not greater than the risk that the people that we’re looking 

• for took at one time. 

The Chairman. We appreciate that, and we appreciate your rec- 
ognition of that also. Thank you all very, very much. 

If we could ask the veterans panel to come forward, I think we 
can proceed forward with the next panel before we break. 

Gentlemen, if you could take your seats, we are going to sw'ear 
all witnesses, so I would ask that all of you rise in order to be 
0 sworn. 

[The witnesses were sworn.] 

The Chairman. We would ask you, if you would, to try to adhere 
to a time limit on your statements, if possible, and we will try to 
hold everybody to about 7 minutes, if that is reasonable. Is that 
fair? The clock will tick. Is there any order you have decided on? 
^ We will just begin here with Mr. Wallace and will run down. 

• Welcome. We are delighted to hear from you. 

STATEMENT OF ROBERT E. WALLACE, COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. Wallace. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Select Commit- 
tee, thank you for inviting the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
A United States to appear before this important body. The 2.9 million 
members of the VFW, to include our Ladies Auxiliary, consider the 
.-recovery and return of over 2,200 of our comrades from the Viet- 
nam War to be of the highest priority. 

In your invitation to me to testify, you Mked if the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars was satisfied with the government’s handling of this 
important issue. The simple answer to your question has been, and 
^ is now, no, We are not satisfied with the government's effort to re- 
cover our missing comrades. 

Since 1968, the VFW has been in the front ranks on this issue. 
Over successive administrations and Congresses, we have repeated- 
ly pleaded and pressil for more attention, greater resources and 
higher priority for this issue. And, each year, we were told the gov- 
ernment was doing all it could. Yet here we are in 1991 and the 
0 issue has not been resolved. Only 310 missing Americans have been 
accounted for since 1973 and we still have not accounted for over 
2,200 men still missing. 

My answer is no, we, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, have not 
been satisfied with the U.S. Government's efforts. Over these past 
20 years, we've been told by various government officials of so- 
called strategies to force Vietnamese cooperation on the POW 
0 issue. There have been at least two United States-Vietnamese joint 
cooperation plans to recover our men, and most recently we have 
been briefed On roadmaps which will supposedly help get our men 
back— a lot of talk but little action and no results. No, the Veter- 
ans of Foreign Wars has not been satisfied with these efforts. 

How could anyone be satisfied, when for nearly 20 years none of 
these strategies, none of the joint cooperation plans, and none of 

• the roadmaps have produced the results the families of our men 
and their comrades have been led to hope for and expect? 
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We have been stunned this past year by ^ renewed and growing 
controversy over our government’s efforts to recover oiir missing 
men. The latest controversy likely stems from the charges brought 
by the report issued by Senators Helms and Grassley charging that 
our government ignored evidence of live Americans and indeed 
worked to discredit such evidence. 

Further controversy has been generated by Colonel Millard 
Peck’s allegations that a “mindset to debunk’’ retards the sense of 
urgency our government should have about our POW/MIA’s. More 
recently, the public disclosure of a series of photos purportedly of 
Americans still captive in Southeast Asia has added more fuel to 
the controversy. 

Again, the simple answer to your question is no, we in the Veter- 
ans of Foreim Wars of the United States are not satisfied with the 
government's effort to recover our missing men. 

Amid the controversy, what has the government done to explain 
its efforts, refute these charges, defend itself and restore public 
credibility in its efforts? 

Further, the government continues to shroud its efforts in what 
we believe to be an unnecessary veil of secrecy. Few pieces of infor- 
mation seem insignificant enough to avoid the secrecy stamp. If we 
are to believe our government, we must also believe that the POW 
information buried in their classified files is so sensitive that its de- 
classification would have dire consequences and perhaps even pose 
a clear and present danger to the national security. 

Otherwise, why would, the government continue to classify the 
overwhelming majority _of the information gatheredjon this most 
important issue? I do not believe the government can regain credi- 
bility on this issue or adequateljrdefend itself so long as the very 
information needed for honest evaluation is kept from public view. 

The fact is the government cannot defend itself because it has 
failed to organize and manage an effective program to recover our 
men. There are obvious examples of failure. 

On July 31, 1991, the Defense Department announced it was 
nearly doubling the number of personnel assigned to the POW/ 
MIA effort and forming a new office in the Pentagon to handle 
only POW/MIA matters. Yet, three months later, no POW/MIA di- 
rectorate has been opened in the Pentagon and no additional per- 
sonnel have been assigned to that office. 

Mr. Chairman, I n^ to point out that the Congress also carries 
the burden of failure for its oversight role. Despite numerous hear- 
ings and investigations of this issue, the Congress cannot assure us 
the POW/MIA issue is either well managed or close to being re- 
solved. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, I went to Vietnam last July at your 
request. In Bangkok we were briefed by members of the Joint Cas- 
ualty Resolution Center and others involved with our POW/MIA's. 
This briefing and subsequent discussions left me with the clear im- 
pression of the inadequacy of the government’s POW/MIA effort. 

The JCRC team in Bangkok is hardworking and obviously under- 
manned. Some of the team lacked language training. Due to per- 
sonnel and other shortages, their visits to refugee camps are irreg- 
ular and infrequent. When live-sighting information is obtained, 
the lengthy and time-consuming reporting channel prevents rapid 
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investigative response and would do so even if the team were ade- 
quately manned to undertake an immediate response. 

We all recognize, I believe, that the fate of the 2,273 men still 
missing is not going to be resolved in Washington. It can only be 
resolved by determined investigation and field work on the ground 
in Vietnam, in Laos and in Cambodia. , 

But my recent trip proved the current government effort is not 
adequately manned, or managed to resolve these cases within the 
next few years. 

So again and in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I must tell you the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States is not satisfied with 
the manner in which our government has and is currently han- 
ging the POW/MIA issue. 

After listening to this morning’s testimony, I want to add that 
we are also not satisfied with Vietnam’s cooperation. We consider 
Vietnam’s cooperation should include, number one, sharing all in- 
formation they have collected about live-sightings of Americans, 
American remains and crash sites; number two, unrestrict^ and 
timely access to U.S. investigators conducting live-sighting investi- 
gations; three, expedited return of remains supposedly warehoused; 
four, increased joint U.S.-Vietnamese field investigations; ^d 
timely completion of the remaining discrepancy cases and Viet- 
namese support and cooperation with the Laotian and Cambodian 
governments encouraging them to assist with U.S. efforts. 

Thank you very much. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Wallace follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Robert E. Waluce 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Select Committee. Thank you for inviting the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States to appear before this important 
body. The 2.9 million members of the VFW, to include our Ladies Auxiliary, insid- 
er the recovery and return of over 2,200 of our comrades from the Vietnam War to 
be of the highest priority. , 

In your invitation to me to testify, you asked if the Veterans of Foreign Wars wk 
satisfied with the Government’s handling of this important issue. The simple 
answer to your question has been, and is now, NO. We are not satisfied with the 
Government’s effort to recover our missing comrades. 

Since 1968, the VFW has been in the front ranks on this issue. Over successive 
Administrations and Congresses, we have repeatedly pleaded and pressed for more 
attention, greater resources and higher priority for this issue. And, each year, we 
were told the Government was doing all it could. Yet, here we are in 1991 and toe 
issue has not been resolved. Only 310 missing Americans have been accounted for 
since 1973 and we still have not accounted for over 2,200 men still missing. 

My answer is no, we, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, have not been satisfied with 
the U.S. Government’s effort. «. • i r 

Over these past twenty years, we’ve been told by various Government omci^ o! 
so-called strategies to force Vietnamese cooperation on the POW issue. There have 
been at least two U.S.-Vietnaraese joint cooperation pl^ to recover our men and 
most recently we have been briefed on "roadmaps” which will supposedly help get 
our men back. A lot of talk but little action and no results— no, the Veterans of 

Foreign Wars has not been satisfied with these efforts. 

How could anyone be satisfied when for nearly twenty years none of these strat^ 
gies, none of the joint cooperation plans, and none of the roadmaps have produced 
the results the families or our men and their comrades have been led to hope for 
and expect. ... 

We have been stunned this past year by a renewed and growing controversy over 
our Government’s efforts to recover our missing men. The latest rontroversy likely 
stems from the charges, brought by the report issued by Senators Helms and Gr^s- 
ley that our Government ignored evidence of live Americans and mdeed worked to 
disci^it such evidence. 
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Further controversy has been generated by Colonel Millard Peck’s allegations 
that a "mindset to debunk" retards the sense of .urgency our Government should 
have about our POW/MIA’s. \ 

More recently, the public disclosure of a series of photos purportedly of Americans 
still captive in Southeast Asia has further seriously challenged Government credi- 
bility on this issue. 

Again, the simple answer to your question is no, we in the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States are not satisfied with the Government’s effort to recover 
our missing men. 

Amid the controversy, what has the Government done to explain its effort, refute 
these charges, defend itself and restore public credibility in its efforts? 

Further, the Government continues to shroud its effort in what we believe to be 
an unnecessary veil of secrecy. Few pieces of information seem insignificant enough 
to avoid the secrecy stamp. If we are to believe our Government, we must also be- 
lieve that the POW information buried in their classified files is so sensitive that its 
declassification would have dire consequences and perhaps even pose a clear and 
present danger to the national security. Otherwise, why would the Gbvemment con- 
tinue to classify the overwhelming msgority of the information gathered on this 
mrat important issue? I do not believe the Government can regain credibility on 
this issue or adequately defend itself so long as the very information n^ed for 
honest evaluation is kept from public view. 

The fact is the Government cannot defend itself because it has failed to organize 
and manage an effective program to recover our men. There are obvious examples 
of failure. 

On July 31, 1991, the Defense Department announced it was nearly doubling the 
number of personnel assigned to the POW/MIA effort and forming a new office in 
the Pentagon to handle only POW/MIA matters. Yet, three months later, no POW/ 
MIA directorate has been opened in the Pentagon and no additional personnel have 
been assigned. 

Mr. Chainnan, I need to point out that the Congress also carries the burden of 
failure for its oversight role. Despite numerous hearings and at least seyen investi- 
gations of this issue, the Congress cannot assure us the POW/MIA issue is either 
well managed or close to being resolved. ' _ _ 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, 1 went to Vietnam last July at your request. In 
Bangkok we were briefed ty members of the Joint Casualty Resolution Center 
(JCRC) and others involved with our POW/MIA’s. This briefing and subsequent dis- 
cussions left me with the clear impression of the madequacy of the Government’s 
POW/MIA effort. 

’The JCRC team in Bangkok is hardworking but obviously undermanned. Some of 
the team lacked language training. Due to personnel and other shortages, their 
visits to refugee camps are irr^lar and infrequent. 

When live-sighting information is obtained, the lengthy and time consuming re- 
porting channel prevents rapid investigative response and would do so even if the 
team were adequately mann^ to undertake an immediate response. 

We all recognize, I believe, that the fate of the 2,278 men still missing is not going 
to be resolved in Washington. It can only be resolved by determined investigation 
and field work on the ground in Vietnam, in Laos and in Cambodia. 

But my recent trip proved the current Government effort is not adequately 
manned, or managed to resolve these cases v^thin the next few years. 

So again, 1 must tell you the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States is not 
satisfied with the manner in which our Government has and is currently handling 
the POW/MIA issue. 

Each year since 1968, our members have expressed their concerns and views 
about the POW/MIA issue in our resolutions. 

’This year in the midst of controversy, ten resolutions concerning our POW/MIA’s 
were passed at our National Convention. These resolutions, which are summarized 
and attached to my statement, call for an investigation of the POW/MIA issue, revi- 
sion of the Missing Service Persons Act and disclosure of classified information con- 
cerning our POW/MIA’s. 

These resolutions also clearly state our objections to diplomatic recognition of, or 
economic aid to and trade with Vietnam or other Southeast Asian countries until 
we have obtained the fullest cooperation of these countries in the recovery and 
return of our missing men. 

1 also call your attention to our resolution to seek new, more active efforts to re- 
solve the fate of the over 8,000 men still missing from the Korean War. 
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PRISONERS OF WAR AND MISSING IN ACTION 
Resolution No. 401 

America's prisoners of war and missinc in action: a non-negotiable matter of 

HONOR 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that the VFW remains determined to resolve this impor- 
tant issue and supports the President’s pledge of highest national priority to resolve 
the status of Americans still missing and unaccounted for in Indochina; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the VFW urges the U.S. Government to fur- 
ther accelerate gbvernment-to-government contacts in an attempt to obtain the im- 
mediate release of any Americans who may still be held captive in Indochina and 
the return of American servicemen and civilians who have died in Southeast Asia 
and whose remains have not been returned; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that while we continue to oppose lifting the eco- 
nomic embargo and the establishment of full diplomatic recognition, it is in the best 
interest of resolving the POW/MIA issue as quickly as possible to establish a non- 
diplomatic U.S. Government presence in Vietnam. This U.S. presence could serve as 
the base for the continued search for and investigation of our missing men as well 
as other strictly humanitarian matters; and 

BE IT FUR'THER RESOLVED, that as such opportunity occurs, VFW National 
Officers should periodically visit Vietnam and Laos to verify that the situation does, 
in fact, require a U.S. presence in order to facilitate the recoveiy of our missing 
comrades and to directly express the VFW’s concern and determination to resolve 
this issue. 


Resolution No. 402 

reinvestigate the POW/MIA CONTROVERSY 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that we believe it is absolutely vital to restore public 
credibility and confidence in the Government's POW/MIA efforts; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that despite the diversion of attention, we urge 
the President to establish an independent public commission and to reopen a full 
public investigation of the allegations of the Helms/Grassley report and the U.S. 
Government’s past and current efforts to recover our POW/MIA’s; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the investigation should also consider declas- 
sification and release of such POW/MIA information which would help rebuild 
public confidence without disclosing intelligence data to others. 


Resolution No. 406 

CONCERNING THE KOREAN WAR MIA ISSUE 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that the VFW remains determined to resolve the status 
of Americans still unaccounted for in Korea through lawful and appropriate chan- 
nels; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the VFW urges the U.S. and Republic of 
Korea governments to continue to exert the maximum economic and diplomatic 
pressure on North Korea and to speak out forcefully and publicly when necessary 
until we resolve this long-standing humanitarian issue; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the VFW, in keeping with United States law 
and in consultation with the Korean and U.S. governments, seek new, more active 
efforts to resolve the issue of Korean War POW/MIA's. 
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Resolution No. 407 
SUPPORT PUBLIC awareness PROJECTS 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that the National Organization will: 

(1) ensure routine distribution to the field of pertinent, credible and re- 
sponsible information on a routine basis; 

(2) encourage participation in this program by veterans' groups of other 
friendly nations such as the NATO allies and Far Eastern allies; 

(3) encourage exchange of information among State POW/MIA Chairmen, 
to include publishing up-to-date address lists; and 

BE IT FURTHER RKOLVED, that each Department exercise maximum initia- 
tives to maintain the vitality and thrust of the POW/MIA program at Department 
levels by encouraging such actions as: 

(1) display of black POW/MIA flag, subordinate to the U.S. Flag, at any 
function at which it is proper to fly the U.S. Flag; 

(2) work closely with family and concerned POW/MIA organizations at 
all msgor events and rendering cooperation and support to them; 

(3) encourage support in information exchange at Post levels; 

(4) appoint an interested member at Post level to act as the POW/MIA 
project officer; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the National Organization of the VFW sup- 
ports the annually announced POW/MIA Recognition Day. 


Resolution No. 426 

SUPPORT PRESIDENTIAL ENVOY FOR POW/MIA’S 

BE IT RESOLVED, by_the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that we continue to support General John W. Vessey as 
the Special Presidential^ Emissary to Vietnam and urge his continued participation 
in all policy discussions concerning this issue; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that General Vessey and/or General Robert C. 
Kington continue to review the findings of the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) 
^ior Review Group concerning all aspects of the intelligence effort devoted to the 
POW/MIA issue; and 

BE IT TORTHER RESOLVED, that we urge the Vietnamese government's coop- 
eration with us and urge them to further expand this cooperation so that the fate of 
our missing men can be quickly resolved. 


Resolution No. 431 

APPROPRIATIONS TO INTERNATIONAL LENDING AGENCIES 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that future Congressional appropriations to international 
lending agencies be contingent on such agencies’ compliance with strict standards 
which would exclude loans to nations that give aid and comfort to hostile groups or 
which are demonstrably hostile to the United States, including communist and com- 
munist-dominated countries and countries which do not cooperate in our search for 
POW/MIA's or past wars. 


• • 


• • 


Resolution No. 433 

AMEND THE MISSING SERVICE PERSONS ACT 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that we ask our Congressional Representatives to sup- 
port Congressman Roland's bill to revise the Missing Service Persons Act. 
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Resolution No. 437 

STAND BEHIND MILLER/MCCAIN DISCLOSURE BILLS 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that we stand firmly behind the disclosure of informa- 
tion concerning United States personnei classified as Prisoners of War or Missing in 
Action; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that we petition -Congress for passage of such leg- 
islation and urge the President of the United States to press the Governments of 
the Soviet Union, Korea, Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos for a full accounting of all 
our POW/MlA’s from those wars. 


Resolution No. 440 

DIPLOMATIC recognition/economic AID AS A MEANS OF RESOLVING THE POW/MIA 
ISSUE 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreip 
Wars of the United States, that we_ strongly oppose any proposal that grants diplo- 
matic recognition to communist Vietnam and Cambodia or economic aid to Viet- 
nam, Laos and Cambodia without first obtainiiw their fullest cooperation concern- 
ing American prisoners or Missing in Action in ^utheast Asia. 


Resolution No. 449 
IRAq MUST account FOR KUWAITI MIA’S 

BE rr RESOLVED, by the 92nd National Convention of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, that we urge the U.S. Government to take such action m 
necessary .either unilaterally, or through our allies, or the United Nations that will 
force Iraq to account for those Kuwaiti citizens still missing. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr, Wallace. _ 

Mr. Sommer. 

STATEMENT OF JOHN F. SOMMER, JR., EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
AMERICAN LEGION 

Mr. Sommer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Vice Chairman. 

The Chairman. I might just add I think each of you, as you 
speak, you might just mention what branch of the service you 
served in and where you served. 

Mr. Wallace. I was with the U.S. Marine Corps in 1967-68. 

Mr. Sommer. I was with the U.S. Army in Vietnam, 1968. 

Mr. Chairman, because of the length of our statement and the 
fact that we’re summarizing, I would appreciate it if we could have 
it placed in the record in its entirety. 

The Chairman. Your fiilf statement will be placed in the record. 

Mr. Sommer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

As you are aware, this witness had the opportunity to represent 
the American Legion as part of a factfmding delegation on a trip to 
Vietnam in July of this year, organized by your office and led by 
Congressman line Evans, co-chair of the Vietnam Veterans in 
Congress Caucus. The primary focus of the trip was to explore the 
feasibility of establishing an independent veteran organization-sup- 
ported office in Vietnam for the purpose of supplementing the 
work of the U.S. Government office and keeping the spotlight on 
the operation of the U.S. team. 

I would like to make it clear that what I’m about to say with re- 
spect to my remarks reflects only the opinions of the American 
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Legion and not any of the other representatives that were on the 
trip. 

The American Legion felt compelled to participate in such a ven- 
ture because the process to resolve the POW/MIA issue is moving 
intolerably slow and there’s a growing perception among Ameri- 
cans that deception again is being practiced by those responsible 
for handling POW/MIA investigations. It has also become apparent 
that there is a lack of responsiveness on the part of some officials 
who £|re responsible for obtaining the fullest possible accounting 
for our POW's and MIA’s. 

Following a series of what were initially thought to be rather ex- 
tensive briefings at the State Department and Pentagon, the major- 
ity of our delegation departed Washington on June 30, arriving in 
Bangkok the evening of July 1. Additional briefings were conduct- 
ed on July 2 at the U.S. Embassy in Bangkok. 

The next week would be spent meeting with various officials at 
all levels of government in Vietnam. Extensive sessions were held 
with representatives of the Office for Seeking Missing Personnel. 
The director of that office accompanied us to Danang, Hue and 
Saigon as one of our handlers. 

While in Hanoi, the group met with Nguyen Co Thach, who was 
then foreign minister. In addition, we were then received at the 
Presidential Palace by newly-appointed Secretary-General Do 
Muoi. There was a common thread among the information provid- 
ed by every government official with whom we spoke, what one 
might consider to be a party line. Each stated emphatically that 
there are no living American.prisoners in Vietnam. Each saij th^t 
normalization of relations between the United States and .Vietnam 
should not be linked with the POW/MIA issue. 

To a person, they reiterated that the POW/MIA effort is a hu- 
manitarian issue and not a political one. There were also consist- 
ent promises that the Vietnamese government would fully cooper- 
ate with an independent veterans’ group office and that such an 
office would have free rein in traveling in the north or south of the 
country. 

Unfortunately, as one might expect, it was obvious to this wit- 
ness that all of the statements made by the Vietnamese cannot be 
taken at face value. This became even more obvious when we were 
told that the American prisoners of war that were released in 1973 
had been treated under the Geneva Conventions in general and 
specific Vietnamese regulations dealing with humanitarianism and 
leniency. 

We were advised that the Vietnamese treated those POW’s with 
lenience, and those who returned had explained the leniency with 
which they were treated. This certainly does not track with the 
tales of horror that we heard relating to the torture, humiliation, 
deprivation, starvation, and outright hatred that the vast msgority, 
if not all, of the repatriated prisoners of war underwent. 

Another interesting facet of our meetings was that government 
officials from Hanoi provided information about 12 American 
MIA’s who allegedly died while in captivity or were killed in 
action. 

The information was provided to us in order to illustrate what 
they felt would be the complications involved in the investigation 
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of these cases and the reported frustration experienced by the Viet- 
namese, with respect to the requirements and criteria set forth by 
the iJ.S. team. Our own Government had not provided us with this 
kind of information. We actually received more hard information 
from the Vietnamese than we have from the Defense Intelligence 
Agency, the Department of Defense, or any other American entity 
involved with this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, the most frustrating and incomprehensible aspect 
of the entire POW/MIA issue is the pattern which has evolved, 
surrounding the handling of intelligence data and other informa- 
tion relating to live prisoners of war, both historically and present- 
ly. Over the past several years an increasing number of stories 
have surfaced regarding the abundance of available information re- 
lating to American prisoners of war in Southeast Asia. Taken sepa- 
rately, one who is skeptical might pass such reports off as sensa- 
tionalism or tripe. However, in reviewing the available body of in- 
formation relating to this issue, the belief that there are POW’s 
being held in Indochina cannot and must not be summarily dis- 
missed. 

The most recent article relating to the handling of intelligence 
during and after the Vietnam War, Soviet involvement in the in- 
terrogation and appropriation of American POW’s, and U.S. Gov- 
ernment suppression of information relating to both, is On the 
Trail of the MIA’s, which appeared in the October 27, 1991, edition 
of the Los Angeles Times magazine. Several previously published 
books also contain references oif varying degrees ta the discrediting 
of live-sighting information- resources, locations and movement of 
prisoners that are not acknowledged by U.S. officials, reports of 
Americans held captive after 1973 on which no apparent action 
was taken by U.S. officials, et cetera, et cetera. 

In addition, we’ve seen copies of reports, memoranda, and other 
correspondence issued by U.S. intelligence agencies which square 
with the charges set forth in these publications. Add to all this the 
report by the minority staff of the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, as well as the assertions leveled by Col. Millard Peck and 
you come up with rather compelling evidence that all is not right 
with the world. 

Mr. Chairman, almost immediately after our return from Viet- 
nam in July, a photograph of three individuals reported to be 
American POW’s surfaced. Surfacing in the news media height- 
ened the American Legion’s concern about the manner in which 
the POW/MIA issue is being handled. The photo was said to be in 
the hands of Government analysts for several months. 

This witness was appalled at the reports, because in all of the 
briefings and discussions we had prior to leaving for Vietnam with 
those who are supposed to be knowledgeable and responsible on 
this issue, there was no mention whatever that this photo even ex- 
isted, much less that it was being analyzed. 

Subsequently, a number of additional photographs were publi- 
cized in the media. The American Legion was contacted by a repre- 
sentative of a group of individuals on July 23, who requested a 
meeting for the purpose of discussing proof of the existence of a 
live American POW being held in Laos. A meeting was scheduled 
and held on July 24. At that time, a large number of photographs 
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taken over a long period of time and other information relating to 
an individual identified as Donald Gene Carr, who was lost while 
flying in a reconnaissance aircraft over Laos in 1971, w-ere re- 
viewed and discussed. 

Among those at the meeting were Mr. Carr’s brother Matthew, 
After reviewing the photographs and other information, we feel 
that it is sufficient to resolve reasonable doubt as to whether or not 
Donald Carr is alive. In early August we were contacted, by those 
who were in possession of the Carr photos for the Legion’s opinion 
as to whether or not the information should be turned over to the 
Defense Intelligence Agency for analysis and investigation. We ad- 
vised that the only way a response could be elicited from the Gov- 
ernment would be to submit the photos to DIA. 

On or about August 9, the information was turned over to the 
DIA. We understand that the Carr photographs have been ana- 
lyzed by the Sandia National Laboratory and an inclusive, al- 
though somewhat favorable, report has been issued. As a matter of 
fact, we have a copy of that report and would be happy to share it 
with the Committee. 

The Government has admitted that the photograph could be 
Donald Carr. However, so far as the American Legion is concerned, 
the Government has moved neither far enough nor fast enough in 
an attempt to do anything positive about the case. 

This cbncern was legitimized yesterday, when during Mr. Carl 
Ford’s appearance, it was learned that apparently nothing further 
has been done-with the Sandia Laboratory report that was issued 
in August. So "far as the American Legion is concerned, there is no 
valid excuse, no excuse, why further analysis could not have been 
requested and completed in the subsequent 3 months. It’s jUst an- 
other example of that which fuels the perception that the POW/ 
MIA issue is not being handled in the manner in which it should 
and that all is not being done to resolve this important issue. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my summary. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Sommer follows:] 

Prepared Statement of John F. Sommer, Jr. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee. The American Legion appreciates 
the opportunity to appear before you today to present its views, concerns, and rec- 
ommendations regarding the current status of the prisoners of war and missing in 
action in Southeast Asia, and the efl'orts of the U.S. Government to resolve this 
issue of highest national importance. 

At the outset Mr. Chairman, may we express our thanks for the accessibility that 
has been demonstrated by the Committee and its staff. It is especially enlightening 
that the organizational meeting on September 12, and subsequent sessions have 
been open to the public. This demonstrates a perception of openness relating to the 
manner in which the Committee will conduct its work, and we trust that this spirit 
will continue. The American Legion considers the responsibilities with which the 
Committee has been chaiged to be of paramount importance, and the thought of 
dealing with these issues in the open is refreshing. 

Mr. Chairman, we fullv understand that the Committee plans to address the vari- 
ous aspects of the POW/MIA issue in phases, beginning with what is currently 
being done, and working backward. The American Legion agrees that this is impor- 
tant because the here and now includes what is being done— or what theoretically 
should be done— to follow up on live-sighting reports and other intelligence relating 
to individuals who may well be held prisoner in Indochina. 

However, since we do not know whether or not we will be invited to present testi- 
mony at future hearings, this statement contains a compendium of information re- 
lating to the entire issue. Because of the fact the Committee is just commencing its 


work, the Legion offers the following suggestions as to issues to be considered by the 
Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs. These will also be addressed in more detail 
in the body of this statement. 

1. it is recommended that the Committee call in every piece of paper relating to 
the 1,400 live-sighting reports for its analysis. 

2. It is important that the "Acid Test" used by the Defense Intelligence Agency to 
distill the total number of live-sighting reports down to the ones held to be "believ- 
able" be thoroughly reviewed. 

3. The methodology used in collecting information and compiling live-sighting re- 
ports needs to be examined. This should include scrutinization of the timeliness 
with which these reports are addressed. 

4. It is recommended that the Committee review the structure and operation of 
the DIA Sp^ial Office for POW's and MIA's, including a determination of the line 
of responsioility-ror chain of command— relative to the Special Office. 

5. The Committee should have access to satellite photographs currently in the pos- 
session of the National Reconnaissance Office, which provide the location of report- 
ed POW camp sites as well as other geographical information. 

6. The report rendered by the Tighe Commission in 1986 should be reviewed. This 
includes the process by which the msgority and minority reports were finally pub- 
lished, and the reason for any changes made in the report. Thesere^rts have, so 
far as we know, never been released to anyone outside the DOD/DDTitfucture. 

7. It is recommended that the logistical support and resources provided the Joint 
Casualty Resolution Center and the POW/MIA Office in Hanoi be analyzed to 
ensure that these functions have the strength necessary to effectively and efficiently 
carry out the responsibilities with which they have been charged. 

8. It is recommended that a determination be made as to whether or not all 
records contained in archives and repositories throughout the United States which 
contain information on search and rescue missions conducted by the U.S. Armed 
Forces in Southeast Asia have been researched, and if so what has been done with 
the information that has been secured. 

9. It has been chained, on numerous occasions that individuals within the U.S. 
government have intimidated, coerced, discredited, and ignored sources who have 
provided data concerning live POW’s. It is important that these charges be thor- 
oughly investigated, 

10. A determination needs to be made as to why information concerning the 
POW/MIA issue has consistently been withheld by DOD and remains classified. 
This would include a review of whether or not DOD is complying with security clas- 
sification procedures, and if the mandatory review process established within DOD 
is being implemented by DIA with regard to review and release of documents that 
are twenty to twenty-five years old. 

11. During the hearing of the Senate Rules and Administration Committee on 
July 25, testimony was presented that the Secretary of State had ordered the de- 
struction of records and documents relating to PQW's and MIA’s by four sub-ele- 
ments of the Department The validity of this statement certainly ne^ to be deter- 
mined; and if it is found to be true, the Committee should pursue an investigation of 
all details relating thereto. 

12. It is recommended that the Committee ascertain whether or not security has 
been violated through the provision of classified information relating to POW’s and 
MIA's to the Vietnamese government. 

13. The Central Identification Laboratory in Hawaii has received substantial criti- 
cism regarding its methods employed in identifying remains and the subsequent re- 
ports to families of MIA’s. A review of these charges and the methodology used by 
ULHI needs to be pursued. 

14. Beginning in mid-July a number of photo^aphs Imve surfaced and many have 
been published in the media. Some of the individuals in the photographs have tenta- 
tively been identified by family members as American servicemen who were shot 
down over Southeast Asia. Other photographs were clearly a hoax. An apparent at- 
tempt has been made to categorize all of the photos as a "hoax” based on one that 
was very obvious. A review of this situation, and the manner in which the photo- 
graphs have been handled by DIA needs to be conducted. 

15. The allegations contained in the resipation memorandum submitted by Colo- 
nel Millard Peck are serious and need to be thoroughly reviewed. The Defense De- 
partment has stated that a review was conducted but that no written report exists. 
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16, The findings set forth in the report prepared by the minority staff of the 

Senate Foreign Relations Committee should be reviewed and analyzed. 

IT. A substantial number of books, reports and articles have appeared recently, 
setting forth allegations of available intelligence data that was collected during the 
Vietnam war and subsequent years being disregarded, ignored, or suppressed by the 
U.S. government. An urgent need exists to fully investigate these allegations. 

The American Legion will continue to develop information and provide the staff 
with additional recommendations regarding issues to be considered and other sub- 
jects, if the Chairman feels that it would be worthwhile to the Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, as you are aware, this witness had the op^rtunity to represent 
the Legion as part of a fact-finding delegation on a trip to Vietnam in July of this 
year, organized by your office and led by Congressman Lane Evans, Co-Chair of the 
Vietnam Veterans in Congress Caucus. The primary focus of the trip was to explore 
the feasibility of establishing an independent, veteran organization supported office 
in Vietnam for the purpose of supplementing the work of the U.S. governnient 
office, and keeping the spotlight on the operation of the U.S. team. The American 
Legion felt compelled to participate in such a venture because the process to resolve 
the POW/MIA issue is moving intolerably slow, and there is a growing perception 
among Americans that deception is being practiced by those responsible for han- 
dling POW/MIA investigations. It had, also become apparent that there is a lack of 
responsiveness on thie part of some officials who are responsible for obtaining the 
fullest possible accounting for our POW’s and MIA's. 

Following a series of what were initially thought to be rather extensive briefings 
at the State Department and Pentagon, the msg'ority of our delegation departed 
Washington on ^ne 30, arriving in BaMkok the evening of July 1. Additional brief- 
ings were conducted on July 2 at the U.b. Embassy in Bangkok. 

The next morning we departed by air to Hanoi. Following arrival in Hanoi and 
checking into our hotel, we met with Assistant Foreign Minister Dang Nghiem Bai 
at the Government Guest House. Bai is also Director of the Department of the 
Americas in the Foreign Ministry. After introducing several other officials and ex- 
changing greeting^, we went over the schedule for oiir trip and began preliminary 
discussions on the POW/MIA-issue. - - 

The next week would be spent meeting with various officials at all levels of gov- 
ernment in Vietnam. Extensive sessions were held with representatives of the Office 
for Swking Missing Personnel. The Director of that office. Ho Xuan Dich, accompa- 
nied us to Danang, Hue, and Saigon as one of our handlers. While in Iknoi, the 
group met with Nguyen Co Thach who was then Foreign Minister and Vice Chair- 
man of the Council of Ministers, In addition, we were received at the Presidential 
Palace by newly appointed Secretary General Do Muoi, who had been serving as the 
Prime Minister of the Council of Ministers prior to the 7th Party Congr^. It is 
interesting to note that our request to visit Do Muoi was only faxed to Hanoi during 
the last evening we were in Bangkok. He spent a total of ninety minutes with our 
group. 

There was a common thread among the information provided by every goveni- 
ment official with whom we spoke, what one might consider to be a "party line." 
^ch stated emphatically that there are no living American prisoners in Vietnam. 
Each said that normalization of relations between the United States and Vietnam 
should not be linked with the POW/MIA issue. To a person, they reiterated that the 
POW/MIA effort is a humanitarian issue and not a political one. There were also 
consistent promises that the Vietnamese government would fully cooperate with an 
independent veterans group office, and that such an office would have free reign in 
traveling in the North or ^uth of the country. 

Unfortunately, as one might expect, it was obvious that all of the statements 
made by the Vietnamese cannot be taken at face value. This became even more ob- 
vious when we were told that the American prisoners of war released in 1973 had 
been treated under the Geneva Convention in general, and specific Vietnamese reg- 
ulations dealing with humanitarianism and leniency. We were advised that the Vi- 
etnamese treated the POW’s with lenience, and those who returned have explained 
the leniency with which they were treated. This certainly does not track with the 
tales of horror that we heard relating to the torture, humiliation, depravation, star- 
vation, and outright hatred that the vast m«oority,'if not all, of the repatriated pris- 
oners of war underwent. 

Another interesting facet of our meetings was that government officials from 
Hanoi provided information about twelve American MIA's who allegedly died while 
in captivity or were killed in action. The information was provided to us in order to 
illustrate the complications involved in the investigation of these cases, and the re- 
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ported frustration experienced by the Vietnamese with respect to the requirements 
and criteria set forth by the U.S. team. 

Our own government had not provided us with this kind of information. We actu- 
ally received more hard information from the Vietnamese than we have from the 
Defense intelligence Agency, Department of Defense, or any other American entity 
involved with this issue. 

The foregoing is but a brief sketch of the details of the trip. The exploratory trip 
was extremely worthwhile, a large body of information was gathered, and The 
American Legion stands ready to send a representative pr representatives to Viet- 
nam, Cambodia, or Laos, if it is deemed necessary. 

Prior to the visit to Vietnam, a number of events took place that raised the level 
of sensitivity regarding the manner in which the entire POW/MIA resolution issue 
has been handl^. National media, on May 22, carried stories explaining the protest 
resignation of Col. Millard A. Peck from his post as Director of the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency’s Special Office for Prisoners of War and Missing in Action. Col. 
Peck’s accusations with respect to the manner in which the POW/MIA issue is 
being handled by the government were appalling. 

In a letter to the Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney, also under date of May 22, 
then National Commander Robert S. ’Turner requested a complete and open investi- 
gation of these allegations. Additionally, he advised Secretary Cheney that he would 
appreciate being kept fully informed on the progress and results of the investigation 
into the POW/MIA situation. 

A reply to Past National Commander Turner’s letter under date of June 20 was 
signed by Assistant Secretary of Defense Duane P. Andrews. It basically referred to 
an attached press release entitled “DOD Finds No Evidence of Peck Allegations.^’ In 
a second letter to Secretary Cheney, Mr. Turner, referring to Assistant Secretary 
Andrews’ correspondence, stated that since no substantiating information was en- 
close, there is no basis on which ’The American Legion could determine whether 
the investigation was complete and accurate. The request to be furnished a copy of 
the report of investigation was reiterated. A response to the second letter of r^uest 
was issued over Secretary Cheney’s signature and provided an expanded version of 
the information contains in Qie press release. However, no formal report of the 
investigation into Col. Peck's allegations was forthcoming. 

We racoRimend, as stated previously in our suggestions, that this Committee 
pursue a report of the full investigation for its thorough reviea^T^ 

The Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, Republican Staff issued a report on 
May 23, 1991, entitled An Examination of U.S. Policy Toward POW/MIA ’s, as you 
are aware Mr. Chairman. The conclusions of the report parallel the allegations of 
Col. Millard Peck, namely that the U.S. government has manipulated the POW/ 
MIA issue to avoid an effective search for missing military personnel. It states that 
the U.S. government policy of dealing with live-sighting reports is flawed, thereby 
ignoring reasonable evidence which could lead to finding missing personnel. It cites 
seven specific DIA procedures for discrediting reports to avoid a good-faith effort to 
find POW/MIA’s. It depicts a reproduction of a censored CIA document from 1988 
that summarizes three live-sighting reports of U.S. POW/MIA’s in North Korea. 

The minority staff report states that it was a matter of policy to issue falsified 
statements of KlA instead of MIA for U.S. personnel captured during covert oper- 
ations. 'ITie report goes on to say, among other things, that U.S. authorities original- 
ly asked North Vietnam for the return of 5,000 U.S. military personnel, but settled 
tor only 591; and although the PATHET LAO stated that they were holdingU.S. 
military personnel in March 1973>-estimated at 100 — no prisoners of the PATHET 
LAO were ever returned or accounted for. 

Mr. Chairman, almost immediately after our return from Vietnam in July, a pho- 
tograph of three individuals report^ to be American POW’s surfacing in the news 
media heightened The American Legion’s concern about the manner in which the 
POW/MIA issue is being handled by the U.S. government. The photo was said to be 
in the h^ds of government analysts for several months. This witness was appalled 
at the reports b^use in all of the briefings and discussions we had prior to leaving 
for Vietnam, with those who are supposed to be knowledgeable and responsible on 
this issue, there was no mention whatever that this photo even existed, much less 
that it was being analyzed. 

Subsequently, a number of additional photographs were publicized in the media. 
The American Legion was contacted by a representative of a ^oup of individuals on 
July 23, who requested a meeting for the purpose of discussing proof of the exist- 
ence of a live American POW being held in Laos. A meeting was scheduled and held 
on July 24. At that time a large number of photographs taken over a long period of 
time and other information relating to an individual identified as Donald Gene 
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Carr, U.S. Army Special Forces, who was lost while flying in a reconnaissance air- 
craft over Laos in 1971 were reviewed and discussed. Included among those at the 
meeting were Mr. Carr's brother. The next day we received a faxed copy of a tenta- 
tive report by Dr. Michael Charney, a noted emeritus professor of Anthropology who 
had analyzed a photograph taken in 1961 at Donald Carr’s wedding and another al- 
legedly taken in 1990 in Laos. After explaining the methodology he used to analyze 
the photos, Dr. Charney stated in the report that there was sufficient evidence that 
the two photos are of the same person, Donald Gene Carr. A final report was sup- 
posedly completed by Dr. Charney, however we have been unable to secure a copy to 
date. After reviewing the photographs and other information, we feel that it is suffi- 
cient to resolve reasonable doubt as to w'hether or not Donald Carr is alive. 

In early August we were contacted by those who were in possession of the Carr 
photos for the Legion’s opinion as to whether or not the information should be 
turned over to the Defense Intelligence Agency for analysis and investigation. We 
advised that the only way a response could be elicited from the government would 
be to submit the photos to DIA. On or about August 12, the information was turned 
over to the DIA. We understand that the Carr photographs have been analyzed by 
the Sandia National Laboratory and an inconclusive although somewhat favorable 
report issued. 

The Government has admitted that the photograph could be Donald Carr. Howev- 
er, so far as The American Legion is concerned, the Government has moved neither 
far enough nor fast enough in an attempt to do anything positive about the case. 

Unfortunately, there has been a veiled attempt to lump most of the photographs 
together and label them as a hoax, rather than addressing them individually. Each 
has its own set of circumstances and information relating thereto. Therefore, each 
must be analyzed and investigated on its own merits. To add to this problem, copies 
of photos from a Soviet magazine have been thrown into the mix by an individual or 
individuals unknown to us. Obviously this provides ammunition to those who are 
attempting to discredit all of the photographs. 

Mr. Chairman, the most frustrating and incomprehensible aspect of the entire 
POW/MIA issue is the pattern which has evolved surrounding the handling of intel- 
ligence data relating to live prisoners of war, both historically and presently^ 

Over the past several years an increasing number of stories have surfac^ regard- 
ing the abundance of available information relliting to American prisoners of war in 
Southeast Asia. Taken separately, one who is skeptical might pass such reports off 
as sensationalism or tripe. However, in reviewing the available body of information 
relating to this issue, the belief that there are POW’s being held in Indochina 
cannot and must not be summarily dismissed. 

The most recent article relating to the handling of intelligence during and after 
the Vietnam war, Soviet involvement in the interrogation and appropriation of 
American POW’s, and U.S. Government suppression of information relating to Iwth 
is "On the Trail of the MIA’s”, which appeared in the October 27, 1991 ^ition of 
the Los Angeles Times Magazine. 

Previously published brnks such as The Bamboo Cage, Kiss The Boys Good-by, 
BOHJCA, and After the Heroes' Welcome also each contain references of varying de- 
grees to the discrediting of live-sighting information sources, locations and move- 
ment of prisoners that are not acknowledged by U.S. officials, reports of Americans 
being held captive after 1973 on which no apparent action was taken by U.S. offi- 
cials, etc. etc. 

In addition, we have seen copies of reports, memoranda, and other correspondence 
issued by U.S. intelligence agencies which square with the charges set forth in these 
publications. Add to all of this the previously mentioned report by the minority staff 
of the Senate Foreim Relations Committee entitled An Examination of U.S. Policy 
Toward POW/MIA% as well as the assertions leveled by Colonel Millard Peck, and 
you come up with rather compelling evidence that "all is not right with the world." 

However, those individuals who come forth as activists in the POW/MIA issue are 
immediately tarred with labels such aa "Ramboe", "loose cannons", "maverics", or 
some other such negative cognomen, and attempts are made by the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency and others to discredit them. Granted, some activists have employed 
methods of operation which may appear to be questionable. And mayb^just 
maybe— there are those involved in the POW/MIA issue who’s motivations may be 
suspect. 

But by and large, it seems apparent that the goals and objectives of these individ- 
uals are to obtain the release of American POW’s, the fullest possible accounting of 
those missing in action, and the return of the remains of those who were killed in 
action or died in captivity. 
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The perception is very clear that the U.S. Government is not doing all that it 
could or should be doing to resolve the POW /MIA issue 

Available information as recent as July, 1991 showed that out of 1,483 live-sight- 
ing reports, 103 have been placed on the active list— or accepted— by DIA. The 103 
had gone through the entire process established by DIA for sorting out what it con- 
siders to be valid vs invalid reports. Of course all live-sighting information is classi- 
fied; thus unavailable for interested parties to review. 

It is also impossible to determine what— if any— action is being taken to investi- 
gate live-sighting reports. In July we were advised that the investigation of live- 
sighting cases in Vietnam had not begun, but were to commence in the hear future. 

The American Legion trusts that through the Committee’s hearings and investiga- 
tions, much more definitive information will become available about what is or is 
not lining done to follow-up on live-sighting reports. The perception on the street is 
\ that more is being done in the way of damage control than actual analysis and in- 
vestigation of live prisoners of war. 

Mr, Chairman, another area of concern to The American Legion is the issue of 
weak identification procedures and less than scientific metho^ employed by the 
Central Identification Laboratory, Hawaii (CILHI), which is the organization 
charged with identification of remains of MIA’s from Southeast Asia. A considerable 
amount of attention has been focused on CILHI since the mid-19808, when reports of 
misidentification, burial of empty caskets, commingled remains, and positive identi- 
fications beised on insufficient skeletal remains resulted in Congressional hearings 
and, in some cases, lawsuits against the government. Rather than getting into a de- 
tail^ discussion regarding these issues in this statement, we have submitted our 
files on CILHI to the Committee for its review; and we trust that a full examination 
of the charges that have been made through the years will be carried out as part of 
the overall POW/MIA investigation. The families of those who are missing deserve 
no less. 

The final subject we shall illustrate in this ^tement is the rapidity with which 
the process to normalize relations with the Socialist Republic of Vietnam appears to 
be moving. 

In an October 23 letter to President Bush, National Commander Dominic D. Di- 
Francesco wrote that The American Legion was appalled but not entirely surprj^ 
at hearing Secretary of State James Baker’s announcement-of that morning in 
Paris that the Unit^ States is ready to open talks with Vietnam on the subject of 
normalizing relations. The letter went on to say, in part, that we are familiar with 
the "Roadmap” that was presented to Hanoi earlier this year, and The American 
Legion does not believe for one moment that the terms of the proposal relating to 
Vietnam’s cooperation on the release of prisoners of war and resolution of those 
former servicemen listed as missing in action have anywhere near been met. Na- 
tional Commander DiFrancesco statd that we are hard pressed to understand why 
there is such a great interest in the normalization of relations . . . unless, of course, 
(hplomatic ties with Vietnam are attractive because of oil. 

Some experts expect Vietnam to emerge as a middle-ranking oil producer in the 
next ten to fifteen years. Once Washington recognizes Vietnam, all leverage for re- 
solving the POW/MIA issue will be lost. The American Legion cannot stand by and 
watch our country abandon its POW’s for oil or any other commodity. 

It was most interesting to note that during a State Department briefing about 
Southeast Asia on October 31, Assistant Secretary Richard Soloman and Deputy As- 
sistant Secretary Ken Quinn emphasized how aaive American oil companies have 
been in urging rapid normalization. 'This is the first instance in which we have 
heard this discuasM publicly, but were not surprised to learn that our intuition 
proved to be correct. 

Mr. Soloman indicated the United States could possibly move to Phase II of the 
"Roadmap" by the end of this year, among other things, permitting oil companies to 
commence contract talks with Hanoi, but not to sign contracts. 

Mr. Chairman, should Big Oil be successful in convincing the U.S. Government to 
lift the sanctions and restore diplomatic relations, of what use would American 
POW’s be to the Vietnamese? The answer is none. 'Their value so far as bartering is 
concerned would be nil. The easiest and cleanest thing the Vietnamese could do 
would ^ to eliminate them in order to save being caught in a lie. 

National Commander DiFrancesco ended his letter to President Bush by stating 
that "^e Legion does not oppose the establishment of a U.S. presence in Vietnam 
or the provision of some humanitarian assistance if those actions will help the 
POW/MIA issue. However, normalization should occur only after all POW's and 
MIA’s have been accounted for. To do anything less than that would be a betrayal 
to their families and to all Americans who answered their nation’s call to fight for 
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South Vietnam's freedom during the war. It would also send a strong signal that 
the U.S, Government has no interest in resolving this issue," 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes our statement. Attached herewith is a copy of Reso- 
lution No. 291 adopted by the Delegates to The American Legion’s 1991 National 
Convention, entitled "The American Legion Policy on Activities Relating to South- 
east Asia POW's and MlA's.'-' 


Resolution No. 291 

SUBJECT; The American Legion Policy on Activities Relating to Southeast Asia 
POW’s and MIA’S 

COMMITTEE: Foreign Relations 

WHEREAS, There are 2,273 American servicemen, and civilians who have yet to 
be accounted for in Southeast Asia subsequent to the end of the Vietnam War; and 

WHEREAS, The POW/MIA issue has been of paramount concern to The Ameri- 
can Legion as evidenced by the strong mandates adopted by its policy making bodies 
and active efforts to keep the spotlight on the importance of securing a full account- 
ing of all POW’s and MIA’s carried out by Legionnaries across the nation during 
the past twenty-plus years; and 

WHEREAS, Photographs and other evidence have been shared with The Ameri- 
can Legion by families and interested individuals which lead us to believe that live 
prisoners are being held in Southeast Asia; and 

WHEREAS, 'The American Legion has called for increased efforts by the U.S. 
Government to ensure that this issue is treated as a principal national priority, and 
for the Government to accelerate efforts in every honorable way to obtain the im- 
mediate release of Americans still held prisoner, the fullest possible accounting of 
those missing in action, and the repatriation of the remains of those who were 
killed in action or died in captivity; and 

WHEREAS, The American Legion has historically supported Government-to-Gov- 
ernment negotiations as the most reasonable way in which to resolve this humani- 
tarian issue; and 

WHEREAS, The Executive Branch claims it considers the resolution of the POW/ 
MIA issue a matter of highest national priority; and 

WHEREAS, It has become apparent to The American Legion that there is a lack 
of responsiveness on the part of some Government officials who are responsible for 
obtaining the fullest possible accounting for our POW’s and MIA’s; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense has classiHed the mtyority of information 
available on live-sightings, status reports, and other ^ta relating to those who are 
still missing, creating a veil of secrecy surrounding its findings in POW and MIA 
cases which is both unnecessary and self defeating; and 

WHEREAS, There are increasing numbers of allegations from Menibers of Con- 
gress, knowledgeable government officials, families of POW’s and MIA’s and others 
exposing a perceived effort within the Defense Intelligence Agency to discredit 
sources of information relating to the POW's and MIA’s, to fail to follow-up on rel^ 
vant reports, and to misrepresent information on the status of certain of these indi- 
viduals; and 

WHEREAS, The Joint Casualty Resolution Center, and the Central Identification 
Laboratory in Hawaii have received criticism regarding the propriety of interview- 
ing refugees and other possible sources of information, and the methods employed in 
identifying remains, respectively; and 

WHEREAS, The magnitude of these assertions combined with the paucity of 
progress that has been made in the repatriation of POW’s and the remains of those 
who paid the supreme sacrifice led The American L^on to send an official to Viet- 
nam to explore the feasibility of establishing an independent office to supplement 
and keep the spotlight on the U.S. Government’s POW/MIA office in Hanoi, and 

WHEREAS, ’The American Legion believes unequivocally that the POW/MIA 
issue must be handled with more openness and sincerity, and that there is a need 
for increased accountability in the manner in which information relating to each 
case is documented, analyz^ and pursued by the UE. Government; now, therefore, 
be it 



RESOLVED, By ThevAmerican Legion\in National Convention assembled in Phoe- 
nix, Arizona, September 3, 4, 5, 1991, that The American Legion assist the families 
of POW’s and MIA’s in ensuring that any evidence, reports, photographs, or other 
information relating to their loved ones is given effective, expeditious and sincere 
consideration by the Department of Defense; and, be it further 

RESOLVED, That The American Legion Urge the President of the United States 
to charge the Secretary of Defense with the primary responsibility of interpreting 
policy and exercising overall direction and control of POW/MIA activities through 
the service secretaries and the Chiefs of Staff of the Army and Air Force, Chief of 
Naval Operations, and Commandants of the Marine Corps and Coast Guard, thereby 
eliminating involvement by the Defense Intelligence Agency; and, be it further 

RESOLVED, That The, American Legion urge the Secretary of Defense to estab- 
lish an office for the Recovery of Prisoners of War and Missing in Action, which 
should report directly to the Secretary and receive support as requested from other 
Department of Defense elements; and, be if further 

RESOLVED, That The American Legion support legislation that vyould allow the 
release of information relating to live-sightings and other data pertaining to POW’s 
and MIA’s dqemed not to compromise the national security of the United States; 
and, be it further 

RESOLVED, That The National Commander of The American Legion appoint a 
special POW/MIA committee for the purposes of thoroughly reviewing all available 
information relating to that issue, and investigating all possible avenues of obtain- 
ing a full accounting for those who are held prisoner of war are missing; and, be if 
further 

RESOLVED, That The American Legion monitor the , operation of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment office in Hanoi for a reasonable period of time, with a view toward support- 
ing the establishment of an independent POW/MIA office if considered necessary: 
and, be it further 

RESOLVED, That The American Legion urge the President to study the feasibili- 
ty of transferring the responsibility of identifying remains from-Central Identifica- 
tion Laboratory, Hawaii, to the Smithsonian Institute; and, be it further 

RESOLVED, That if it is deemed appropriate, American Legion officials be au- 
thorized to travel to ^utheast Asia, including Vietnam, Laos, and Gambia, for 
tlie purpose of gathering information relative to the ongoing POW/MIA investiga- 
tions and the manner in which they are being conducted; and, be it finally 

RESOLVED, That The American Legion, while continuing to op^ full dipl^ 
matic recognition of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam until the POW’s and MlA's 
are account^ for, also maintain a degree of flexibility with respect to the possible 
establishment of a U.S. presence in Vietnam and the provision of certain humani- 
tarian assistance if such actions could be helpful in finally resolving this issue. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Sommer. 

Mr. Burch. 

STATEMENT OF J. THOMAS BURCH, JR, CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL 
VIETNAM VETERANS COALITION 

Mr. Burch. Mr. Chairman, I’m Tom Burch. I’m the chairman of 
the National Vietnam Veterans Coalition. I served as a U.S. Army 
M^or, 8V4 years of active duty. I served in Vietnam between May 
of 1967 through December 1968, with the 5th Special Forces Group 
Airborne. 

Mr. Chairman, in order to save the maximum time of the Com- 
mittee, we’d ask that the full remarks of the National Vietnam 
Veterans Coalition be admitted to the record, together with a pre- 
liminaiw report we gave to the Committee, Preliminary Ideas on 
Select 6)mmittee Agenda, if that could be admitted to the record. 

'The Chairman. Without objection so ordered. 

Mr. Burch. Mr. Chairman, we thank you for this third opportu- 
nity to testify before a Committee of the U.S. Senate on the POW/ 
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MIA issue. We are now a federation of 58 Vietnam veteran and 
veterans issue or groups, and we include such groups as BKAVU, 
Vietnow, Veterans of the Vietnam War, National Alliance ot f ami- 
lies, and Homecoming II, and Operation Rescue, some of which are 
going to be testifying before these proceedings are complete. 

We submit, that the issue of most concern to the greatest number 
of grassroots Vietnam veterans is the POW/MIA issue. >\e submit 
that the centerpiece of the U.S. effort at resolution of this issue 
must be the recovery of alive American prisoners. Unfortunately, 
this objective is thwarted by a process or a policy that all prisoners 

are dead, notwithstanding any evidence to the contrary. 

The first step toward resolution is intelligence collection, yet no- 
where is the effort more deficient. On October 25, 1985, then Na- 
tional Security Advisor, Robert McFarland, told a forum, what you 
need to do is have better human intelligence in Vietnam. Now, we 
don't and it takes a long time to get it, but I won’t pretend to you 

that we’ve done enough to even start. « . , 

Dave Simons, a retired special operations professional spent sev- 
eral months in Thailand on behalf of the Coalition in late 1985, at 
his own expense, for the purpose of assessing our tactical intelli- 
gence capabilities as pertaining to live POW’s. His conclusion was 
that there was not such capability. For example, there was no 
built-in— there is a built-in delay in the initial intelligence collec- 
tion from the refugees. There is no ongoing offer to officers or civil 
authorities of Vietnam, Laos, or Cambodia, on an individual basis 
to induce them on their own tp defect and bring a live American 
POW with them. ' ' ... 

And last, we have paid spies and informers for over 200 years. 
Why stop now? There is nothing wrong with paying for informa- 
tion or service or risk. You don’t buy a good spy cheap. 

In short, the effort to collect intelligence has been passive. 
Rather than retain ground agents to penetrate the remote corners 
of Southeast Asia, the administrators of the highest national priori- 
ty have preferred to wait for refugees to report sighting informa- 
tion. Even then, the follow-up has often been slow. 

Once intelligence is collected, it must be analyzed. An immediate 
but generally overlooked problem is that the usable proof test for 
the existence of live POW’s, the satisfaction of which standard 
would trigger decisive action by the U.S. Government, is unlikely 
to be satisfied in any event. The criteria are so rigid that if hypo- 
thetically an American prisoner were to escape and report the con- 
tinued detention of fellow prisoners, that report would not satisfy 

the criteria. , ••.l r 

Ourselves, we find it remarkable commentary on the quality of 
effort that the POW/MIA establishment must find it continually 
necessary to have itself investigated in this regard, regardless of 
how many times it attempts to exonerate itself. But, indeed, those 
are the reports and related materials which are available, paint a 
picture of substantial shortcoming in the effort. 

Having failed to aggressively collect intelligence and having 
failed to properly analyze what it has collected, the Government 
concludes officially that “the information available to us precludes 
ruling out the possibility that Americans are still being detained 
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against their will” And the Government proceeds on the assump- 
tion that at least some Americans are still held captive. 

In practice, the Government has done everything possible to 
negate that assumption. It has been repeatedly stated in veterans 
forums and elsewhere, that the United States has no credible evi- 
dence that anyone is held in captivity now or even, in some ac- 
counts, at any time since withdrawal of our forces in 1973. The 
media has been whispered off the track with anonymous comments 
that there are no live POW’s. 

Given this attitude and the timing of several of the quoted leaks 
to coincide with critical negotiating sessions with the Vietnamese, 
it is difficult to understand how the Government can effectively ne- 
gotiate for the return of live prisoners* when it lacks the confidence 
of its own negotiating position. Basically, they’re telling the Viet- 
namese they want information about live Americans at the same 
time they’re publicly saying that they’re all dead. 

The Government publicists’ preoccupation with remains is worri- 
some to the vast majority of us Vietnam veterans. But even if one 
assumes that there are only dead Americans, the negotiation effort 
has historically been inept. One would think that the negotiators 
would stop by presenting all discrepancy cases to the Vietnamese. 
The United States has never presented a full list of discrepancy 

In 197^ U S. intelligence identified at least 180 unretumed men 
whose fate was the subject of confirmed enemy knowledge. Mr. 
Chairman, none of— some of those names have been presented to 
the Vietnamese, butmever the whole 180, about half of them.. The 
POW/MIA Interagency-Group is said to be in charge of coordinat- 
ing a policy on the highest national priority. What is remarkable 
about this group is the list of absentees. Neither the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency, the National Security Agency, or the Drug En- 
forcement Agency have membership on that committee. 

That brings us to a salient question. How much raw information 
is in the possession of agencies other than the Defense Intelligence 
Agency or JCRC? For example, one, we have previously charged 
before the ^nate Rules Committee that in June 1991 massive de- 
struction of POW-related materials took place in the State Ifepart- 
ment. We have met with the Vice Chairman and Staff Director 
concerning this matter on the committee, and we hope that proper 
follow-up will ensue. 

’Two, as we indicated in our 1986 testimony before the Senate 
Veterans Committee, the FBI has done photo resolution of alleged 
POW’s. What do its records show, and if the records were moved, 
where are they now? 

Last, given the allerations of former National Security Agency 
intelligence experts, what do NSA records show or the Armed Serv- 
ices Security Agency’s? 

We of the Vietnam Veterans Coalition are prepared to work co- 
operatively with the Committee. While we are pieced with the se- 
lection of the ^nators serving on the Select Committee and the top 
committee leadership staff, we have a concern that the investiga- 
tive approach appears to be directed to making an analysis of De- 
fense Intelligence records, rather than being able to deal directly 
with the totality of the issue. 
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A comprehensive investigation can only be assured— only— by 
augmenting the current staff with a team of professionals, such as 
FBI- and Secret Service-trained investigators to root out all the 
facts. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Memorandum 

To; Senate Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs 

From: J. Thomas Burch, Jr., Chairman, National Vietnam Veterans Coalition 

Re: Preliminary Ideas on Select Committee Agenda 

Date: September 19, 1991 

I. INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 

It will be necessary for the Select Committee, which has a specific, limited life- 
span (until December 1992) to 1) establish immediately a plan of action and specific 
goals; and 2) stake out its jurisdiction. 

The primary goal of the Committee should be to obtain a final accounting for the 
2,000 -f missing from the Vietnam war. This is the proposed plan of action of the 
Vietnam veterans movement which we request the Select Committee to adopt. 

II. OVERVIEW 

There are two broad spheres of concern in this issue. One is what the Indochinese 
(and by extension the Mviets and Chinese) know about the unaccounted for. The 
other is what we know about them, and who knows, and who has that information. 
These two spheres obviously interact, and resolution of this question will require ex- 
ploring both. 

The Select Committee should be able to make recommendations for a base-line 
policy determined by what it “discovers and‘-report8 over its lifespan. Such a policy 
should protect future American servicemen from ever being pawns in protracted 
international endgames. - 

III. PRIORITY 
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c) Review finished intelligence estimates of the numbers of U.S. POW’s still 
held in Southeast Asia after April 1973; including the Tighe and the Gaines 
report, 

2) If the U.S. Government has valid information concerning live POWs, then has 
the U.S. Government failed to act oh such information? 

a) Review the documentation of each of the seven internal DOD “investiga- 
tions'’ that have been conducted by DOD; and . 

b) Review the historical and documentaty evidence that U.S. Government 
knowingly left U.S. servicemen in captivity at the conclusion of World War I, 
World War II, the Korean War, and the Second Indochina War. Specifically, the 
lists of the names of these individuals believed to be still in captivity after the 
conclusions of these wars need to be reviewed. These lists exist in the records of 
. the U.S. (Government. 


3) Has the U.S. Government acted improperly to intimidate, coerce, or discredit 
sources which have valid information concerning live POW’s, or mislead family 
members or Members of Congress? 

a) Review the substance of Colonel Peck’s allegations raised in his memoran- 
dum of resignation. According to (Colonel Peck, while he was the Chief of the 
Special Office for Prisoners of War Missing in Action (POW/MIA), he was “not 
really in charge" of his own office and that “this issue is being manipulated and 
controlled at a higher level, not with the goal of resolving it, but more to obfus- 
cate the question of live prisoners, and give illusion of progress through hyper- 
activity;" 

b) There should be an evaluation as to whether such records of Missing Men 
have been tampered with. 

c) Review the role of executive branch personnel who have had responsibility 
for this issue, and appropriately evaluate their actions. 

The Select Committee needs to identify and analyze the flow of data from the 
field to the analyst and the instructions from management to field personnel. There 
needs to be an assessment of the interaction among a) personnel recor^, b) combat 
reports, c) outside witness reports (firsthand sightings, or other credible informa- 
tion), and the evaluations to which these factors led, whether by the Department of 
Defense or, as in the case of some detainees in China and the Soviet Union, the . 
Department of State. 


The first priority should be given to review the most compelling evidence that 
Americans are still being held alive in captivity. 

Furthermore, possibilities exist that former American POW’s are alive and are H 
being held in Soviet Gulags from World War H; in Korea, China and the Soviet 
Union from the Korean War, as well as the possibility that there should be more 
accountability of the missing from Operation Desert Shield. 

IV. AREAS OF ANALYSIS 

A final, nonpartisan, coordinated effort involving the Hill and veterans’ groups is 
needed to satisfy all parties that the Government has, this time, done its utmost to 
put this matter to rest 

This Select Committee must not repeat the oversights and failures of past efforts 
to assess the issue of POW/MIA’s. It is important to note that no previous commit- 
tee has produced a comprehensive study of all facets of the issue. The Whitmire 
Report (1974), the Montgomery Report (1976), and Pent^on Reports have all failed 
to include objective forensic analyses of evidence. Past investigations overlooked or 
failed to coordinate evidence and intelligence reports. Scientific analysis of evidence 
has been inadequate. 

Previous errors in judgment cannot be reiterated. In the past, there was no cross- 
referencing of evidence or intelligence coordination. There have been no formalized W 
investigations and no independent scientific analysis. Further, there has been no 
analysis of why the various governments would keep POW’s as hostages. Below are 
guiding questions that ought to be pursued: 

1) Does the U.S. Government have valid information concerning live POW’s? 
a) Review all live-sighting and second-hand (hearsay) intelligence reports of 
U.S. POW’s held in Southeast Asia, and the USG’s action and analysis on each; 

bi Review all satellite imagery of prison re-education facilities taken since 
February 1, 1973, all hand-held photography, all SIGINT, ELINT, or other Intel- A 

ligence information relating to the presence of Americans/ Caucasians in captiv- ^ 

ity in Southeast Asia; and. 


V. TECHNICAL SUPPORT STAFF FOR THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON MIA/POW AFFAIRS 

% Since American citizens and Vietnam veterans and their families have lost confi- 

dence in the objectivity and veracity of DOD investigations of the POW/MIA issue, 
the current investigation cannot be conducted by militant investigators. By assem- 
bling a team of nonmilitary scientists and forensic experts, the Senate Special Ckim- 
mittee can ensure the credibility that past investigations have lacked. We have in 
the Federal Government and local law enforcement highly qualified experts whose 
services and knowledge can prove invaluable to this Committee. 

A staff must be established and assembled utilizing the experts with investigative^ 
and scientific skills rather than political plum filling. Amateurs, volunteers, and r^ 

“ tirees with good intentions must step aside. Professionals who possess the skills to . 
perform the in depth scientific research and investigations are required from this 
point forward. The success of the Senators on the Committee to once and for all 
resolve this issue conclusively will have to be based on the very best staff work. 

Vl. SUGGESTED STAFF STRUCTURE 

A. Staff Coordinator 

Before any documents are gathered, before any investigations begin there must be 

• someone with hands-on experience and knowledge who is able to moderate the ob- 
jective. This position requires someone who can be responsible for determining the 
suitability of his counterparts. This capacity will also require someone familiar with 
the methodoli^ and functions of governmental bureaucracy, i.e.. where to go pd 
who to see and the skill to not be shelved by anyone. This position of staff coordina- 
tor dictates the individual have the ability to not only coordinate a staff and work 
with them, but also have the expertise to prioritize and tabulate the cases (prompt 
resolution taking priority) and have the contacts to draw on Government resources 
to supplement committee staff effect. 

• The staff coordinator and his deputies would appoint experts or arrange to have 
them temporarily reassigned or obtained on detail from numerous Federal agencies. 
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in the following areas: imaging science, photography and videpgraphy; document 
verification and handwriting analysis; polygraph, and audio tape enhancement; 
latent fingerprints, Linguists (Vietnamese, Cambodian, and Laotian); an historian 
and research assistant and special investigators are needed, Additional information 
with regard to the actual contributions such experts could make will be provided 
upon request. 

In summary the staff coordinator must: 

A. Be cognizant of disciplines and functions of government bureaucracy. 

B. Coordinate the staff specialist/experts. 

C. Prioritize and tabulate the cases for prompt resolution taking priority. 

B. Investigators 

The National Vietnam Veterans Coalition knows of competent investigators who 
would be within their own environment working on this investigation and can be 
hired or detailed through the FBI, DIA. CIA and local police. 

C Linguists 

We cannot justify or have faith in interrogation that is conveyed through a third- 
party when linguists are at hand. We need to use top pade translators. We must 
present ourselves as we wish to be acknowledged: disciplined and organized. 

D. Scientific Researchers 

This is not time for analysis by novices. We have within our realm scientists in 
the field of: polygraph, handwriting, imaging science, voice print and audio tape en- 
hancement. Most scientists and investigators can be found as existing government 
employees, and detailed to the Select Committee at no cost. Everything the Penta- 
gon, State Department, Attorney General's office, FBI, DIA and CIA have in their 
possession relating to MIA/POW’s should be turned over to the Technical Staff Co- 
ordinator. All evidence must be scrutinized by this technical staff. No finding should 
be made public until all expert analysis is complete. 

With regard to Americans missing from earlier periods-^World War II and after, 
Korea, and other episodes-we need to establish systematic inquiries with the help 
of the State Department and pnvate organizations in the U.S. and abroad to identi- 
fy Americans in Soviet and Chinese incarceration. At the same time, we need to 
require the Departments of State and Defense to open the files and provide names 
of Americans about whom they have been asked. Traditionally, these departments 
have absolutely stonewalled inquiries about this. 

vn. SENATE HEARINGS 

Open hearings should be conducted to the maximum extent feasible. Maximum 
effort should be given to witnesses who have first hand knowledge of live American 
POW's (such as Robert Garwood) and are intimately familiar with supposed defi- 
ciencies in the current analysis system (e.g. Col. William Peck and LTG Eugene 
Tighe). 

Vni. nNAL REPORT 

There is almost universal dissatisfaction at present with the handling of the 
POW/MIA issue. If the Select Committee cannot identify problems and stumbling 
blocks or propose solutions that might lead to the fullest possible accounting, S82 
will have been in vain. Consistent with the growing sentiment of the final need for 
openness, the final report of the Select Committee should be unclassified. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Burch follows:] 

Prepared Statement or J. Thomas Burch, Jr. 

Mr. Chairman, we thank you for this third opportunity to testify before a commit- 
tee on the U.S. Senate on the POW/MIA. 

We are now a federation of fifty-eight (68) Vietnam veterans and veterans issue 

S more than a few of whose representatives will be testifying during these 
jB. For it is this issue which has proved to be the one of paramount concern 
to the greatest number of grassroots Vietnam veterans. 

We submit that the centerpiece of the U.S. effort at resolution of this issue must 
be the recovery of live American prisoners. Unfortunately, this objective is thwarted 
by a process, or a policy that all prisoners are dead, notwithstanding any evidence 
to the contrary. 
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The first step toward resolution is intelligence collection. Yet nowhere is the over- 
all effort more deficient. On October 25, 1985, then national security advisor Robert 
McFarlane told a forum: "What you need to do is have better human intelligence in 
Vietnam. Now we don’t. And it takes a long time to get it, but I wouldn’t pretend to 
you that we've done enough to even start." 

Dave Simons, a retired special operations professional, spent several months in 
Thailand in late 1985,. at his own expense, for the purpose of assessing our tactical 
intelligence capabilities, as pertaining to live POW's. His conclusion was that there 
was no such capability, e.g, 

—"There is a build-in delay in the initial intelligence collection from the refu- 
gees." 

—"There is no ongoing offer to officers or civil authorities of Vietnam, Laos or 
Cambodia on an individual basis, to induce them on their own to defect and bring a 
live American POW with them." 

—"We have paid spies and informers for over 200 years. Why stop now? There is 
nothing wrong with paying for information or service or risk. You aon't buy a good 
spy cheap." 

In short, the effort to collect intelligence has been passive. Rather than retain 
ground agents to penetrate the remote corners of Southeast Asia, the administrators 
of the "highest national priority" have preferred to wait for refugees to report sight- 
ing information. Even then, the follow-up has often been slow. 

In 1986, the Pentwon angrily defend^ the admission that the Bangkok office of 
the Joint Center for I^lution of Casualties only had three people to check out pos- 
sible live-sighting reports from hundreds of thousands of Indochinese refugees in 
eight countries; there was no need for more personnel to screen a largely static 
pool.' 

Yet, Jim Barker, a former refugee worker in the Philippines, shortly thereafter 
described to the m^ia ^ his experiences dealing with refugee reports, some of which 
were reported eyewitness sightings. Believing that the witnewes had no motivation 
to lie, he concluded that the reports added up to as many 100 Americans still alive, 
but "I don't see evidence that our government is taking much action.” In May, . 1987, 
we caught up with Mr. Barker and asked one simple question; how many reports 
would it take before a debriefer would be sent out to the refugee-camp?_His-an8wer; 
it could take up to a dozen live-sighting reports to trigger interest. 

Perhaps to deflect criticisms of this nature, the "Stony Beach" collection program 
was established in 1987. Where three individuals were allegedly more than adequate 
to address the matter only one year earlier, an ensemble more than ten times that 
size has been put into place in Thailand. Yet, this new program did not alter the 
fact that the collection effort is still largely passive. Wnere is the ground effort 
inside Indochina proper? When one reviews the recent statements by Col. Millard 
Peck, one sees that nothing has still been done in this direction. 

The disinterest in the collection effort is tellingly demonstrated by the recent de- 
cision to add 100 slots to the POW/MIA effort. Only five of these slots are allocated 
to even the Stony Beach mission. The remainder are destined for the Defense Intel- 
ligence Agency, for the Central Identification Laboratory and other rear-echelon 
functions. Once intelligence is collected, it must be analyzed. An immediate, but 
generally overlooked, problem is that the "usable proof test for the existence of 
live POW’s, the satisfaction of which standard would trigger "decisive action" by 
the U.S. is unlikely to be satisfied, in any event. The criteria are so rigid that if, 
hypothetically, an American prisoner were to escape and report the continued de- 
tention of fellow prisoners, that report would not satisfy the criteria. Beyond that, 
the shortcomings in the ani^ical effort are too well known to bear reiterating in 
depth— from Gen. Eugene ’Tighe’s "mindset to debunk" interview, through the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee minority staff Interim Report, through Col. 
Peck’s resignation letter. Against the weight of these, and other criticisms, it is 
trumpeted by supporters of the status quo that seven or eight investigations of DIA 
have found no coverup, which is somehow supposed to prove that DIA is working 
well. 

Ourselves, we find it a remarkable commentary on the quality of effort that the 
POW/MIA establishment must find it continually necessary to have itself investi- 
gated in this regard, regardless of how many times it exonerates itself. And indeed, 
those of the reports and related materials which are available paint a picture of 
substantial shortcoming in the effort. 


' Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, International Security Affairs, "Critique of ABC 
20/20 May 29, 1986 Program, 'MIA i: The Story That Will Not Die’ ", (undated), p. 3. 

‘ Lg., Jacksonville (NO Daily News, August 30, 1986. 
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Thus, the House Task Force on American Prisoner and Missing in Southeast Asia, 
having investigated some of the earliest charges in 1984, "discovered that, in some 
instances, especially in the past, government agencies exhibited a less than perfect 
track record follotving through on the POW/MIA issue" and found significant man- 
ning shortages, especially in the lack of native Vietnamese and Laotian speakers, to 
conduct POW/MIA intelligence evaluation.® 

When Gen Leonard H. Perroots assumed command of the Defense Intelligence 
Agency, he commissioned Col. Kim Gaines to conduct an investigation of the Special 
Office. Yet. Gaines found that the office was afflicted with a "mindset to debunk" 
POW/MIA reports.'* It is also rumored that the findings led to a personnel shake- 
up.‘ 

The most famous of all the reports, although classified, is the Tighe Report.® The 
POW/MIA establishment jettisoned its formulation that there was a "strong possi- 
bility" that there were POW's still alive (a formulation that was verbally equated in 
the presence of several of our officers by one of Gen. Tighe's panel members to a 
definitive statement of the continued existence of live POW's). Moreover, the recom- 
mendations for improvement of the DIA Special Office were quite lengthy.’ 

Finally, the Pentagon has issued a press release refuting Col. Millard Peck’s 
recent charges upon his resi^ation from the Special Office,® wherein we learn, 
after five paragraphs of firm insistence that there is "no foundation" to any of his 
charges, that this "thoughtful oflTicer," in fact, has "made some helpful suggestions," 
as a result of which "Members of the POW/MIA Interagency Group should use a 
more formal process to request support from the office. And a procedure will be es- 
tablished to decide the priority of competing requests for POW/MIA intelligence in- 
formation." And: "Where Col. Peck's allegations would strengthen the process, we 
have initiated appropriate changes.” 

Having failed to aggressively collect intelligence and having failed to properly 
analyze what it has collected, the government next concludes officially that "the in- 
formation available to us precludes ruling out (the) possibility” that "Americans are 
still being detained against their will" and that the government proceeds on "the 
assumption that at least some Americans are still held captive.*’^ In practice, the 
government has done everything possible to negate that assumption. It has been re- 


® Hearing Before the Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs of the Committee on Foreip 
Relations, House of Representatives, "Prisoners of War/Miising in Action in Southeast Asia: 
Recent Developments and Future Prospects," August 8, 1984, 38-3, ‘>2 0, pp. 58-61 (“Task Force 
Reports Findinp on Hendon’s Allegations"). 

* Hearing and Markup Before the Subcommittee on Aslan and Pacific Affairs of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives, The Tighe Report on American POW's and 
MIA’s, October 15, 1986, 67-473, p. 20 (answer by Lt. Gen. Eugene F. Tighe, Jr.), Aware of the 
report, the Coalition advised the staff of then Rep. Robert Smith to seek this report at the same 
time he was seeking certain other internal reports from the Defense Intelligence Agency. We 
were informed that when the request was made, DIA denied there was any such report; when a 
separate public citation to the existence of the report was cited to DIA, it was allowed that, yes, 
there was a report, but that it wasn't in writing. We now understand that a copy of the written 
report is in an adjoining office in the Senate office complex. For other diKussion of the short- 
comings revealed by the Gaines report, see the discussion of the Tighe Report, infra. 

®The Pentagon denied these rumors, stating, inpart, that an Analysis Branch Chief who was 
relieved was thereby freed up "to focus more attention on firsthand liveaighting reports and the 
collection, analysis and evaluation of available and incoming data.” Office of the Assistant Sec- 
retary of Defense, International Security Affairs, Next of Kin Newsletter, May 28, 1986, p. 7. 
The individual in question is now one of the first two officials to be posted to Hanoi. 

* Cf. New York Times, September 80, 1986, "P.O.W.'s Alive in Vietnam, Report Concludes;” 
Hearing et al., "The Tighe Report on American POW’s and MIA’s,’’ supra note 12. 

’ On September 30, 1986, Gen. Perroots held a press conference at the Pentagon for foreign 
correspondents concerning the Tighe Report On the second page of the official transcript of that 
press conference, he des^bed "recommendations for improvements’’ as including "additional 
analytical and administrative personnel that were needed; automation of all files: increased 
physical work space; better intqpration of a^ncy intelli^nce efforts; reassignment of peripheral 
workload, expansion of the data base, tasking of generic research projects, reorientation of the 
analytical approach; and better follow through on priority requests in the program/budget 
review process." 

He added that most of these recommendations paralleled the findings of his "internal review 
process," apparently referring to the Gaines Report. 

* Office of the Assistant Secretory of Defense (Public Affairs), News Release, June 19, 1991, 
"DOD Finds No Evidence of Peck Allegations." 

* See, e.g.. Department of Defense, POW/MIA Fad Book. July, 1985, p. 14; ibid., July, 1991, p. 


peatedly stated, in veterans forums and elsewhere,'® that the United States has no 
"credible evidence" that anyone is being held in captivity now, or even (in some ac- 
counts) at any time since the withdrawal of our forces in 1973. 

The media has been repeatedly whispered off the track with anonymous com- 
ments that there are no live POW’s," Given this attitude and the timing of several 
of the quoted leaks to coincide with major negotiating session? with the Vietnamese, 
it is difficult to understand how the government can effectively negotiate for the 
return of live prisoners— it lacks the confidence of its own negotiating position. 

The government publicists’ preoccupation with remains is wearisome to the vast 
majority of us Vietnam veterans. But even if one assumes that there are only dead 
Americans, the negotiating effort has historically been inept. One would think that 
the negotiators would start by presenting all "discrepancy cases" to the Vietnamese. 
Yet, the only apparent efforts to do so were Henry Kissinger’s 1973 presentation of 
76 cases to the Vietnamese and General John Vessey’s submission, with more 
limited authority as a negotiator, of 70 such cases in 1987.'“ (We have been told 
verbally by State Department officials that it is General Vessey who has placed the 
emphasis on discrepancy cases. If that is the case, one must truly wonder what his 
predecessors thought they were doing.) Among the implications of these statistics is 
that the United States has never presented a full list of discrepancy cases to the 
Vietnamese: in 1972, U.S. intelligence identified at least 180 unreturned men (as of 
1973) whose fate was the subject of "confirmed enemy knowledge.'® 

The POW/MIA Interagency Group is said to be in charge of coordinating policy 
on "the highest national priority.” What is remarkable about this Group is the list 
of absentees: neither the CIA nor the National Security Agency is represented (nor, 
for that matter, the Drug Enforcement Agency). 


'®Sec, e.g., the comments by Col, Joseph A. Schlatter, then chief of the Defense Intelligence 
Agency Special Office for POW/MIA Affairs, on the video "Seeking Answers," produced by the 
National League of Families, ca. December 1989 ("We do not have in the intelligence communi- 
ty any credible or convincing evidence that.Americans are still alive today.”); Schlatter wrote a 
letter to "Joyce Cook,”- a leading POW/MIA activist using a pseudonym, on March 30, 1988^ in 
which he stated; "Piirther, there is no proof that living American prisoners remain in captiv- 
ity.” 

" As a limited sample of such quotes, see: New York Times, September 4, 1985, p. A8, on the 
first Childress mission to Hanoi ("Despite movies that portray Americans being held in Viet- 
nam, State Department officials said there is no evidence to indicate any are alive.”); New York 
Times, January 8, 1986, p. A4, reporting from Hanoi on the Armiuige mission ("While the 
United States has largely agreed that there is almost no likelihood that any missing Americans 
are still alive, . . .”r, Newsweek, Jan. 20, 1986, reporting op the aftermath of the Armitoge mis- 
sion ("Few officials in Washington believe any MlA's are still alive.”); New York Times, August 
3, 1987, p. 1A3, on the occasion of the first Vessey mission to Hanoi ("Few United States offi- 
cials— and no Hanoi-based European diplomats— believe that any Americans are being held cap- 
tive in Vietnam.”); Time, April 30, 1990, "Vietnam, 15 Years Later," p. 20 (“Although no U.S. 
official will say so publicly, the widespread conviction is that there are no more live Ameri- 


'» Stars and Stripes, October 12, 1987, p. 1 (two Congrmmen publicly released the list); see 
also Hearing Before the Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the House of Representatives, Access to Classified Liv^Sighting Information 
(Concerning POW/J^’s in Southeast Asia— Is New Legislation Needed?, April 20. 1988, 96-815 
(hereinafter "Hearing re Access”), p. 254 et seq. Rather astonishingly, the Defenw Intellige^ 
Agency, requested by the committee to respond to the allegations contained therein, wrote: The 
notion of a stnalled 'Kissinger list’ is incorrectly generated from Henry Kissinger’s attempts to 
persuade the Vietnamese to be forthcoming in supplying information on the missing. At that 
time, he passed some negotiation narratives (the number is unknown but believed to be less 
than 1001 to the communists . . . (T/hert was no record made of what cases were provided. " 
Hearing re Access, p. 277. This in the face of both quoted testimony from Kissinger’s Secretory 
of State confirmation hearings ("some 80”) and the release and publication of the list of 76 cases 
in question! If DIA is unable to access confirmation hearings for a Secretary of State or even a 

K ss conference by two Congressmen, reported in the media, small wonder that it cannot locate 
A'l! . , 

’Hie Coalition has obtained a copy of the Vessey list. Suffice it to say, there is considerable 
overlap between the two lists. According to Gen. Vessey’s testimony in the House on July 17, 
another 49 such cases have since been presented. 

This was the sooalled classification of "Category One” MIA’s, in a range of five categories, 
from "confirmed knowledm” ‘to “remains unrecoverable.” DIA has since taken the position that 
these categories "are irmevant to the onming accounting effort” and they were only a "rough 
estimate." Hearing re Access at 277. It is difficult to understand why an intelligence estimate in 
1972 is no longer valid or relevant— there has been no change in the status of the enemy's 
knowledge of any Otegory One MIA since 1972. If still unreturned, he (or, in two cases, shei 
was either alive or dead at that time, within their knowledge, and must be detained alive or 
dead t^ay. 
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Which brings us to a salient question: how much relevant information is in the 
possession of agencies other than the Defense Intelligence Agency or JGRC? For ex- 
ample: 

li We have previously charged before the. Senate Rules Committee that in June 
and July 1991. massive destruction of POW-related materials took place at the State 
Department, m have met with the Vice Chairman and Staff Director concerning 
this matter, and we hope that the proper follow-up will ensue.. 

2 1 As we indicated in our 1986 testimony before the Senate Veterans Committee, 
the FBI has done photo resolutions of alleged . POW's; What do its records show? 
And if the records were moved, where are they now? 

3) Given the allegations of Jerry Mooney, and now Terry Minarcin, what do the 
NSA records show? Or the armed forces security agencies? 

We of the National Vietnam Veterans Coalition are prepared to work cooperative- 
ly with the Committee. While we are pleased with the selection of the Senators 
serving on the Select Committee and the top Committee leadership staff, we have a 
concern that the investigative approach appears to be directed to making an analy- 
sis of Defense Intelligence records rather than being able to deal with the totality of 
the issue. A comprehensive investigation can be assured only by augmenting the 
current staff with a team of professionals, such as FBI and ^cret Service trained 
investigators, to root out all the facts. 

Senator Smith [presiding]. Thank you, Mr. Burch. 

Mr. Duker. 

STATEMENT OF BILL DUKER. CHAIRMAN, VIETNAM VETERANS 

OF AMERICA STANDING COMMITTEE ON POW/MIA; ACCOMPA- 

NIED BY PAUL S. EGAN, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR. VIETNAM VET- 
ERANS OF AMERICA 

Mr. Duker. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, my 
name is Bill Duker. 1 was a Navy hospital corpsman, assigned to 
the Marine Corps in Vietnam in 1970. The question we are asked 
today is, have the actions of the U.S. Government agencies in- 
volved in the POW/MIA issue demonstrated a level of effort com- 
mensurate with the now 10-year old Presidential declaration of 
highest national priority and the Government’s stated assumption 
that there are live Americans still in Southeast Asia. Regrettably 
and tragically, the answer is no. 

The American public has been provided with very little informa- 
tion on which to base its opinion as to whether any progress has 
been made since Operation Homecoming 18 years ago. This lack of 
information is due to the fact that all but the smallest amount of 
data remains classified and access to this data is limited to only a 
few lines. 

Mr. Chairman, it would be unrealistic for us to accept a full ac- 
counting of all 2,273 still listed missing. However, we do expect, at 
a minimum, the fullest possible accounting. It seems that those 
designated governmental agencies assigned to investigate crash 
sites, interview witnesses, review archives, et cetera, have succeed- 
ed. in increasing the number of remains returned. 

We believe the same agencies have failed to expend the same 
amount of effort investigating the reports of live sightings. How do 
we come to this conclusion? We must listen, read and study as 
much information as humanly possible. Where does this informa- 
tion come from? As stated earlier, very little factual information is 
released by the Government. This leaves the public with only one 
other option and that is to pursue answers through nongovernmen- 
tal sources. The sources include not only the electronic and print 
media, or congressional committees, resigned directors of one of 
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those agencies assigned to investigate the issue, an ex-POW, family 
members, past members of military intelligence, refugees, former 
Members of Congress, even a long-distance runner. And what do 
these sources tell us? 

They tell us the Government has failed to live up tp its declara- 
tion of highest national priority. Many will tell us the Government 
is obstructive, uncooperative, corrupt and guilty of an extensive 
cover-up. The Government arid some of its organizational support- 
ers would characterize these charges as representatives of the luna- 
tic fringe. Either the Government and its supporters have the in- 
formation the rest of us lack, or they refuse to believe our Govern- 
ment could possibly be guilty of such allegations. Here again, the 
absence of information makes a rational judgment impossible. 

Tragically, there are those who seem susceptible to advancing 
their own ^enda on this issue, rather than truly seeking a resolu- 
tion. For those whose only motive is profit or influerice, our reac- 
tion is one of dis^t. Unfortunately, some of the Government’s 
supporters would Uke to paint all those who are critical of the Gov- 
ernment’s effort with the same broad brush. This is just as wrong 
as stating that everyone working for the Grovernment on this issue 
is guilty of deceit. 

In our opinion, the public has los>t confidence in our Govern- 
inent’s efforts to achieve its stated goals. To restore this confidence, 
the Government must release more factual information and act on 
that information 4n a much more timely manner. Vietnam Veter- 
ans of America supports legislation 4o declassify POW/MIA infor- 
mation,'* as long as that declassification protects the privacy of the 
families and safeguards U.S. intelligence methods and sources. 
Vietnam Veterans of America also affirms that the repatriation of 
all live Americans merits priority over the return of remains. 

This is not meant to diminish the importance of retrieving and 
identifying remains. ’This, of course, should continue, but not at the 
expense of pursuing the return of live Americans. 

We feel this Committee has a great opportunity to determine 
why America has achieved its highest goal to bring live Americans 
home. And is this failure due to a conspiracy or a cover-up, as 
many feel? If so, this Committee should find out who is responsible, 
and let justice prevail. 

The lack of information, information only the Government pos- 
sesses is causing such deviciveness, so much distrust, so much pain, 
that the veiy legitimacy of the Government is called into question. 
This Committee can find the truth, and must find the truth. Any- 
thing less than the truth dishonors all those who sacrificed their 
freedom and their lives. It also dishonors their families, their 
fellow veterans, and ultimately this country and everything it 
stands for. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my testimony. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Duker follows:] 

Priparxd Statement of Bill Duker 

The unknown fate of 2,273 U.S. service personnel and others still unaccounted for 
continues to be one of the most painful and divisive legacies of the Vietnam War. 
All Americans, but especially family members and fellow Vietnam veterans, have 
been denied the certainty as to how (and in many cases, if) their loved ones and 
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comrades-iti'arms died. Thus, the Vietnam War lacks an important sense of closure 
that must occur for Individuals and a society to complete the necessary grieving 
process and to heal the persistent emotional wounds of war. 

The past 2 years have witnessed a remarkable acceleration of the pace and scope 
of potentially significant developments on the POW/MIA issue. After analyzing 
these developments, we concluded that there is reasonable cause for hope that sub- 
stantial progress toward resolution of the POW/MIA issue may be achieved in the 
next few months and years. By "substantial progress" we mean: 

1) Answers regarding the fate of those not yet accounted for; and 

2) Greater commitment to public accountability and public information that may 
help restore public confidence in our government's commitment to handling this 
issue as a matter "of the highest nation^ priority.” 

The specific events which lead us to hope for substantial progress on this issue are 
the following; 

1) Action by the U.S. Senate to establish this Special Committee to investigate the 
issue. 

2) Progress on legislation in the U.S. Congress to declassify information regarding 
the POW/MIA issue. 

3) The heightened public awareness and concern brought about by media coverage 
of the Peck resignation, the Helms Report, and purported photos of live American 
POW’s. 

4) The willingness of the Vietnamese Government to Mrmit access to wartime ar- 
chives and records to investigators assigned to the U.S. Government’s POW/MIA 
office that opened in Hanoi in early July. 

6) The addition of 88 (to the previous 134) Department of Defense personnel to the 
POW/MIA effort 

6) The Soviet Union’s withdrawal of all aid and subsidies to Vietnam, further in- 
ducing the government of Vietnam to take more seriously U.S. concerns on the 
POW/MIA issue. 

7) Recent changes in leadership in the government of Vietnam and reforms that 

have been implemented in the 2 years toward a more open domestic economy. 
- *8) Significant prowess toward what hopefully will-become a peaceful settlement of 
the conflict in Cambodia. - 

9) Success in the opening of informal discussions between the U.S. and North 
Korea, yielding the first return of remains of U.S. service personnel since the end of 
the Korean War. 

We have been asked by this Committee to focus our testimony on one question: 
Have the actions of the US. Government agencies involved in the POW/MIA issue 
clearly demonstrated a level of effort commensurate with the now 10-year old presi- 
dential declaration of "highest national priori^’’ and the government’s stated as- 
sumption that there are live Americans still in &>utheast Asia? 

Itegrettably, all but the smallest amount of information regarding this issue re- 
mains classified. Only a few UB. Government agencies and the Congress have 
access to this classified information. Under these circumstances, the b^t we can 
offer in answer to this question is based on our general sense, alter years of closely 
following the POW/MIA issue, that the government has failed to match its rhetoric 
with concrete deeds. 

In particular, the American public has been given little, if any, clear indication as 
to what progress has been made in the last ten years, or for that matter in the 
ei^teen years since Operation Homecoming. 

^en we ask the relevant government agencies for a "progress report”, we are 
given only a recitation of numbers. And these numbers, like statistics, can be very 
misleading. Although it may seem to some like heresy to s^ so, it is unreasonable 
to set the goal for accountability at the total number of 2,273, if by accountability 
we mean the return of all live Americans and the repatriation of all remains. Veter- 
ans with combat experience know full well what modem munitions can do to the 
human body. Similarly, the density of the jungle where this war was waged can 
hide renuuns in remote areas for decades, or forever. The tactics of taking and then 

a up terrain during the war made recovery of all those who died in battle im- 
le. 

Most Vietnam veterans genuinely want to believe that there are some among 
those unaccounted for who still survive. We know how indestructible the human 
spirit is, even under unthinkably harsh conditions. We need only recall the stories 
of those who returned in 1973 to be reminded that it is possible to survive. When we 
ask the government agencies what is the ponible number of those who may still be 
alive, the government has been either unwilling or perhaps legitimately unable to 
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say. Once again, however, due to the lack of sufficient factual information released 
by the government, the American peiople have little basis on which to draw a rea- 
sonable conclusion. In our experience, this lack of information has fostered specula- 
tion and suspicion about the government’s efforts. 

Has the government devoted effort, commensurate with "the highest national pri- 
ority"? On the one hand, virtually all factually reliable information is classified and 
distribution is limited to a very small circle. On the other hand, the American 
public is exposed through broadcast and print media only to non-classified informa- 
tion, much of which is of doubtful origin and is all too often sensational rather than 
substantive. Such information is often little more than speculation, supposition or 
inference based on only a small portion of verifiable facts. At times, such informa- 
tion appears to be misinformation that is simply passed on by priyate groups and 
individuals whose motives are sincere, but whose capabilities to verify or correlate 
information are limited. 

There are other instances when it appears that unverifiable infonnation is pro- 
mulgated by some whose interests lie not in resolution of the issue but in promoting 
some other political or financial or emotional agenda. It is common knowledge, for 
example, that there are in Southeast Asia unscrupulous profiteers who deal in dog- 
tags, bones, and fabricated information. These profiteers have duped many refugees 
into thinking that emigration to the United States will be expedited by their posses- 
sion of these items or information. 

It is bad enough that Southeast Asian refugees are unwitting victims of this 
fraud. It is worse, however, when this fraud reaches far beyond Southeast Asia, 
gaining wide circulation among the American people, whose growing mistrust of 
government has been fed over the last twenty-five years by the Vietnam War itself, 
Watergate, and allegations of ethical misconduct by elected officials. In this environ- 
ment, how can any of us have confidence in the diligence of our government’s ef- 
forts to account for those still missing. 

Moreover, those very U.S. Government agencies, having been so reticent about 
sharing verifiable information with the American people, are often distracted from 
potentially more productive t^ks as they attempt to track down sources of fabricat- 
ed information to determine authenticity. It appears to us that secrecy itself, when 
too broadly invoked without some outside review, has led to further charges of lack 
of diligent effort (or worse, "conspiracy”, or "cover-up”) against our government. 

Thus, the government’s unwillingness to share factual information has collided 
with the American public’s right to answers regarding the fate of those who have 
been unaccounted for since the end of the war in Vietnam. It is this collision that 
continues to evoke suspicion and distrust, which only adds to the continuing pain 
and grieving of family members, fellow veterans and all Americans and to distract 
attention and commitment of vital intelligence resources from resolution of the 
issue. 

In our opinion the only way to break the cycle of false hope, cipiicism, suspicion, 
and despair on the part of the American pMple, and the distraction of government 
intelligence resources due to false information is to offer public access to the maxi- 
mum extent possible consistent with authentic needs to protect legitimate intelli- 
gence sources and the rights of the families. 

Let us add here that, based on our many contacts with these government agen- 
cies, we believe that there are many honest, conscientious men and women who are 
sincerely committed to finding answers to the fate of those still unaccounted for. 
They have committed their lives to this quest for answers. They clearly understand 
that their goal is the return any Americans who remain alive in Southeast Asia and 
the repatriation of as many remains as humanly possible. But their reputations 
have been repeatedlv impugned by charges of "cover-up” and conspiracy. Whether 
or not such charges have any foundation in fact against some individuals will hope- 
fully be determined by this Committee. We hope that such a determination will also 
clear the reputations of those conscientious men and women who have worked so 
hard on this issue. 

At the banning of this testimony, we defined "substantial progress” on the 
POW/MIA issue as: 1) answers to a significant number of cases and 2) greater com- 
mitment to public accountability and public information. Both of these points are 
essential to "substantial progress.” It is our view that, even if hundreds of addition- 
al cases of those missing were to be resolved in the near future, the controversy and 
the divisions that the POW/MIA issue has evoked will not subside until public con- 
fidence is restored. And, in our view, public confidence will only be restored when 
the public is certain that its government is committed to ^ing forthcoming with 
factual information and act on this information in a timely manner. 
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Vietnam Veterans of America has, since 1983, supported declassification of POW/ 
MIA information. VVA supports current legislation to declassify— namely provi- 
sions for declassification have been included in the House Intelligence Authorization. 
Bill and in the Senate Defense Authorization Bill-Abased on the assurances in the 
legislation to respect legitimate concerns for protecting U.S. intelligence methods, 
the privacy of the families, and the freedom and safety of the source of the informa- 
tion. 

Vietnam Veterans of America further affirms that repatriation of any live prison- 
er of war merits substantial priority over the return of rerhains and other issues 
that are the subject of negotiation between the U.S. and Vietnamese Governments. 

In conclusion, we feel it necessary to say what too-many have avoided saying. It is 
our hope that, at some point in the future, the' government agencies will have 
shared with the public all that can be known and disclosed on the POW/MIA issue. 
It is our hope that public confidence in these government agencies will then have, 
been restored. At that point in time, all of us— family members, Vietnam veterans, 
political leaders, and the American public— must come to the humbling conclusion 
that everything humanly possible has been done to locate and return these missing 
servicemen. 

Those 2,273 still listed as unaccounted for, as well as the 56,000 others whose 
names are engraved on the Vietnam Veterans Memorial, sacrificed their fre^om 
and their lives so that we, the survivors, may live in peace. To permit the diyisive- 
ness of the Vietnam War to continue any longer dishonors these dead and missing. 

Mr. Chairman, this concluded our statement. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, thank you very much Mr. Duker. 

Mr. Andry. 

STATEMENT OF JOSEPH E. ANDRY, PAST NATIONAL COMMANDER 
DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS 

Mr. Andry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name is Joe Andry^I 
was irrthe Army 1969 to 1970; served in Vietnam in the infantry. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee. On behalf of the 
more than 1.4 million members of the Disabled American Veterans 
and its Ladies’ Auxiliary, may I say that we deeply appreciate 
being given the opportunity to present our views on what has 
become a thorn in America’s heart— the issue of America's 90,000 
unaccounted for prisoners of war and missing in action from World 
War II, the Korean War, and the Vietnam War. 

Mr. Chairman, at the outset, I wish to commend you. Vice Chair- 
man Senator Smith, and all the Members of the Committee for 
vour commitment to assess our Nation's ability to investigate al- 
leged accounts of American POW's. Additionally, the DAV deeply 
appreciates the Committee’s decision to investigate the U.S. Gov- 
ernment’s handling of POW/MIA matters since World War II. 

As Chairman of the DAV’s POW/MIA Advisory Committee, and 
as a combat-disabled veteran who lost an eye and a leg during the 
Vietnam War, I can assure you that the POW/MIA issue is one of 
great, emotional and symbolic importance to the membership of 
the DAV, and to me, personally. It is also an issue deserving the 
full attention of our Nation— and finally some answers. 

In pursuit of these answers, the DAV feels strongly that this 
Committee must have a dual primary mission. The first part of the 
mission should focus on an aggressive pursuit of live sightings in 
Southeast Asia. The second part of the Committee’s mission— and 
one we in the DAV feel is of equal importance— should be an en- 
compassing investigation into why our Government still has not ac- 
counted for some 90,000 soldiers, sailors, airman, and Marines since 
the end of World War H. 


Regarding Vietnam and Southeast Asia, the DAV strongly urges 
your Committee to aggressively investigate what specific political, 
diplomatic, and military actions led the U.S. Government to appar- 
ently “close the books” on our POW/MIA's after “Operation Home- 
coming” in 1973. We also urge the Committee to carefully scruti- 
nize the actions our Government has taken— or failed to take— to 
resolve this issue during the past 18 years. 

It is also critical, we feel, that this Committee conduct a thor- 
ough review and evaluation of raw intelligence materials from the 
appropriate Government agencies to determine the effectiveness 
and credibility of the U.S. intelligence community regarding the 
POW/MIA issue. 

Regarding World War II and Korea, the DAV also urges this 
Committee to carefully examine our Government’s political, diplo- 
matic, and military actions to determine why 78,500 men remain 
unaccounted for from World War II, and 8,177 men remain unac- 
counted for from the Korean War. 'The Committee should also ex- 
plore evidence that seems to indicate that the Soviet Union, prior 
to the fall of Communisih, purposely held American prisoners as 
political pawns following World War II, the Korean War, and the 
Vietnam War. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say we don't expect this Committee to take 
on mission impossible by trying to account for every, single POW 
or MIA. But we do believe that every effort should be made to de- 
termine why the Government has been unable tQ.do a better job of 
accounting for these soldiers. Furthermore, every effort should be 
made to determine what plans our Government has made to pre- 
vent this intolerable situation from happening again. 

It is also my duty, Mr. Chairman, to inform you that the DAV 
membership feels so strongly about the POW/MA issue that the 
delegates at our most recent national convention unanimously 
adopted two resolutions that deal specifically with this issue, 

'The first resolution urges our Government not to establish nor- 
malized relations with the Socialist Republic of Vietnam until the 
POW/MIA issue is resolved. The second resolution urges our Gov- 
ernment not to lift the trade embargo with Vietnam until the 
POW/MIA issue is resolved. 

Mr. Chairman, it is the feeling of the DAV that if a man or 
woman is good enough to put on the uniform of this country, and 
willing to make the sacrifices necessary to defend this country, 
that our Government should do whatever it takes to bring those 
warriors, or their remains, home. To do anything less would be a 
moral tragedy that goes against the grain of everything this Nation 
stands for. 

'This concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman. Again, I thank you 
for extending us the opportunity to participate in today's proceed- 
ings, and wish you and! the Committee God Speed in your efforts to 
remove this thorn from America’s hearts. 

[The prepred statement of Mr. Andry and the information re- 
ferred to follow:] 


Prepared Statement of Joseph E. Andry 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee. On behalf of the more than 1.4 
million members of the Disabled American Veterans (DAV) and its Ladies' Auxilia- 
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ry, may I say that we deeply appreciate being given the opportunity to present our 
views on what has become a thorn in America’s heart— the issue or America's 
90,000 unaccounted for prisoners of war and missing in action from World War II 
the Korean War. and the Vietnam War. 

Mr. Chairman, at the outset I wish to commend you, Vice Chairman Senator 
Smith and all the Members of the Corhmittee for yoiir commitment to assess our 
Nation’s ability to investigate alleged accounts of American POW’s. Additionally 
the DAV deeply values and appreciates the Committee's decision to investigate the 


As chairman of the DAV’s POW/MIA Advisorv- Committee, and as' a combat-dis- 
abled veteran who iMt an eye and a leg during the Vietnam War, I can assure you 
that the POW/MIA issue is one of great emotional and symbolic importance to the 
membership of the Disabled American Veterans and to' me personally. It is also an 
issue that deserves the full attention of our Nation and an issue that deserves an- 
swers. 

In pureuit of these answers, the DAV feels strongly that this Committee must 
have a dual primary mission. The first part of the mission should focus on an ag- 
gressive pursuit of live sightings in Southeast Asia. The second part of the Commit- 
tee s mission, and one we in the DAV feel is of equal importance, should be an en- 
investigation into why our government still has not accounted for some 
90,000 soldiers, sailors, airmen, and Marines since the end of World War II 
Regaling .Vietnam ^nd Spnth^t Asia, the DAV strongly urges the Senate 
^lect Committee on POW/MIA Affairs to aggressively investigate what specific po- 
litical, diplomatic, and military actions led the U.S. government to apparently 
close the boolm on our POW/MIA's after "Operation Homecoming" in 1973. We 
also urge the Committee to carefully scrutinize the actions our government has 
taken to resolve this issue during the past 18 years. 

It is also critical, we feel, that this Committee conduct a thorough review and 
evaluatiori of raw intelligence materials from the appropriate government agencies 
to determine the effMtiyeness and credibility of the U.S. intelligence community re- 
garding the POW/MIA issue. 

^garding World War II and Korea4he DAV also urges this Committee to care- 
fully examine our governments political, diplomatic and_military actions to deter- 
raine-why 78,500 men remain unaccounted for from World War II and 8 177 men 
remain unaccounted for from the Korean War. The Committee should also explore’ 
evidence that seems to indicate that the Soviet Union, prior to the fall of Commu- 
nism, purposely held Amencan prisoners as political pawns following World War II 
the Korean War, and the Vietnam War. r b *, 

Mr. Chairman, let me say here that we don't expect this Committee to take on 
mission impossible by trying to account for every single POW or MIA. But we do 
believe that every effort should be made to determine why the government has been 
unable to do a better job of accounting for these soldiers and that every effort 
should M made to determine what plans our government has made to prevent this 
intolerable situation from happening again. 

It is alM iny duty, Chairman, to inform you that the DAV membership feels 
so strongly about the POW/MIA issue that the delegates at our most recent nation- 
al convention unanimously adopted two resolutions that deal specifically with this 
iMue. ’The first reso ution ui^es our government not to establish normalized rela- 
tion with the ^lalwt Republic of Vietnam until the POW/MIA issue is resolved 
whi e the second relation ur^es our government not to lift the trade embargo with 
Vietnam until the POW/MIA issue is resolved. 

Mr. (^airman, it is the feeling of the DAV that if a man or woman is good 
enough to put on the uniform of this country and willing to make the sacrifices nec- 
es^.to defend this country, then this country’s government should do whatever it 
takes to bring those warriors, or their remains, home. To do an^hing less would be 
a moral tragedy and go against the grain of everything this Nation stands for 
This concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman. Again, I thank you for extending us 
the oj^rtunrty to partiapate in today’s proceedings and wish you and the Commit, 
tee God Speed in your efforts to remove this thorn from America’s heart. 

Resolution No. 355 Legislative 

IN SUPPORT OF THE CREATION OF A PAV POW/MIA ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO THE NATION- 
AL COMMANDER AND THE CREATION OF A PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON POW/mIa’S 

fato of Ameriran military personnel who are classified as Prison- 
er-of-War (POW) or Missing-in-Action (MIA) is of utmost concern to the Disabled 
Amencan Veterans; and 
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WHEREAS, our Nation must never cease its efforts to secure the repatriation of 
all POW/MIA’s who may still be alive, the return of the remains of all those who 
are deceased and the gathering of all related information; and 

WHEREAS, the DAV should have a special POW/MIA Advisory Committee 
whose sole function would be to monitor this most important issue, act as a liaison 
with other public and private entities similarly involved and generally ensure that 
our organization is informed and in the best position to make appropriate POW/ 
MIA policy decisions; NOW 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Disabled American Veterans in Na- 
tional Convention assembled in New Orleans, Louisiana, July 28-August 1, 1991. 
calls upon our National Commander to appoint a POW/MIA Advisory Committee; 
AND 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we strongly urge the President of the United 
States to appoint a special Presidential Commission on POW/MIA's. 

Resolution No. 356 Legislative 

SEEKING THE IMMEDIATE RELEASE OF ANY AMERICANS WHO MAY STILL BE HELD CAPTIVE 

FOLLOWING WORLD WAR II, THE KOREAN WAR AND VIETNAM WAR AND THE RETURN 

OF THE REMAINS OF ANY AMERICANS WHO DIED DURING THESE WARS 

WHEREAS, the members of the Disabled American Veterans are deeply con- 
cerned for the thousands of American servicemen still unaccounted for in the after- 
math of World War II, the Korean War and the Vietnam War; and 

WHEREAS, numerous efforts by high level American delegations including Mem- 
bers of Congress have visited Southeast Asia in continuing efforts to solve the mys- 
tery of the whereabouts and fate of these brave men without success; and 

. WHEREAS, the brave families of these missing Americans continue, to live in un- 
certainty and anguish regarding their missing sons and husbands; and 

WHEREAS, there are stiirtoday more than seventy-eight thousand unaccounted 
for following World War 11, some eight thousand from the Korean War and over two 
thousand two hundred in ^utheast Asia from the Vietnam War who have not been 
forgotten; NOW 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Disabled American Veterans in Na- 
tional Convention assembled in New Orleans, Louisiana, July 28-Augu5t I, 1991, 
urps the U.S. Government to ensure that this issue be considered as one of Ameri- 
can highest priorities, accelerating efforts to obtain the release of any American 
who still may be held captive and obtain the fullest possible accounting of those still 
missing and the repatriation of the remains of those who died while serving our 
nation; AND 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we urge passage of Congressional legislation 
that would direct the heads of federal departments and agencies to fully disclose to 
the American public information concerning United States personnel classified as 
prisoners-of-war or missing in action from World War II, the Korean War and the 
Vietnam War; AND 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we urge the U. S. Government not to estab- 
lish normalized economic and diplomatic relations with .the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam until the ^vernment of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam provides the 
U.S. (jovemment with the fullest possible accounting of over two thousand three 
hundred personnel classified as prisoners of war or missing in action from the Viet- 
nam War. 

The Chairman [presiding]. Thank you, Mr. Andry, thank you, 
gentlemen. 

While I was not here for all of your testimony, Mr. Burch, Mr. 
Duker, as you see there’s a hollow opening back there and we can 
hear. And I am sorry I missed part of it. 

First of all, I want to thank you for taking the time to come 
here. I want to thank those of you who have made the journeys to 
Vietnam in pursuit of answers to this question. I want to thank 
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you for your cooperation— both with me, personally, as well as with 
the Committee. A lot of good suggestions have come forward from 
you and from the groups and organizations you represent— many of 
which I think you know have been incorporated into the approach 
of the Select Committee. 

Over the course of the next months, I think we have worked out 
a good relationship where we will continue to be in communication 
with you and through you, to your memberships, and to the larger 
Veterans community which is so much involved in this. 

I also think we have succeeded in working out a beneficial rela- 
tionship between yourselves and the Defense Department. And you 
g:entlemen should tell us whether or not that is working. But Tbe- 
lieve that Secretary Ford and the Department have now made 
themselves available in ways they have not been previously— that 
they are available for briefings on demand, so to speak. 

And there is no question that Senator Smith and I are convinced 
that you can play a very important role in helping to re-establish 
credibility. The fact that you are here today, saying what you said, 
is a huge message, in and of itself— when five, major, nationally 
chartered Veterans groups come before a Select Committee like 
this, and voice a frustration of their membership of millions of vet- 
erans in this country, and voice it through resolutions, as well as 
through the other efforts that have been made— there really is a 
big sign being painted on the wall that people in Government 
might take note of Whether there is justification for every aspect 
of your disgruntlement or dissatisfaction is probably a legitimate 
question for the Pentagon -or somebody else to ask. There may be 
some misinterpretations. There may be some miff-communications. 
There may be some misunderstandings that have resulted in these 
feelings. 

But what is important is the bottom line— the feelings exist; the 
breach of the relationship is real. And so no matter what distance 
has been traveled in years by-gone, the reality is that in order to 
heal this Nation, as well as to provide a united front in the resolu- 
tion of this issue, there has to be a new communication— there has 
to be a reaching out. 

My question to you first of all, is do you believe that based on 
Secretary Cheney’s testimony yesterday; based on the reorganiza- 
tion effort which General Christmas and others have articulated; 
based on the forthcoming testimony and admission as to prior fault 
put forward before this Committee by Secretary Ford— do you b^ 
lieve now that there is the makings of a new relationship, and/or 
that your pleas and complaints are being responded to? 

Mr. Wallace. 

Mr. Wallace. I don’t think there’s any doubt about that. We do 
believe that there is a new level of cooperation. But we are always 
skeptical, because we’ve been told that for so many years. We want 
to see the proof actually happen. 

Mr. Sommer. I would have to agree with Bob. We’ve had these 
things laid out and some nice statements have been made. But we 
have to see whether these statements are going to be put into 
action, and whether there will actually be more communication 
with the Veterans organizations and other people involved with 
this issue— whether there will be more information provided to the 
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families, and to more things done to address the concerns that 
we’ve set forth in our statement. 

The Chairman. Anybody else want to tackle that? 

Mr. Burch. Mr. Chairman, the Defense Department doesn’t work 
with the National Vietnam Veterans Coalition. I have to tell you, 
Mr. Chairman, weVe extremely concerned about this destruction of 
documents matter. We alleged that it happened, not only in the 
State Department but DIA and the White House. We will give the 
Committee all the information we have. But people who are in- 
formants on that don’t want to leave their jobs on it. That’s why 
we want this professional staff of the FBI and Secret Service 
Agents that we have met, with your very excellent Staff Director 
and the Vice Chairman about to be augmented in your Committee. 
Because it has to be professionally done to weed that out. 

And if that’s true, a lot of important, critical documents have 
been destroyed. 'That’s a huge implications of that, and they will 
have to be reconstructed and brought to the Committee. You’re not 
going to get that out unless you get this professional staff available 
to you, sir. We’U give you that information, but we don’t want to 
destroy these people’s career with an inept effort. 

So we ask you very seriously to consider that proposal, so we can 
bring that information forward to the Committee. 

The Chairman. Well, let me just say to you that the Committee 
is going to require that you bring that information forward. Be- 
cause if the Committee now has in its hands evidence of a potential 
felony haying been committed, it is our obligation to pursue that. 
And it is also our^ibligation to pursue it because there is no .other 
way we can get to the bottom of this. 

Now, I can assure you that we have hired what we hope, and 
what we consider to be extraordinarily capable professional staff. 

Mr. Burch. Sir, if I could, because I have been through this— this 
is the third time before a Committee. We did this with the Veter- 
ans Affeirs Committee. We knew at that time it was a Mr. Muir 
who did the photo resolutions for the FBI. The information we had 
done to the room he was in. He had two files, one of confirmations 
of pictures that they knew were men in the photograph analysis, or 
they confirmed them, or one file of rejections. And the same thing, 
we came to the Committee— we often do in conference— we said 
please, protect the source, because that would be the best evidence, 
confirmation by the FBI that these men were there. 'They did not 
protect it. They leaked it. They transferred that person. They 
transferred the files. They never called him before the Committee. 
We don’t want that to happen again, sir. 

The Chairman. Let me assure you that that is not going to 
happen. We have brought to the Committee a general counsel that 
I worked with when I was a prosecutor in the District Attorney’s 
Office, and subsequent to my dep^ure here in that office. He is a 
private attorney today. He is a litigator. And he understands the 
workinw of an inves^ation as weU as anybody. And that is why 
he has b^n brought to this Committee. 

In addition to that, we have a number of other lawyers and pro- 
fessionals who have been hired for their skill and expertise. For us 
to be able to pursue it, it is critical that this information be shared 
with us. And you are going to have to trust my word, and Senator 
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Smith’s word that it is going to be handled properly. Obviously, we 
do not want anybody’s life disrupted or compromised. But the time 
has come for these kinds of allegations to be laid on the table, and 
for the sources not to be hidden from the Committee, at least. 

There is no way the Committee can proceed without that kind of 
information being put in front of it. So I ask you, and anyone else 
who has that kind of information-and you can hold this Senator 
and Senator Smith accountable, and I am sure you will if some- 
thing happens. But we are going to have to proceed down that kind 
of road. And we rely on your cooperation to make that happen. 

Now, I have written the Secretary of State, as per your original 
allegation. We have not yet had a response from the Secretary of 
State. But we expect your people to be forthcoming to us in order 

to permit us to follow through on that allegation. 

Mr. Burch. You have an excellent General Counsel. We will be 
able to work with him. He has the right kind of background. 

The Chairman. 'Thank you. 

Are there any other comments? 

Mr. DukeR. Mr. Chairman, all we've ever asked is for this Com- 
mite to rweive the truth; to receive the answers that you need to 
do the job. We are not looking for a witch hunt. We want this Com- 
mittee to receive those , answers. That’s what we want. That’s what 
we looked for. 

Mr. Andry. 

Mr. ^RY. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to-in addition to 
what alf the other organizations have said— if they were encour- 
agM by the action that’s been taken, wa just hope to see some-re^ 
suits this tune. 

Mr. Duker. Thank you very much. We appreciate it. 

With pp^ to the various groups’ attitudes on the degree to 
which the Government has bwn forthcoming, is there a sense 
^ong you that the declassification process, and the openness will 
do a lot to bre^ down the barrier that has existed, and a lot of the 
suspicion that has been created? 

Mr. Wallace. ’There’s no question about that. Senator. You know 
and I know that if you go to a doctor and you don’t get the report 
the next you start wondering, your mind starts wondering. 

Since the Vietnam War has ended, we haven’t gotten those an- 
swers. We don t know what’s there, because the information is das- 
sified And you re never going to get it. I think that moving to de- 

direction-it's some- 

thing the VFW has called for and supports, the Senate bill, that’s 
in the process of going forward. And we hope that it happens im- 
mediately. 

The Chairman. Let me say to you all, before I turn it over to 
^nator Smith--we need your help. We rely on you, and we need 
the tollies help. There is a lot of high emotion in this issue, and 
there s a lot of ability for people to take a kernel of truth or a tiny 
bit of e^denre and make it into something that it might not be— 
for a lot of different reasons. 

Committee is going to be very careful about that. But we 
need your help to keep the communication process open so people 
are not jumping to conclusions and are not creating conspiracies 
where there are not any. And I hope we can rely on you as we pro- 
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ceed here, to be one of the channels of communication; to be able to 
make sure that people are understanding how we are approaching 
this and what we are doing; and also what ought to be interpreted 
appropriately, as what — - 

Mr. Wallace. I can assure you the support of Veterans of For- 
eign Wars. 

Mr. Sommer. Additionally, Mr. Chairman, I can assure you the 
support of the American Legion. We certainly find refreshing the 
openness with which the Committee and the staff has been work- 
ing since your organizational meeting. And we look forward to con- 
tinue to cooperate with you and the staff in the give and take, and 
provide any information we can. 

The Chairman. I just want to assure you that we are deter- 
mined. And I have met with Secretary Ford and others, and they 
are determined. And I am convinced of this. And I said this yester- 
day. I believe they understand the problem. And I believe yester- 
day was an important departure point, because, in effect, they ad- 
mitted that mistakes have been made in the past, but that they are 
trying to deal with where we are going now and in the future. And 
that is the first time I have heard that in 15 years, I must say to 
you. 

So I thought that that was an important departure point. And 
what it ineans is that I think we can break-down the barriers of 
classification. We can open it up. And in many cases, we are going 
to need your help in terms of making sure families are fully ap- 
prised of what we are doing, to the degree that we are limited and 
cannot do it or so forth, but we are going to try to. 

And we have one person assigned on the staff to act as a liaison 
to the families. And I want the families to understand that, that 
that access is also open to the Committee. But we are going to need 
to have open communication here, so that hopefully each month 
will bring a greater sense of openness and cooperative effort here. 
And we oan dispel the sense that everybody is part of the problem. 
And I do not think we are. 

Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. Senator Kerry. 

First of all, I would like to read a short message from Senator 
Grassley, because he could not be here. He was here all morning. 

I had to meet with constituents, and regret I was unable to attend this portion of 
the hearing. Yet, I want the membera of this panel to know their contribution and 
grassroots effort on this issue were the key factor in getting Congress to refocus on 
this issue. 

Thank you for your contribution and your testimony. I certainly 
would lend my support to those words as well, that you, gentlemen 
and the organizations that you represent have certainly been 
beyond belief, really, in terms of the public support for some resol- 
vement, any resolvement of this issue, and listening to all of you, 
in listening to your responses to some of Senator Kerry’s ques- 
tions— I just want you to know, and I am speaking for myself, but I 
believe I speak for everyone on the Committee, and perhaps some, 
even in the Executive Branch— that given all the past history, that 
we have to earn your respect. We have to earn that— we know 
that— we, being all of us in the Government who, in whatever way, 
in whatever manner, so to speak, have been remiss in not resolving 
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this issue. And we do not expect that it is going to be provided to 
us, unless we earn it. 

And it is not so much that, as it is that there is, I believe, a com- 
mitment on the part of every Member of this Committee. Senator 
Kerry and I have talked about it at great length, that there are a 
number of things that we have to do here. But we cannot correct 
mistakes in the past. We cannot undo them, but we can take action 
to see to it that future mistakes do not happen again. So in that 
sense, I suy)ose we could say correcting them— we are not the pan- 
acea, this Committee. Wfe are human beings. There are 12 of us 
here. We are going to try to do a good job. It is a bi-partisan effort, 
as you know. Staff is bi-partisan— non-partisan, is a better word 
We have made that commitment-Senator Kerry and I. have made 
that commitment to each other. We hardly knew each other 2 
seems like I have known him now for 10 years 
The Chairman. I am going to take that affirmatively. [Laughter.] 

Senator Smith. We are driven on this thing. I just want you to • # 

Imow that. We are driven and committed to resolving this. And I 
think it is important to look at where we are going. 

The focus here, first of all, is to find out what, if there are live 
Americans in South East Asia. That is the number one focus- 
nothing else is as important to us as that. The second is, as you 
said, Mr. Wallace, to declassify information which should not be 
classified. And I have been fighting for that for those 7 years I f # 
have been in Congress, have had some minor successes on it on the 
House side. And I have supported that-subject to sources and- 
methods. I have not had a lot of cooperation from many, both in 
and^ outside the Government, frankly, to do that. But I believe that 
that is a key answer, a key resolution to this problem that you are 
goi^ to disi^l a lot of these concerns if, in fact, we can get infor- 
mation out there that does not have to be classified. m a 

For the life of me, I have never been able to understand why we ^ 
take a position m 1973 that everybody is dead. And then we pro- 
ceed to classify all information which says they are alive. Then we 
now take a position-which is the official position, as I understand 
it from the Government — that there may te. We operate under the 
assumption that there are American-live Americans in South 
hMt Asia. Well, if they are all dead, how can you operate under m A 

that ^sumption? You either operate under the assumption they * * 

you under the assumption they may be 

alive. That is a conflict. Nobody yet— any of the witnesses— have 
yet addressed that, as far as I am concerned, in an adequate 
manner m terms of which it is. It is one or the other. That ou^t to 
be the Government policy. It is not-it is a mixed policy. It does 
not say anything, ^ 

So therefore, I want you to understand, too, what we get. And I ^ • 

do noWI am not discrediting anybody, do not mean to. But we get 
p awful lot of kooks out there who provide us a lot of stuff that is 
just pure ho^ash. And we run down a lot of— a lot— of rabbit 
" ateolutely no hope of ever finding the bottom of the 

rabbit hole with a rabbit in it, at all. And that is very frustrating 
.or us. Because it takes a lot of our staff time. And many-and . ^ 

much of the information which comes to us, 1 think, that-the good ♦ ^ 

information that comes to us, comes to us as a result of the frustra- 
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tion with the process, not being able to trust somebody— maybe you 
knew one particular Member of Congress you do not trust so you 
come to me, or you do not trust me, you go to somebody else. Or 
you do not trust the Pentagon so you come to us, Or you do not 
trust the Congress, so you go to the Pentagon. 

But I have to say— and I agree 'vith Senator Kerry— that based 
on the remarks that have been made— and this is a big movement 
for me to say this, based on the testimony yesterday gave by Secre- 
tary Cheney, by Carl Ford and others, and some witnesses here 
today, I believe that there is a turn-around; that there is an effort 
being made now, a true effort, to share information, to get the 
truth out to resolve this issue. But the focus should be to do it, 
again focusing on declassification, getting the truth to the families, 
whatever the truth is; getting the remains to the families, if there 
are any. 

But the most important issue is finding out whether or not there 
are live Americans. And that is what the focus of this Committee 
is. That is what we are going to try to do. And I appreciate your 
testimony. I know the Commite does, because you have been in- 
volved in it. You are dealing with the grassroots people. You are 
dealing with people in almost every case— in all cases, people who 
have served in Vietnam, or somehow served their country in some 
war who want an answer, that want answers. And we are going to 
try to find them. 

And I think that this Committee has the resources, has the com- 
mitment to get the answers. And if we get the cooperation: A) from 
our own Government, which I believe is forthcoraing now; and B) 
from the governments in ^uth East Asia, which Is where the an- 
swers are, I think we can resolve it. And I know the Vietnamese 
have been— are sitting in the audience now, and have been there. 
And I just say to them, point blank, we know you have answers. 
And we expect you to provide them and the Lao. And I hope that 
that will happen. 

I do not really have any particular questions of any of you gen- 
tlemen, but if you have any further comments that you would like 
to make— I do want to respond very quickly. Senator Kerry, to 
what Mr. Burch has said. 

As I indicated to you, Mr. Burch, we will follow-up on that evi- 
dence. And it is very difficult for Senator Kerry and I to say in an 
absolute that we can protect all leaks— we are going to — we are 
certainly going to do our best to do that. We understand that there 
are other human beings who are involved in staff, and so forth. 
And sometimes these thinra happen. 

But I will tell you, if it does, whoever leaks it— if we find out who 
it is— will pay for it dearly. So we hope that we can deal with it. If 
you have that kind of inrormation, and you say you have, we will 
pursue it to the full letter. Mieve me, we will. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator. 

I just have one quick question— Mr. Andry, you raised the issue 
of normalization and the embargo, et cetera. I think there is una- 
nimity here that we must move down the road to full cooperation 
before there is any kind of normalization. I have never heard a 
counter-argument, at least in this Committee. We all feel that very 
strongly, that that is an important lever. 
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But with respect to the question of the embargo, many have 
argued, qnd I must say I have been sort of subject to the belief that 
it would greatly enhance the resolution of the POW/MIA issue to 
get Americans into the country. 

My attitude is, I have gone over there now several times. I have 
met with the foreign diplomats of other countries there, and they 
sit there and say to me. Senator, you know, as I recounted yester- 
day, they think ’we are a little crazy we do not have more people 
running around the country if we are really concerned about find- 
ing somebody. 

And it just occurs to me, if you have a businessperson over 
there— I mean I can think of some Vietnam veteran business 
people who would like to go over there and do some, business. But 
at the same time, as business people, if they are sitting down at 
dinner some night, and they are exchanging, breaking bread with 
people, we just have a different relationship. It seems to me that if 
somebody is alive over there, the chances of finding them are aug- 
mented ten-fold, 100-fold, by having more opportunities for flow of 
information about who may have been where, when. And if you are 
sitting down with somebody who was part of the war, who was sort 
of a contemporary in their forties or fifties, and you are doing busi- 
ness, and you talk about the war, and you say geez, you know, are 
there any Americans here? Now there is just a much greater 
chance that somebody is going to say hey, you know, 15 years ago I 
remember seeing this man— and you are going to have more eyes 
and ears. 

So my notion has-been that you do -not give up everything be- 
cause you still normalization. But -you gain something in terms of 
the human exchange that could help resolve this issue. Do you 
react differently to that, Mr. Burch? 

Mr. Burch. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate having a chance to do 
that. We think one of the biggest reasons this issue is not resolved 
is the money issue. We feel the Vietnamese believe that they were 
promised war reparations they didn’t receive. And our Government 
has a policy against money for hostages— a well-known policy. And 
POW’s might be hostages. 

We feel like the only lever that's left if that policy remains in 
place is the negotiations over lifting the trade embargo, and the 
credits that go with the World Bank and Export Bank and all with 
that. 

The Chairman. Let me just say to you, you clearly do not have 
to give credits. And I would be against riving credits until you go 
further. But credits, IMF, World Bank do not necessarily go hand 
in hand with businesses getting in there and beginning to get your 
commerce personnel increased. 

Mr. Burch. Well, you may have a special situation like with 
AT&T. But Mobil Oil is trying to negotiate them out. They are 
under-cutting the efforts to get POW’s out because that is a very 
large, economic issue. So there are certain degrees of that, Senator. 
But we believe that we want this Committee first to know if these 
men are alive, before our Government lifts the trade embargo so 
you have all the information— our Government has all this infor- 
mation. After all, if we found out they were holding 500 people, 
and have held them under torturous conditions, I don’t think any 
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American in this country would be for doing anything with them. I 
think we ought to have the facts first, and then they can move in 
those directions, if appropriate. 

But we are opposed to lifting the trade embargo until such time 
as we got this issue resolved. And we think by lifting it, that they 
will get what they want economically. And then, lastly what we 
have, and we are concerned about the fate of these men, we are 
afraid they might kill them if that happens. 

The Chairman. What were you going to say, Mr. Andry? 

Mr. Andry. Mr. Chairman, something similar to that— but, we 
look at the policies as far as our Government has. And it just 
seems that it is always taken and gotten in the way of, they will 
not have a policy if it doesn’t interrupt the diplomatic relations. 

And I think one other thing, it is a leverage that can be used as 
far as trying to get an accounting for our missing. Yes, it is true 
that there be other people over there and everything like that. But 
they could take them up to the hills^ we don’t know. 

Mr. Sommer. Mr. Chairman, speaking for the American Legion, 
we have changed our policy somewhat as a result of our recent, na- 
tional convention. We have no opposition to a certain amount of 
humanitarian aid being provided, and we have no opposition— we 
see maybe a need for some flexibility in the establishment of more 
of an American presence in Vietnam— if these things will help 
solve and resolve the POW/MIA issue. 

However, we are opposed to normalization of relations until that 
issue is totally resolved. 

Mr. Wallace. The' Veterans of Foreign Wars, Mr, Chairman, is 
opposed to the normalization or lifting the embargo with Vietnam 
until we see concrete evidence that he Vietnamese are cooperating 
on this issue. And I listened this morning to Mr. Bell, who is on the 
ground. And Mr. Bell said he doesn’t feel that they are giving all 
the information they possibly have. And other witnesses have said 
the same thing. 

So until we see that, and we see concrete evidence, the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars is adamantly opposed to normalization, lifting the 
embargo. 

The Chairman. Well, let me say to you that I think that Mr. 
Bell— and I think this morning— were very helpful in laying out 
some of the things that the Vietnamese need to do in order to meet 
a qualification of cooperation. And I would certainly agree that 
that has to be met. And they need to do that. 

Again, I reiterate, my principal rationale here is one of enhanc- 
ing the resolution of the POW/MIA issue. If they are cooperating, 
and you move in the next months down the road, and you say to 
yourselves, hey, we could resolve the POW/MIA issue in 3 months, 
rather than a year and a half, I am in favor of the 3 months. 1 am 
in favor of tomorrow. And I want to do whatever gets us that reso- 
lution as fast as possible. 

So you sort of weigh, I think a little bit, those equities. And who 
knows where you come out? It is a judgment call. 

Mr. Wallace. I don’t think there’s any question. You’ve been to 
Vietnam a couple of times, and we went in July. And the economic 
situation over there, they are in dire need of help. So I can’t under- 
stand why they wouldn’t want to cooperate fully to get that nor- 
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malization, to follow what the roadmap came out with and said, to 
do this, and do that, and let's go— let’s start doing this. 

The Chairman. I agree, and I suppose that’s the test, and that’s 
what’s going to make the next month very interesting, because it is 
all on the line. The Select Committee is watching, you are watch- 
ing, they have a need, we have a need, and hopefully that will help 
all of us to resolve this. 

Mr. Andry. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of DAV I would also like to 
say we gave 58,000 lives over there,, and some 2,200 to 2,400 POW’s. 
And from our standpoint, we don’t think we should give them any- 
thing else. 

Senator Smith. Let me respond to this point just briefly. 1 know 
we are. ready to break for lunch here, and I will only take a 
minute. 

It may have been during our hearing yesterday, and I am not 
certain whether it was during, or just after or just before— accbri 
ing to the AP wires this morning. Ambassador Trinh Xuau Lang, 
Ambassador to the U.N. from Vietnam was quoted, quote “meeting 
the press’’. And it is very interesting what he says, and I think I 
want to read this in the record. 

Because of the fact that I believe there is just as much confusion 
as to just what the policy is by the Vietnamese, as there is on our 
side. And I am not sure we have a policy, whether it is to normal- 
ize or not to normalize. And I think— l am not sure what the policy 
is. And listen to this, if you can understand it and see what you 
think. 

Question, from the reporter: “What are you saying’’— to Ambas- 
sador Lang— “that it’s the U.S. side that’s stalling the conclusion of 
accounting for these discrepancy cases?’’ Ambassador: “As you 
know, the U.S. side put it in such a way that normalization of rela- 
tions between the two countries depends on the pace and the scope 
of the resolution of the MIA issue. On our side; we understand. We 
can’t understand that issue in a different way, that means the reso- 
lution of the MIA issues depends also on the pace and scope of the 
willin|ness of the American side to achieve normalization of rela- 
tions.’ Question: “Does that mean that you have information you 
are withholding?’’ “I don’t want to comment on that,’’ the Ambas- 
sador says. Question: “Does your Government have it within its 
power to resolve this issue quickly?’’— your government being the 
Vietnamese Government— “Yes, I can assure you.’’ Question: 
once your Government makes a decision to resolve this issue, it 
will he resolved?’’ Ambassador: “Yes, but it depends on the Ameri- 
can side, too.’’ Question: “The point is, your government has the in- 
formation and the material it needs?’’ Answer: “We are prepared 
to give full cooperation on the resolution of this issue— not condi- 
tional to the normalization of relations between the two countries. 
Whether you’re prepared to normalize or not, it doesn’t matter. Be- 
cause that’s a different issue.” Question: “So what you’re asking is, 
if the United States removed that prisoner issue as a condition to 
normalization?” Answer: “Yes, because they said that the pace and 
scope of normalization depends on the resolution of the MLA issue. 
So we understand that normalization of relations depends on the 
resolution of the MIA issue.” Question: “In other words, you’re 
saying that if this was removed as a condition, regardless of wheth- 
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er relations were normalized, your Government would cooperate?” 
“Yes, on our side.” 

It sounds to me like a hamster in a wheel. 

The Chairman. It sounded like Pogo. 

Senator Smith. So I just am not sure that the Vietnamese under- 
stand. And this is a policy matter that we all may have some dis- 
agreements on, probably not the scope of this Committee. But to 
me, it ought to be made clear. I agree with Mr. Andry, that we 
gave 58,000 lives. You want business, and yOu want aid, and you 
want trade, and you want normalization, then cough up the infor- 
mation you have, and all of the information. When you get it here 
on the table— and I say it to the Vietnamese who are sitting here— 
when you give us that information, we’ll talk. 

The Chairman. We are going to break for lunch. 

[Applause.] 

The Chairman. We will be back at 2:15 p.m., and we stand in 
recess until then. 

[Whereupon, at 1:25 p.m., the committee recessed until 2:15 p.m.] 



AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Chairman. The Select Committee on POW/MIA will come 
to order. 

This afternoon we have several panels; a panel divided within a 
panel and two separate panels. The firet panel will be the Families' 
Perspective. And we will have two different groupings in order to 
have testimony on the families perspectives. 

I would like to thank all of the members of the families who 
have been here, as they have been through so many of these hear- 
ings for such a long period of time. And I appreciate enormously 
both their patience as well as their extraordinary understanding of 
the difficulties that we faced over the course of this time. 

At the end of the morning session, Senator Smith read a com- 
ment that had been made yesterday by the Ambassador to the 
U.N. from Vietnam, Ambassador Trinh Lang. And it obviously cre- 
ated some concern with the Committee yesterday when we first 
heard it. : 

I said to the reporter yesterday, we were going to_try to find out 
exactly what it meant. And the Ambassador has submitted a state- 
ment which I will just very quickly read. He said: ‘T wish to take 
this opportunity to reiterate that for Vietnam the MIA issue is a 
purely humanitarian one. We have never considered it a political 
issue. We have never considered the resolution of this issue condi- 
tional to the normalization of relations between Vietnam and the 
United States. V^ether there is normalization of relations or not, 
we will continue to extend full cooperation to the United States in 
resolving this issue. We fully understand the sentiments of the 
American people about this matter. Vietnam has time and again 
stated, and I would like to solemnlv state here today, that there 
are no living American prisoners of war in Vietnam. As we have 
stated before, we are ready and willing to extend to full cwpera- 
tion and assistance to any MIA family wishing to come to Vietnam 
to discuss the case of their missing loved one with officials of our 
government and to conduct their own investigation. I wish to clari- 
fy my response to several questions put to me by a reporter yester- 
day. I was asked if I thought the U.o. side was stalling the conclu- 
sion of accounting for the discrepancy cases. In answering that 
question, I stated that for the U.S. side normalization of relations 
depends on the pace and scope of the resolution of the MIA issue. 
That is the U.S. position. But it is not the Vietnamese position. We 
do not link humanitarian issues with political issues. My govern- 
ment will continue to provide full cooperation on the matter of 
American MIA’s without regard to normalization. As a practical 
matter, however, it is our view that normalization of relations 
would assist in the resolution of this matter. I was also asked if we 
( 311 ) 
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had it within dur power to resolve this issue quickly. My answer 
was in the affirmative; that is, we believe this issue can be resolved 
most quickly given continued full cooperation between the United 
States and Vietnam." 

So that will be, or is now, a part of the record, And the Ambassa- 
dor has asked me to say to any Members of the Committee that he 
is available here to meet with them if they have any further 
follow-up questions regarding this issue or would like to put to him 
any of the issues that were raised in the course of the morning ses- 
sion. And I would, obviously, submit that the Committee has really 
already laid out some of those concerns that came from the morn- 
ing panel. And I think it would be well for the Ambassador to per- 
haps pass those on to his government and to express the concern of 
the Committee with those issues. 

Ann Mills Griffiths, thank you very much for joining us this 
mternoon. We welcome your testimony. You, obviously, have had a 
long affiliation with this. And we appreciate your coming here to 
share your thoughts with us. 

Ms. Griffiths. Thank you. Thank you. 

STATEMENT OF ANN MILLS GRIFFITHS, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
NATIONAL LEAGUE OF FAMILIES 

M^ Griffiths. Mr. Chairman, Senator Smith, and Members of 
0 ^ pleased to be here today representing the 

o,o22 POW/MIA relatives currently who comprise the National 
League of Families of American Prironers and_Missing in South- 
east Asia. Since inception in 1970, the'ljeague has focused solely on 
achieving our threefold^objective. 

The Chairman. Pull the mike down a tiny bit and a little closer. 
Thanks. 

that objective is the return of all prisoners, 
f ^ ,, possible accounting for the missing and the repatriation 

ot all recoverable remains of those who served our Nation in ^uth- 
east Asia. 

In the interest of time, I would request that the full text of may 
statement and some other materials that I think the Committee 
would have interest in be included in the record. ITiey are just fac- 

The Chairman. Without objection, so ordered. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Griffiths follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Ann Mills Griffiths 


HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 

Since founded in 1970, the National League of Families League has dealt with five 
su^ive administratioiM. During the earlier years, we witnessed official lies and 
aeceit, as well as establishment of commissions or committees to get us off their 

dKlarations that 

our relatives were dead, based upon presumption rather than evidence, and cringed 
WWte House “u®** findings while we demonstrated in front of the 

In 1981, aOer years of impatience and frustration, we began to see that President 
to tiy to rectify what was an outrage. The 
President, the Vice President, Secretaries of Defense and State, National Security 
Advisors and others in government began to make megor addresses on the issue, 
mMt of which were not covered by the national media. A strategy was developed 
and approved, and policy level negotiations were initiated with Vietnam and Laos 
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on POW/MIA. The administration raised the issue with the Soviet Union, PRC, the 
ASEAN countries and all western diplomatic missions in Hanoi. 

The POW/MIA Interagency Group became truly functional as a policy-making 
body, rather than a token gesture to appease the families. Though scheduled ^lor 
phase-out in the late 1970’8, the Defense Intelligence Agency’s special POW/MIA 
office was upgraded and manpower increased threefold, including a special team 
formed and permanently stationed in Southeast Asia to investigate reported first- 
hand sightings of Americans. The Joint Casualty Resolution Center and the Central 
Identification Laboratory were similarly upgraded, . r j 

Throughout this period, the families were encouraged, not because we believed 
government efforts were perfect, but because we could then channel at least most of 
our energy on one front, not two. We could support a real strategy and focus our 
sights and actions on those who still hold the answers, or the ability to obtain them, 
the Indochinese governments. We've come a long way since the end of the Vietnam 

War, overcoming obstacles which often seemed insurmountable. n l u 

The partnership and priorities that evolved were endoised by President Bush who 
was directly involved and supportive during the Reagan /Bush years. President Bush 
reappointed General Vessey as POW/MIA emissary to Hanoi to cimtinue the priori- 
ty effort. Does this mean that the process always runs smoothly? Of course not, but 
the league helps correct the problems, and responsible over-sight by Congress has 
been and is our staunch ally. , . . . j • oi^ 

The difference from the past is that the process has integrity an^d priority. Slow as 
it is for all of us, progress is being made. The U.S. POW/MIA Office in Hanoi offers 
great potential. We are again encouraged, not by false promises, speculation or 
wishful thinking, but by the knowledge that individuals of dedication, skill and pro- 
fessionalism are undertaking this mission on our behalf. If they receive serious coop- 
eration, they will succeed. The expanded agreements with Laos, if fully implement- 
ed, also ofier significant potential. 


COUNTERING THE NEGATIVE 

Greater challenges lie ahead, ranging from public education on the basic facUlif 
the488ue to current domestic and international factors which, if ignored, could lead 
us back to where we began. The priority in place since 1982 has subjected the issue, 
the families and the American people to unscrupulous activities: Self-appoimed 
pied-pipers have led some into the caverns of endless exploitation. Our own ofnce 
was mrcibly taken over by a Vietnam veteran whom, the Select Committee called to 
testify, and the League has been sued for allegedly interfering with his fundraising 
efforts by speaking the truth. ■ . • u <• j 

Eight congressional and executive branch investigations or inquiries have lound 
no basis to support charges of conspiracy, cover-up, manipulation or malfeasance by 
those responsible for developing and implementing the U.S. Government s priority 
and policy. Each such requirement squandered valuable assets and resources, which 
should have been focused fully on resolving the issue, and brought domestic divisive- 
ness rather than results. .• 

New organizations, many professing to be acting for the families, claim that this 
issue can M resolved easily, but offer no viable alternative to currwt policy, nor has 
any family’s uncertainty b«n ended as a result of their efforts. Self-dwcribw pri- 
vate experts and "investigators," who probably should themselves be investigated, 
mislead the public and subject POW/MIA families to emotional exploitation. Sensa- 
tional books, Hollywood films and purportedly factual documentaries on national 
networks take the money and run. And, much of the media, touting banner head- 
lines, neglect to seek the basic facts. . . j 

Some newly involved visitors to Hanoi become instant .experts, advocate improved 
relations based on their perceptions of an allegedly reformist Vietnamese leader- 
ship, and imply that the issue is irrelevant, our own fault or trumped up vindictive- 
ly as an ob^cle to normalization of relations. 

THE FACTS 

The League strongly believes that the families, the American people and the Con- 
gress must have the courage to deal only in facts. The facts are . . first, that dis- 
crepancies exist; Americans known to have been alive in captivity have not yet re- 
turned alive or dead. Second, unfettered, immediate access is required to serious y 
investigate live-sighting reports which I am doubtful that the Vietnamese would 
ever provide and should be the subject of serious oversight. Third, several hundred 
Americans can be accounted for rapidly if the Vietnamese leadership decidw on a 
path of full and open cooperation, to include repatriation of remains being held, (i 
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shoyld note that our forensics experts can distinguish between remains stored for a 
long period, those buried, buried and stored, etc.) Fourth, real access, rather than 
rhetorical claims of openness, is required to obtain answers from archival records 
- research, Fifth, nearly 85 percent of the 528 Americans missing in Laos and almost 
90 percent of the 83 unaccounted for in Cambodia were lost in areas controlled by 
Vietnamese forces during the war; Vietnam can and must provide historical data to 
assist in accounting for them. This credible information is available to the Commit- 
tee in the Defense Intelligence Agency. 

Building steadily since 1981, the U.S. Government has an impressive record of 
dedicated effort to resolve the issue, Does the process always fqnction smoothly, or 
as rapidly as we all desire? No.! It is often slower than I believe necessary and 
nearly always more frustrating. Internal disagreements are most often based on di- 
vergent views concerning strategy or the relative knowledge base of newly involved 
officials. In that sense, the process is useful in that all serious proposals are consid- 
ered and new officials become educated. 

The real measure— results— d^nds on those who control the territory and the 
answers. Serious responses- to U.S. initiatives by Hanoi, Vientiane and Phnom Penh 
could rapidly achieve the fullest possible accounting for missing Americans; The 
lack of greater results is simply not due to lack of priority, effort, resources or dedi- 
cation by the U.S. 

VIETNAM: THE CHALLENGES 

Some in the U.S. business community and even in the Congress are lobbying hard 
for unilaterally lifting the U.S. economic embargo on Vietnam. What would this 
mean for leverage to achieve U.S. objectives? Now that international agreement has 
been reached on the Cambodia settlement, how will it impact on U.S. efforts to re- 
solve the POW/MIA issue? Will Vietnam finally see it in their interest to come for- 
ward fully, or are they waiting for splits to develop and histoiw to repeat itself? 

Current U.S. policy, smiported by the League, was conveyed to the Vietnamese on 
April 9th of this year. Within this "roadmap” to improved US/SRV relations are 
conditions related to in^lementing the Cambodia settlement agreement and recipro- 
cal steps the U.S. is prep8med.to take in response to specific Vietnamese actions to 
jesolve the POWVMIA issue as fully and rapidly as possible. 

On October 23rd, Skreta^ of State Bakar announced that the U.S. would imme- 
diately lift the 25-mile restriction on Vietnamese diplomats accredited to the United 
Nations in New York and take steps to change trade embargo rules to permit US- 
organized travel to Vietnam by individuals and groups. Most importantly. Secretary 
Baker propo^ that talks tepn in New York concerning the issues and modalities 
associated with normalization of diplomatic relations between the U.S. and Viet- 
nam. 

These reciprocal steps were to be taken at the time of the signing of the Cambodia 
settlement agreement and with concrete evidence that specific POW/MIA steps are 
bein^ implemented. Reciprocity by the U.S. appears to have been geared primarily 
to Vietnamese cooperation on the Cambodia settlement; facts demonstrate that the 
POW/MIA criteria had not been met Nevertheless, the League welcomes and 
strongly supporte Secretary Baker's clarification that the pace and scope of discus- 
sions on normalization will "be governed by” Vietnam’s cooperation on POW/MIA. 
This position must be held in subsequent phases of the roadmap or I believe any 
domestic consensus will be impossible. 

In this context, it is important to understand that Vietnam has neither accepted 
nor rejected the roadmap. In view of the specific POW/MIA conditions in the road- 
map, agreed to on an interagency basis, it is imperative that any further movement 
toward normalization of relations be closely monitored to ensure full compliance 
with stated criteria. Despite Hanoi’s unwillingness to commit their government to 
implementing POW/MIA criteria in the roadmap, concrete Vietnamese actions are 
crucial to achieving U.S. objectives on the issue, and U.S. leverage has never been 
higher. 

In our view, given Vietnam’s negotiating history, reciprocity, rather than provid- 
ing incentive in advance, is the key to obtaining Vietnam’s cooperation on this 
issue. Promises have been made before, and broKsn. Early last month. General 
Vessey obtained agreements which simply reinforced earlier Vietnamese commit- 
ments. The primary difference was the ^litical environment surrounding our visit. 
Hopefully, coming from premier Vo Van Kiet, Vietnam’s promises this time will be 
implemented. If my comments appear skeptical, that is because history has taught 
the families that promises can be very hollow, and high level meetings are only 
that, unless there are measurable results. And, similarly, the U.S. cannot rely on 
Vietnamese assertions. 
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U.S. expectations on accountability are based on reliable DIA data and scientific 
evidence from the CILHI, reinforced by information obtained through the joint in- 
vestigation process. Despite Vietnamese assertions to the contrary, there is simply 
no question that hundreds of Americans could rapidly be accounted for if Hanoi 
makes the decision to cooperate fully. Any softening of these basic facts could skew 
Hanoi's long-standing perceptions as to what the U.S, expects to achieve in terms of 
accountability, _ ^ 

Since the roadmap was provided to Vietnam in April of this year, not a single 
American has been accounted for as a result of US/SRV efforts. Thus, the impor- 
tance of provisions in the roadmap which help ensure that there will be no further 
misunderstanding as to what is required to effect the pace and scope of improve- 
ments in our bilateral relations. The necessity now is to ensure that both govern- 
ments implement the roadmap with integrity. A renewed opportunity exists with 
the recently established U.S. POW/MIA Office in Hanoi, particularly regarding 
access to important records and documents which can facilitate results. It is our sin- 
cere hope that Vietnam will make the decision to respond fully, and soon. 

UOS: WHERE WE STAND 

The level of POW/MIA cooperation with Laos has continued to increase over the 
past several years; however, further expansion is required. This past year, joint ac- 
tivities have taken place more frequently than ever before, into several areas which 
were inaccessible during earlier years. Recognizing that nearly 85 percent of the 528 
American losses occurrwl in areas of Laos controlled by Vietnamese forces during 
the war does not negate the need for greater effort to account for those missing in 
Laos, especially the discrepancy cases of Americans known at one time to be alive in 
Lao control. 

Encouraging developments have included first-ever investigations, as yet inconclu- 
sive, into such last known alive cases. Despite limitations in terms of resources and 
personnel, the Lao Government reacted swiftly to unplanned requirements, such as 
investigating the photo incidents. Particularly helpful was their successful effort to 
locate and make available the individual depicted in the photo identified by the 
-Borah family as their missing relative. Subsequent Lao agreement to a similar in- 
vestigation on the photo identified by family members as Capt. Donald Carr,-USA, 
is also a- welcome development. In view of these unplanned interruptions to the 
agreed schedule, it is significant that two additional field operations are to be con- 
ducted before the end of this year. 

Statistics regarding joint US/Lao POW/MIA bilateral efforts reveal that field op- 
erations are the primary means for obtaining results. There is no evidence that the 
Lao Government had a systematic program for collecting and storing information 
and remains. While there is no guarantee that further US/Lao activities will be suc- 
cessful, 43 of the 48 Americans previously missing in Laos were accounted for 
through cooperative field operations, while only five in Vietnam have been so re- 
solv^ . . . , 

Accounting for most of the Americans missing in Laos will require Vietnam s co- 
operation to provide records and documents pertaining to incidents which occurred 
in areas their forces controlled during the war. Until such data is provided, field 
operations would be much more difficult and less successful; however, numerous 
crash sites are known to U.S. officials and can be pursued without awaiting Viet- 
nam’s provision of records. 

While bilateral relations with Laos have been strengthened through a broad 
range of cooperation, efforts to resolve the POW/MIA issue remain an imiiortant 
element of the ever-improving relationship. Ezp^ded cooperation, to include more 
frequent field activities, will undoubtedly require further U.S. assistance to aug- 
ment Lao personnel and resources dedicated to the effort. If such is required, the 
UB. shoula willingly provide appropriate assistance to facilitate the joint effort 

CAMBODIA: A BEGINNING 

After years during which no positive reaction to the League’s 1987 provision of 
narrative case files on all Americans missing in Cambodia was received, Phnom 
Penh authorities have recently begun cooperation. The steps thus far have been en- 
couraging. l^eir prompt response and cooperation in investigating photographs 
identified by family members as their missing relatives was welcome and appreciat- 
ed. 

On a more comprehensive scale, it is our hope that a process similar to that un- 
derway with Laos can be undertaken. As with those missing in Laos, relevant 
xecords and documents will be required of the Vietnamese since nearly 90 percent of 
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the 83 Americans unaccounted for in Cambodia were lost in areas under Vietnam- 
ese control during the war; 

After waiting for any signal of willingness from Phnom Penh to pursue resolution 
of the American losses in Cambodia, it is reassuring to the POW/MIA families di- 
rectly affected to witness these recent positive steps. 

CONCLUSION 

Confirming the fates of America’s POW/MIA's is obviously the highest priority of 
all involved, especially the families. Nevertheless, we do not believe such confirma- 
tion should be pursued in isolation. While the League’s position is that POW/MIA's 
are still alive, we recojgnize that unilateral Vietnamese repatriations of remains 
impact directly on the live POW issue. If remains returned are identified as those of 
an American last known alive in captivity, the number who may still be alive de- 
creases accordingly. The League has long maintained that all avenues to account for 
our missing loved ones are complimentary, not mutually exclusive. 

These are the important questions on which efforts should be focused. Historical 
perspectives can be written after the issue is resolved. The League advocates and 
deeply appreciates responsible Congressional oversight of efforts to resolve this 
issue. There should, however, be no further squandering of time and energies chas- 
ing privately generated illusions or investigating repeatedly disproven accusations 
of conspiracy and coverup. 

The opportunity which now exists will not come again, nor will it continue indefi- 
nitely. We urge all who are striving to account for America’s POW’s and MIA’s, our 
missing relatives, to understand this reality. The conspiracy and cover-up crowd 
must not be permitted to continue to erode the confidence of the American body 
politic, nor must naivete or unfounded assertions, public or private, be permitted to 
destroy the basic facts of the issue. 

The vast mruority of the POW/MIA families are realistic; we don't expect mir- 
acles, We expect seriousness by our own government, executive and legislative 
branches, rather than spontaneous reaction to the squeaky wheel or the latest edito- 
rial. We expect adherence to established policy and implementation with integrity, 
not comrnents from unnam^ "senior officials’^ which dismiss facts and principle in 
the perceived interest of political or economic advantaged 

The road to resolving this issue has been difficult and bumpy, but productive in 
many respects. Family members who have received answers which ended far too 
many years of uncertainty recognize the value of our collective efforts. While much 
remains to be dorie, there is reason for optimism that cooperation will increase and 

K ter results will be achieved through the government-to^overnment process, as 
as the U.S. (^vemment proceeds with integrity. Vietnamese responsiveness is 
only predictable in that context We ask the Congress- to continue its important 
oversight, as will the Lea^e. , 

In conclusion, we would only hope that the Committee, through their efforts, will 
settle on the body of facts that we know to be true and ensure that Administration 
policy adhere to their public statements to follow the roadmap to achieve the an- 
swers. By doing so, 1 believe you can find the "one” within all of us who are seeking 
the end to uncertainty on this issue. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I look forward to your questions and those of the Com- 
mittee Members. 
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CHRONOLOGICAL LISTING OF INVESTIGATIONS PERFORMED REGARDING ALLEGATIONS OF 
USG CONSPIRACY AND COVRRUP ON THE POW/MIA ISSUE 

1) 1982-83— Inspector General 

2) 1984-Hou8e POW/MIA Task Force 

3) 1984-85— Inspector General; ordered by General John Vessey, Jr,, while serving 
as Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

4) 1985— House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 

5) 1985— Internal DIA Review— Analytical review, i.e, analysts from other oper- 
ations of the Defense Intelligence Agency reviewed the operations of the POW/MIA 
Division. 

61 1986— DIA Internal Review 

7) 1987— Tighe Senior Review Group— LTG Eu^ne Tighe, USAF-Ret., former Di- 
rector, DIA, with selected ranking, respected individuals as members of the group. 

8) 1991— DOD Inquiry; ordered by Secretary of Defense Cheney. 



All of the above investigations concluded that there was no basis to the allega- 
tions of a government conspiracy or coverup on the POW/MIA issue, It should be 
noted that in addition to the above, the POW/MIA special office of the Defense In- 
telligence Agency is under constant supervision by the House and Senate Select 
Committee's on Intelligence as well as the House POW/MIA Task Force, 




99th Congress 

Isi Session 


Report 99-260 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES part I 


RESOLUTION OF INQUIRY CONCERNING AMERICAN 
PRISONERS OF WAR IN SOUTHEAST ASIA 


September 10, 1985. — Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Hamilton, from the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, submitted the following 


ADVERSE REPORT 


[To accompany H. Res. 226 which on July 17, 1985 was referred jointly to the 
Committees on Armed Services and Intelligence] 

The Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 226) directing the Swretary of Defense to furnish certain Information 
to the House of Representatives relating to American prisoners of war in Southeast 
Asia, having considered the same, report unfavorably thereon and recommend that 
the resolution do not pass. 


COMMITTEE ACTION 

On July 17, 1985, House Resolution 226 was introduced by the Honorable William 
M. Hendon and refen^ jointly to the Committee on Armed Services and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence. The resolution directs the Secretary of 
Defense to furnish to the House, not later than ten days following adoption of the 
resolution, full and complete information regarding ail Defense Intelligence Agency 
case files and analyses concerning reports of live Americans in Southeast Asia from 
March 23, 1977 to the date of the adoption of the resolution. 

Upon the introduction of the resolution, the Committee staff was directed to meet 
with appropriate officials of the Defense Intelligence Agency to assess the manning, 
funding, methodology, and operations of the DIA’s POW/MIA Division. The Com- 
inittee st^ was also tasked to assess the professionalism and quality of the Divi- 
sion’s finished analyses of POW/MIA-related intelligence. In particular, the staff ex- 
amined a representative sampling of POW/MIA "live-sighting" files. Finally, the 
staff examined DIA security procedures and practices in responding to Congression- 
al requests for information concerning POW/MIA matters. 

At his request, the staff also met with the sponsor of the resolution, Mr. Hendon, 
to receive his evaluation of DIA’s performance and capabilities with regard to live- 
sighting cases. Finally, the staff met with the Honorable Gerald B.H. Solomon, 
Chairman of the Task Force on American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia. 

On September 5, the Committee conducted a hearing in executive session to hear 
from officials of the Defense Intelligence Agency, from the Honorable Stephen J. 
Solarz, Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Subrammittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs, 
froni the Honorable Gerald B.H. Solomon, a member of the Subcommittee and the 
Chairman of the Task Force, and from the Honorable Ber\jamin A. Gilman, Vice 
Chairman and formerly Chairman of the Task Force. After hearing the testimony of 
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these witnesses and their responses to Members’ questions, the Committee ordered 
the resolution reported adversely. 


BACKGROUND 

The Committee’s understanding of the concern which underlies the introduction 
of House Resolution 226 is that free and convenient access by any Member of the 
House to the files of the DIA live sightings of POW’s and MlA’s in Southeast Asia 
convince Members of the House that there were Americans being held prisoner in 
Southeast Asia and Mrsuade them there was an institutional bias at DIA against 
accepting this fact. The method for achieving these ends would be to require the 
transfer of DIA's live-sighting files to the House. In so long, the resolution would 
bypass the mechanism of the Task Force and its sponsor, the Subcommittee on 
^ian and Pacific Affairs, together with the security procedures and working rela- 
tionship that those bodies had developed with the DIA for the oversight and review 
of DIA activities. 

The Committee reviewed in detail the role of the Task Force on American Prison- 
ers and Missing in Southeast Asia. The Task Force, as indicated above, operates 
under the aegis of the Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee. The Task Force has the principle responsibility for overseeing 
the work of the intelligence community in handling POW/MIA cases— work for 
which the DIA is the lead agency. The Task Force is made up of interested members 
of the Foreign Affairs and of any other Members of the House interested in the 
roW/MIA issue. 

The Task Force may review the file of any POW/MIA case and question DIA offi- 
cials concerning it. Hearing and subpena power are held by the Subcommittee, 
which sponsors regular heanngs on POW/MIA developments and frequent and thor- 
ough examination by the Task Force of DIA files. In addition, the Task Force 
promptly investigates all alWations and issues concerning POW/MIA matters as 
they arise. For iiutance, the 'Task Force in 1984 investigate the claim of the spon- 
sor of the resolution, Mr. Hendon, that there had been a cover-up of information of 
live, prisoners in Southeast Asia. 'That review covered some 80 case files cited by Mr. 
Hendon. The conclusion of the Task Force was that there had been no government 
coverup. The Task Force also said that it "generally satisfied that all options avail- 
able to DIA were exercised’’ in the cases which it reviewed. The Task Force also 
made suggestions for improvements in DIA capabilities and practices. These recom- 
mendations were adopted. 

DIA testimony and that of the Congressional witnesses established that the policy 
of the administration assumes at least some Americans are still held captive in 
Southeast Asia. Intelligence collection priorities and DIA resource allocations are 
the highest ever assigned to the POW/MIA topic. DIA efforts are directed at impar- 
tial assessments of live-sighting cases based on a full range of intelligence collection 
activities. DIA’s POW/MIA Division personnel, most of whom are Vietnam veter- 
ans, thoroughly investigate and cross reference each report. No live-sighting case is 
closed, regardless of its classification as resolved or unresolved. 

It is the policy of the DIA to respond to the request of any Member of the House 
for information on POW/MIA cases. DIA provides briefings and permits the review 
of materials under circumstances which protect the classified intelligence informa- 
tion from which they are derived. All the Congressional witnesses stated unequivo- 
cally that DIA had responded fully and without excrotion to all requests from the 
Task Force and Subcommittee for information on all n)W/MIA matters. It was also 
the testimony of these witnesses that the Subcommittee and the Task Force believed 
strongly in the need to protect classified intelligence files and conduct^ their pro- 
ceeding in a manner that ensured this end. At the same time, witnesses made clear 
that all cases where DIA believed there was unresolved live sightings were briefed 
not only to the Task Force and Subcommittee but also to the National League of 
Families of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia. 

The Committee was greatly impressed by the amount of work done by the Task 
Force, particularly its operational philosophy of leaving no stone unturned in its 
review of POW/MIA matters and its unequivocal rejection of suggestions that there 
had been a cover-up within the Administration or DIA of credible information about 
Americans held prisoner in Southeast Asia. Either the Subcommittee or the Task 
Force have eooducted a total of 41 hearings with 101 witnesses, producing 2,409 
pages of testimony on POW/MIA matters, since the fall of Vietnam and Laos and 
Cambodia. The Committee believes that the work of the Task Force, which is large- 
ly unsung and often protracted, deserves the thanks of the House. 

In addition to making a very positive assessment about the diligence and effec- 
tiveness of Task Force oversight of DIA and intelligence community performance on 
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POW/MIA matters, the Committee also examined the alternate framework which 
would be established by the resolution of inquiry for Congressional review of POW/ 
MIA live-sighting cases, The Committee determined that the effect, of the resolution 
would be to bypass the Task Force and the Subcommittee, The resolution provided 
no security framework for the appropriate handling and storage of DIA files. The 
Committee considers this deficiency to be a significant one, POW/MIA cases in- 
volves not only legitimately classified intelligence information but information af- 
fecting the privacy of the families of those who are unaccounted for in Southeast 
Asia. Such information requires rigorous systematic protection. 

The Committee’s review convinced Members that both the Task Force and the 
Subcommittee conduct careful and adequate oversight of POW/MIA matters. The 
Committee's examination, its regular review of DIA activities, and the Task Force’s 
judgment on DIA performance on POW/MIA matters convinces the Committee that 
DIA performs unbiased, professional, and thorough analyses of POW/MIA live- 
sighting cases. Finally, the Committee concluded that the alternative offered by the 
resolution of inquiry ^ed important security problems and a lack of guidance for 
House review of POW/MIA live-sighting files. In view of these conclusions, the Com- 
mittee voted to report H. Res. 226 adversely. 

COMMITTEE POSITION 

On September 5, 1985, the Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, a quorum 
being present, ordered the resolution reported advereely by voice vote. 

OVERSIGHT ONDINGS 

With resjpect to clause 2(1X3XA) of rule XI of the House of Representatives, the 
Committee s findings and recommendations concerning House Riwolution 226 are 
contained in the body of this report. 

FISCAL YEAR COST PROJECTIONS 

With respect to clause 2(1X3XA) of rule XI of the House of Representatives and 
swtion 308(a) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1874, this resolution does not pro- 
vide new budget authority or tai^expeaditures. " 

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTIMATE 

With respect to clause 2(1X3XA) of rule XI of the House of Representatives the 
Committee has received no report from the Congressional Budget Office. 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 

With resf^t to clause 2(1K8XA) of rule XI of the House of Representatives the 
Committee has not received a report from the Committee on Government Oper- 
ations pertaining to the subject of this resolution. 
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Defense Intelligence Agency, 

Washington, DC, 20301, ^ | ^ 

March 24, 1980. ^ ® 

Ms. Ann Mills Griffiths, 

Executive Director, 

Fonilies of American Prisonen and Missing in Southeast Asia, 

Washington. DC 20008. 

Dear Ms. Griffiths: This is in response to your letter of 19 February 1980 in 
which you expressed concern that Colonel Earl P. Hopper. Sr., AUS-Ret., was not 

K ied certain refugee reports he had requested for use in his son’s status review II # 

heanng, and asked that the reports be declassified. Unfortunately, this 
cannot be done. 

I believe it is very important to protect the intelligence contained in these reports 
^aiw of potential impact on the development of U.S. national policy toward the 
Socialist ^public of Vietnam; but, more so because their release at this time would 
provide the Vietnamese with a gauge of the extent and success of our intelligence 
effort in this matter and would enable the SRV to counter any future demarche our 
government might make concerning our unaccounted-for-personnel The Yen Bai 
sighting report fails under the same heading. I’m sure the League is probably equal- I ^ 

ly concerned that the disclosure of refugee reports on live sightings might have a 
disastrous effect on our mutual goal. 
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In closing, Ann, please know the Defense Intelligence Agency will continue its ef- 
forts to resolve every possible facet of our investigation of U.S. personnel unaccount- 
ed for in Southeast Asia. 

Sincerely, 

Eugene F. Tighe, Jr„ 
Lieutenant General. USAF; 

Director. 


Accompushments of the National League of POW/MIA Families 1982— Present 

^ Advocated the change of U.S, Government position on live prisoner issue from 
"no credible evidence’’ to "information available precludes ruling out the possibili- 
ty,’’ operating on the assumption that at least some Americans are still held. This 
led directly to increased intelligence assets, additional JCRC and CILHI personnel 
and resources, and upgraded priorities across the board on the issue. 

Set up first high level POW/MIA meeting since 1970'6 between U.S. and Vietnam- 
ese officials, facilitated high level dialogue with Lao officials; participated in all 
policy level POW/MIA delegations to Vietnam and all such critical missions to 

Provided Cambodian officials (for the first time) case file narratives of all Ameri- 
cans unaccounted for in Cambodia. 

Through the POW/MIA Interagency Group, participated in the drafting and de- 
velopment of official policy documents to ensure the issue was integrated into na- 
tional diplomatic, intelligence and economic policy. 

Led effort to initiate a mass mailing to refugees in the U.S. who were not 
screened for POW/MIA information during the 1970’s. 

Provided knowledge and continuity to ever-changing U,S. Government officials re- 
sponsible for POW/MIA policy and implementation, doing what was required to 
maintain factual and sustainable strata^. 

Recommended, pushed and secured adoption of free military transportation (CX)IN 
ASSIST), discontinued in- the -1970’6, for families to attend each League annual 
meeting. 

Consistently advocated primary next-of-kin (PNOK) rights to privacy and to deci- 
sion-making on matters affecting their individual case. 

Gained early Reagan Administration approval of full disclosure policy to primary 
next-of-kin (PNOK) on all information that pertains or may pertain to their missing 
relative; adopted into law, 1988. 

Led effort with military services to update family contact information, permitted 
to become completely out of date in the 1970’s, and obtain medical records and in- 
formation for CILHI (Central Identification Laboratory) to be used for comparison 
with anticipated remains repatriations through government-to-government efforts. 

Led effort to improve the review process for remains identification, including pri- 
vate (2nd opinion) consultant reviews, PNOK input and an Armed Forces Identifica- 
tion Review Board. 

Built a strong bipartisan Congressional coalition on POW/MIA. 

Recommend^ and gained acceptance for Defense Department publication of a 
POW/MIA FACT Book and a Next-of-Kin Newsletter to the families. 

Reviewed scores of POW/MIA case files at PNOK request; recommended count- 
less necessary follow-up actions on individual cases which were adoptd for imple- 
mentation, both internally and in negotiations with Laos and Vietnam. 

Advocated and gained approval to delay entombment of the Vietnam Unknown 
until all relevant medical records for comparison were present and remains could 
not be individually identified. 

Prepfared and proposed public awareness program on POW/MIA, based upon facts 
of the issue; subsequently adopted by the U.S. Government. 

Included ASEAN countries (Thailand, Malaysia, Indonesia, Singapore, Brunei and 
the Philippines) into relevant POW/MIA activities and elicited their support to in- 
tervene with Hanoi. 

Conceived and participated in countless major public awareness events that influ- 
enced Hanoi’s cooperation, from "Real People" in the early 1980’s, through each 
Recognition Day, this year with proclamations from all 50 States and thousands of 
League POW/MIA flags flying across the Nation and on ships at sea. 

Secured, with Senator Bob Dole, permanent display of the League’s POW/MIA 
flag at the U.S. Capitol Rotunda until the fullest possible accounting is achieved; 
sought and obtained approval for flying the League’s POW/MIA flag over the White 
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House, Departments of State, Defense and Veterans Affairs, the Selective Service 
Headquarters and the National Vietnam Veterans Memorial on Recognition Day. 

Launched national campaign to counter misinformation which was discrediting 
the seriousness of the POW/MIA issue and serving as the basis for fraudulent fund- 
raising. 


High Level U.S, Government Commitment to the POW/MIA Issue* 

(CHRONOLOGICAL— COPIES AVAIUBLE UPON REQUEST) 

October, 1991 

Secretary James Baker, Secretary of State, Signing of the Canabodian Settlement 
Agreement— Paris 

September, 1991 

Secretary Richard Cheney, Secretary of Defense, National POW/MIA Recognition 
Day 

July, 1991 

President Bush, Letter to the POW/MIA Families, 22nd Annual Meeting, Nation- 
al League of Families 

SecretaiT Richard Cheney, Secretary of Defense, 22nd Annual Meeting, National 
League of families 

General John W. Vessey, Jr., Presidential Emissary to Hanoi for POW/MIA Af- 
fairs, 22nd Annual Meeting, National League of Families 
Honorable Bob Kimmitt, Under Secretary of State, 22nd Annual Meeting, Nation- 
al League of Families 

December, 1990 

President Bush, Holiday letter to the POW/MIA Families 
November, 1990 

Secretary RichanL Cheney, Secretary of Defense, Veterans Day Ceremony 
August, 1990 

President Bush, National Convention, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
July, 1990 

Secretary Paul Wolfowitz, Under Secretary of Defense, 2l8t Annual Meeting, Na- 
tional League of Families 

General John W. Vessey, Jr., Presidential POW/MIA Emissary to Hanoi, 21st 
Annual Meeting, National Lea^e of Families 
Secretary Robert Kimmitt, Under Secretaiy of State, 2l8t Annual Meeting, Na- 
tional Lea^e of Families 

Vice President Quayle, 2l8t Annual Meeting, National League of Families 
May, 1990 

Vice President Quayle, Memorial Day Ceremony, Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, 
Arlington National Cemetery 

December, 1989 

President Bush, Holiday Letter to the POW/MIA Families 
November, 1989 

President Bush, Texas Vietnam Veterans Memorial, Veterans Day 
BGEN Colin Powell, USA, Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff, Arlington Cemetery, 
Veterans Day 

September, 1989 

Secretary Richard Cheney, Secretary of Defense, National POW/MIA Recognition 

D^ 

General John W. Vessey, Jr., Presidential POW/MIA Emissary, West Point Acad- 
emy, National POW/MIA Rect^ition Day 

July, 1989 

Secretary Richard Cheney, Secretary of Defense, 20th Annual Meeting of the Na- 
tional League of Families 

Secretary Manuel Lman, Secretary of the Interior, National Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial/20th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
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President Bush, 20th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
General John W. Vessey, Jr., Presidential Emissary to Hanoi for POW/MIA Af- 
fairs, 20th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
Secretary Edward Derwinski. Secretary for Veterans Affairs, 20th Annual Meet- 
ing of the National League of Families 

March. 1989 

President Bush. Dedication of the League POW/MIA Hag in the Capitol Rotunda, 
(letter) 

January, 1989 

President Bush. Inaugural Address 
December, 1988 

President Reagan, Holiday letter to the POW/MIA Families 
November, 1988 

President Reagan, Veterans Day Ceremony, Vietnam Veterans Memorial 
September, 1988 

Vice President Bush, National POW/MIA Recognition Day 
^cretary Frank Carlucci, Department of Defense, National POW/MIA Recogni- 
tion Day 
July, 1988 

Vice President Bush, 19th Annual Meeting (letter). National League of Families 
General John W. Vessey, Jr., Presidential POW/MIA Emissary to Hanoi, 19th 
Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
President Reagan, 19th Annual Meeting, National League of Families 

December, 1987 

President Reagan, Holiday letter to the POW/MIA Families 

September, 1987 ^ ~ 

Secretary Casper Weinberger, Department of Defense, National POW/MIA Recog- 
nition Day ' 

July, 1987 

President Reagan, 18th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
(letter) 

Secretary George Schultz, Department of State, 18th Annual Meeting of the Na- 
tional League of Families 

LTG Colin Power, USA, National Security Council, 18th Annual Meeting of the 
National League of Families 

Secretary Casper Weinberger, National League of Families (letter) 

December, 1986 

President Reagan, Holiday letter to the POW/MIA Families 
July, 1986 

President Reagan, 17th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families (radio 
broadcast) 

Admiral William J. Crowe, Jr., Joint Chiefs of Staff, 17th Annual Meeting of the 
National Lo^e of Families 
December, 1985 

President Reagan, Holiday letter to the POW/MIA Families 
July. 1985 

Robert C. McFarlane, National Security Council, 16th Annual Meeting of the Na- 
tional League of Families 

Vice President Bush, 16th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
December, 1984 

President Reagan, Holiday letter to the families 
July, 1984 

President Reagan, National POW/MIA Recognition Day, The White House 
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May, 198J, 

President Reagan, Memorial Day honoring the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, 
Vietnam 

December, 198J 

President Reagan, Holiday letter to the POW/MIA families 
July, 198J . 

President Reagan, 14th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
(letter) 

Secretary George Schultz, 14th Annual Meeting of the National League of Fami- 
lies 

General John W. Vessey, Jr., Joint Chiefs of Staff, 14th Annual Meeting of thf 
National League of Families 

January, 1983 

Preisident Reagan, 13th Annual Meeting of the National League of Families 
Judge William P. Clark, National Security Council, 13th Annual Meeting of the 
National League of Families 

June, 1982 

Judge William P. Clark, National Security Council, Radio interview with WGN 
Chicago (Rick Rosenthal) 

•All of the above were conveyed publicly, in remarks, except as stipulated. 


Ann Mills Grifpithb 

Mrs. Ann Mills Griffiths serves as Executive Director of the National League of 
POW/MIA Families, a position held since 1978. The League, a charitable organiza- 
tion comprised of over 3,800 family members of rnissing American servicemen and 
civilians, is dedicated to' securing the return of all prisoners, the fullest possible ac- 
counting for the missing and the return of remains of those~who died in Southeast 
Asia. - 

Prior to taking the reins of the League's leadership, Mrs. Griffiths was a member 
of the League’s board of directors for 4 years, serving as legislative chairman. Since 
formed in 1980, she has played an active role in the U.S. Government’s POW/MIA 
Interagency Group, established to formulate policy to resolve this humanitarian 
issue. 

Her countless contacts with high level U.S. officials include meetings with Presi- 
dents Reagan and Bush, the Vice President, Secretaries of State and Defense and 
successive National Security Advisors. Mrs. Griffiths has had numerous meetings 
with senior officials of Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia and the countries of ASEAN. She 
was instrumental in facilitating high level negotiations between Vietnam and the 
United States in 1983 and has participated in U.S. Government policy-level POW/ 
MIA delegations to Hanoi since 1982. 

Acknowledged as expert on the POW/MIA issue, Mrs. Griffiths frequently meets 
with Memters of (^ngress, appears before Congressional committees, addresses na- 
tional and international audiences, participates in appropriate policy seminars, pub- 
lishes articles and newsletters and is a frequent spokesman on network and cable 
television news programs. 

Mrs. Griffiths has been instrumental in building the League from a small POW/ 
MIA family group into a nationally prominent, non-profit organization which influ- 
ences U.S. Government policy to resolve the humanitarian POW/MIA issue. In 
managing the League’s aHairs, Mrs. Griffiths, assisted by her staff, supervis^ 
League operations, a successful direct-mail program, and plans and implements the 
League’s yearly convention which includes the highest levels of the U.S. Govern- 
ment. With the assistance of her staff and over 40 volunteer League officials, Mrs. 
Griffiths also coordinates a nation-wide public awareness program on the issue. 

Mrs. Griffiths’ brother, Lt. Commander James B. Mills, USNR, has been missing 
since September 21, 1966, when his Navy F4 was lost on a night mission over North 
Vietnam. Born in Oklahoma, raised and educated in California, Mrs. Griffiths re- 
sides in the metropolitan Washington, DC area. 


• * 
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James B. Miu.s 

MISSING IN ACTION, SEPTEMBER 21. 1906. NORTH VIETNA.M 

Lt. Commander James B, Mills, USNR, was born August 31, U)40. He moved to 
California in 1946, finally settling in Bakersfield in 1964. 

Lt. Commander Mills graduated from Bakersfield High School where he compiled 
an excellent academic record, He participated in numerous extra-curricular activi- 
ties, served in successive student government positions and earned letters for 4 
years each in football, basketball and track, awarded as one of 20 outstanding sen- 
iors in a graduating class of over 800. Lt. Commander Mills attended Bakersfield 
College for 1 year before transferring to the University of California at Berkeley, 
where he mtyored in Business Administration, receiving his BA in 1963. 

After graduation, Lt, (^mmander Mills attended Naval Officers Candidate School 
at Newport, Rhode Island, pre-flight training at Pensacola, Florida, additional flight 
training at Glenco Naval Air Station in Georgia, Survival School in Florida, and 
completed training at Miramar Naval Air Station in San Diego, California. 

His first tour of duty was aboard the USS Midway as a Radar Intercept Officer on 
a Phantom F-4B, completing 148 missions over North Vietnam. Lt. Commander 
Mills was just beginning his second tour of duty aboard the USS Coral Sea when his 
plane disappeared about 20 miles north of the Demilitarized Zone between Thanh 
Hoa and Vinh, North Vietnam, on September 21, 1966. 

Lt. Commander Mills is the son of the late E.C. "Bus" Mill? and Lois P. Mills of 
Brea, California. His brother Bill, and family, reside in Texas, His sister Ann Mills 
Griffiths is serving her thirteenth year as Executive Director of the National 
League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia, a position 
hela by her father in 1974-75. His other sister, Judie Mills Taber, and family live in 
La Habra, California; she serves as Regional (Coordinator for the National League of 
Families. 


National League or Famiues of American Prisoners-and Missing in Southeast 
: Asia _ - 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The National League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast 
Asia was incorpora^ in the District of Columbia on May 28, 1970. Membership is 
comprised of the wives, children, parents and other close relatives of Americans who 
were or are listed as prisoners of war, missing in action, killed in action/body not 
recovered in Southeast Asia, and returned Vietnam POW’s. The League is a non- 
profit, non-partisan organization financed through contributions from the families, 
concerned citizens and organizations. The League’s sole purpose is to obtain the re- 
lease of all prisoners, the fullest possible accounting for the missing and the repatri- 
ation of all recoverable remains of those who died serving our Nation in Southeast 
Asia. 

The League ori^ated on the west coast in the late 1960s. The wife of a ranking 
POW, believing that the U.S. Government’s policy of keeping a low profile on the 
POW/MIA issue and encour^ng the families to refrain from publicly discussing 
the problem was unjustified, initiated a loosely organized movement which eventu- 
ally developed into ^e National League of Families. 

In October 1968, the first POW/MIA story was published. As a result of that pub- 
licity, the families b«^ communicating with each other. The group grew in 
strength from 50 to lOO, to 300, and kept growing. Small POW/MIA family groups 
flood^ the North Vietnamese del^ation in Paris with telegraphic inquiries regal- 
ing the prisoners and missing, the first major activity in which hundreds of families 
participated. 

Eventually, the necessity for formal incorporation was recognized. In May 1970, a 
special ADH(X1 meeting of families met in Washington DC, at which time the 
League’s charter and by-laws were drafted. 

A nine-member board of directors meets regularly to determine League policy and 
direction and is elected yearly by the membership which now stands at over 3,800. 
In addition, ten regional coordinators are responsible for activities in multi-state 
areas and state cooHinators are in most of the fifty states. 

The League’s national office is staffed by three full-time employees. The executive 
director, an MIA sister who is the organization's chief executive officer, is responsi- 
ble for management of the League and implementation of policies established by the 
membership and board of directors. 
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Articles of Incorporation of National League of Families of American 
Prisoners AND Missing IN Southeast Asia 

We, the undersigned natural persons of full age, do hereby associate ourselves as 
a non-profit corporation pursuant to the provisions of the District Columbia Non- 
profit Corporation Act and adopt the following articles of incorporation: 

article 1 

The corporation shall exist for so long as its purposes remain unfulfilled and its 
name is National League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing in South- 
east Asia (hereinafter referred to as "the League"). 

article II 

The purposes of the League are to assist all Americans who are missing or cap- 
ture in Southeast Asia and their families (1) by securing humane treatment in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of the 1949 Geneva Convention Relative to the 
Treatment of Prisoners of War and as recognized by general humanitarian stand- 
ards for those Americans captured in Southeast Asia; (2) by obtaining identification 
of dl those who are being held captive by the North Vietnamese, the Viet Cong, the 
Pathet Lao and any other hostile forces; (3) by obtaining proper medical care for all- 
(4) by making the American people and the people of the world aware of the uncon- 
scionable plight of those Americans who are missing or captured in Southeast Asia 
and their families; (5) by facilitating and promoting communication of information 
of mutual interest among all families of missing and captured Americans; (6) by fa- 
cilitating and developing activities with other private or public groups or organiza- 
tions Md governmental agencies which are working to achieve the same humanitar- 
ian objectives; (7) by maintaining and supporting the morale of all captured and 
inking Americans and their families; and above all (8) obtaining at the earliest pos- 
sible time the release of and a complete accounting for all captured or missine 
Americans in Southeast Asia. 

ARTICLE 111 

The League shall have such powers as are provided by bylaws and these articles - 
ot mcorporation, including the power to acquire, own and dispose of property and 
the power to do any lawful acts necessary or desirable for carrying out the League’s 
purposes. Notwithstanding any other provisions hereof the League shall not engage 
in any activitiw that are inconsistent with the qualification of the League as a char- 
itable, humanitarian, non-profit, non-partisan corporation exempt from federal 
mcome taxation in accordance with the provisions of Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
or My succor thereto, and no part of the net earnings of the League shall inure 
to the benefit of any private person. 


The I^e shall have such classes of members, with such voting rights, as may 
provided m the bylaws, shall set forth the manner of election and the qualifica- 
tiOM, rights and dutiM of members, including the mMner in which operating funds 
shall be obtained, Md shall provide for an annual meeting of the members. 

ARTICLE v 

^e affairs of the League shall be managed by a board of directors. The number 
of dir^rs Md the mMner of their appointment shall be set forth in the bylaws, 
except that the initial board of directors is named herein. 


ARTICLE vi 

The initml ho&rd of directors, who shall hold office until their successors are duly 
elected Md qualified in accordance with the bylaws, are as follows: 






$ 


Mrs. Donald C. Rander 

126 Honeysuckle Court #22 
Baltimore, Maryland 21222 

Mrs. James B. Stockdale 

547 "A" Avenue 

Coronado, California 92118 

Mrs. James Powers 

1121 Eastin Avenue #5 

Orlando, Florida 32804 

Mrs. Bobby G. Vinson 

2607 Childs Lane 

Alexandria, Virginia 22308 

Mrs. Stephen Hanson 

24112 Birdrock Drive 

El Toro, California 92680 

Mrs. Gordon M. Perisho 

Old Orchard Road 

Quincy, Illinois 62301 

Mrs. Robert C. Davis 

23 East Broad Street 

Box 365 

Burlington, New Jersey 

Mrs. Arthur Cormier 

12 Sunset Road 

Bay Shore, Long Island 

New York 

Mrs. Bruce Johnson 

138 Denver Street 

Salina, Kansas 

Colonel Edwin L. Brinkmann 

90 Country Club Drive 

Shalimar, Florida 32579 

Mrs. Kenneth North 

Box 136 

Wellfleet, Massachusetts 02667 

Mrs. Samuel Johnson 

3204 Greenbriar_Lane 

Pfanor Texas 75074 

Mrs. Arthur S. Mearns 

2376 Lyric Avenue 

Los Angeles, California 90027 

Mrs. James F. Egan 

Farview Drive 

Mountainside, New Jersey 07092 

Mrs. Jeremiah Denton 

3125 Watergate LMe 

Virginia Beach, Virginia 23452 



ARTICLE VII 

The initial bylaws shall be adopted by the initial board of directors. 


ARTICLE VIll 

The address of the initial registered office of the League is suite 512, 1025 Con- 
necticut Avenue, NW.. Washington, DC, 20036, and the initial registered agent at 
such office is Chiles W. Havens III. 

ARTICU IX 

The names and address of the incorporators are as follows: 

Ronald A. Jacks-1025 Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20036 

Charles W. Havens 111-4316 Windom Place, NW., Washington, DC 20016 

Maryanne K. Brocldey — 1100 22nd Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037 

ARTICLE X 

The members shall have the power to amend or repeal any provision of these arti- 
cles of incorporation or the bylaws, in the manner set forth in the bylaws and con- 
sistent with all appliohle laws and regulations. 
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ARTICLE XI 

First: No substantial part of the activities of the corporation shall be carrying on 
of propaganda, or otherwise attempting, to influence legislation, and the corporation 
shall not participate in, or intervene in any political campaign on behalf of any can- 
didate for public office, Notwithstanding any other provision of these articles, the 
corporation shall riot carry on any other activities not permitted to be carried on (a) 
by a corporation exempt from Federal income tax under section 501(c)(3) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954, or (b) by a corporation contributions to which are de- 
ductible under section 170(c)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 

Second; Upon the dissolution of the corporation, the Board of Directors shall, after 
paying or making provision for the payment of all of the liabilities of the corpora- 
tion, dispose of all the assets of the corporation exclusively for the purposes of the 
corporation in such manner, or, to such organization or organizations organized and 
exclusively for charitable, educational, religious, or scientific purposes as 
In?/ the time qualify M an exempt organiMtion or organizations under Section 
601(cK3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 as the Board Directors shall deter- 
mine. Any of such assets not so disposed of shall be disposed of by the U.S. District 
Court of said District, in which the principal office of the corporation is then locat- 
M, excmively for such purposes or to such organization or oiganizations, as said 
Court shall determine, which are organized and operated exclusively for such pur- 

Third: The corporation is not ot^nized nor will be operated as a private founda- 
tion as defined in Swtion 609 of the Tax Reform Act of 1969. In addition and even 
® £pn>w®tion is not a private foundation within the meaning of Section 
509 of the Tax Reform Act of 1969 the corporation will (a) distribute all of its 
income in accordance with paragraph second, above, in such manner as not to sub- 
the corporation to any tax under Section 4942(a) of the Tax Reform Act of 1969; 
a>) will not ene^e in any art of self dealing as defined in Section 4941(d) of the Tax 
o f excess business holdings as defined in 

Section 4943(c) of the Tax Reform art of 1969; (d) will not make any investments in 
^ ^ 4944 of the Tax Reform Act of 

1969, _(e) will not m^e any taxablrexpenditures as defined in Section 4945(d) of the 
lax Ketorm Art of 1969. 

IN WITNEY WHEREOF, we the undersigned incorporators have hereunto set 
hands and seal this 28th day of May, 1970. 

s/ Maryanne K. Brockley (Seal) 

s/ Ronald A. Jacks (Seal) 

s/ Charles W. Havens III (Seal) 

City of Washington 

ss: 

District of Columbia 

fj' ® Notary Public, hereby certify that on the 28th day of 

W70 perMndly ap^ared before me Maryanne X. Brockley. Ronald A. Jacb, 
and ^rlw W. Havens m, who being by me first duly sworn, declared that they 
signed the fo^mg Articles of Incorporation of the National League of Families of 
/unencan Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia as incorporators, and that the 
statements herem contained are true. 

s/ Euzabeth M. Quinten, 

Notary Public, DC. 


National League of Famiues of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast 
Asia 

league positions 

On Live Prisonen 

The League's position is that Americans are still held based on the history of the 
issue, known discr^ncy cases and the weight of intelligence information which 
supports our view. The Uague’s position places the burden on Hanoi to provide an- 
swers and IS not in conflict with the U.S. Government position. 

On the Fullest Possible Accounting 

As stated in the League's charter and bylaws, the fullest possible accounting is 
critical to achieving answers for the families and directly impacts on the live prison- 


329 


er question. The two tracks must be pursued simultaneously, as a matter of highest 
national priority, using largely separate but complimentary assets. 

in ^ On Current Priority and Policy 

The League strongly supports current priority and policy, recognizing that the 
U.S. Government has adopted all initiatives proposed by the League. The League 
urges the U.S, Government to continue to recognize the importance to the United 
States of honoring and implementing tho President's commitments by devoting the 
resources necessary to resolve the fates of Americans unaccounted for as thoroughly 
and rapidly as possible. 

On Cooperation with Laos 

% The League recognizes the significant increases in cooperation which have oc- 

. curred during the past 2 years and commends recent US/LAO agreements to 
expand the joint POW/MIA program by investigating cases of Americans last 
known to be alive in Lao control and implement other concrete actions in areas of 
Laos where U.S. teams were previously not allowed. The League urges the U.S. and 
Lao governments to rapidly implement these important agreements, and urges the 
U.S. Government to expand the level of assistance to meet humanitarian concerns 
of the Lao people and to upgrade the bilateral relationship between the two coun- 
tries in keeping with long-standing U.S. assurances that serious cooperation on the 
% POW/MIA and narcotics issues would lead to that development. 

On Cooperation with Vietnam 

The League supports U.S. policy regarding normalization of US/SRV relations, 
publicly known as the “roadmap," which contains specific steps required of Vietnam 
on POW/MIA before U.S. reciprocity on Hanoi’s agenda. It is crucial that this proc- 
ess be monitoi^ to ensure that POW/MIA conditions are adhered to and imple- 
mented fully by both governments. To achieve more rapid results, Vietnam must 
seriously implement their commitments by increasing unilateral efforts to immedi- 

• • ately provide all information and remains available and by expediting the joint ac- 

counting process. The U.S, Government should continue, within legal and policy 
constraints, to address humanitarian concerns of the Vietnamese people. 

On Cooperation with Cambodia 

Encouraged by the recent responsiveness of officials in Phnom Penh to_U.S. re- 
quests for cooperation, the League calls upon Phnom Penh to expand unilateral and 
bilateral efforts to account for Americans missing in Cambodia, including repatri- 
^ ation of any and all American remains. 

On Cooperation with China 

Recognizing that six Americans are still unaccounted for in territorial waters of 
the People’s Republic of China and despite numerous efforts by the U.S., answers on 
their fates have not been obtained, the League urges the U.S. to seek immediate 
cooperation of the PRC to provide any and all information available. 

On Release of Classified Information 

The League supports U.S. policy of “full disclosure" to ensure the provision of all 
0 • relevant information to the primary next-of-kin. The Le^e strongly opposes public 

release of classified reports pertaining to Americans still held captive in southeast 
Asia. Public release of sensitive data aids counter-intelligence and destroys any hope 
of effective U5. Government action to obtain the release of those involved, as 
pledged by the President 

On Bipartisan Support 

The League calls upon the Republican and Democratic leadership to continue cur- 
rent bipartisan policy and priority to resolve the POW/MIA issue, recognizing that 

# # resolution can only be achieved through serious U.S, Government efforts to increase 

the cooperation of the governments of Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia and China. 

On Use of Misinformation/Allegations 

The League condemns any exploitation of the POW/MIA issue. Misinformation, 
unfounded allegations or claims without proof, including fund-raising appeals using 
false or distorted information, undermine the seriousness of the issue and must be 
countered with facts. The League condemns exploitation of the POW/MIA issue 
taking place at the National Vietnam Veterans Memorial and calls upon the De- 
0 0 partment of the Interior and all veterans organizations to take appropriate action to 

eliminate this desecration. 
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In Irresponsible Private Efforts 

The League is strongly opposed to offers of rewards which historically have been 
counterproductive to achieving our goals. Such offers have elicited strong Vietnam- 
ese pd Lao government denials that Americans are still held captive, thus under- 
mining serious U.S. attempts to generate responsiveness on the live PGW question. 
In addition, the logical result of such offers is the tightening of security on any and 
all Americans held. The League opposes irresponsible private forays which interfere 
with legitimate effort to confirm the existence of POW’s as vvell as government-to- 
government negotiations to account for those still prisoner, missing or unaccounted 
for in Southeast Asia. 

On Conspiracy and Coverup 

The League rejects charges of conspiracy and cover-up by the U.S. Government on 
the POW/MIA issue. Current priority assets, particularly within the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency, must pot be further squandered on responding or reacting to such 
unfounded allegations. 


Responses by Ann Mills Griffith to Questions Posed by the Subcommittee on 
Asian & Pacific Affairs For the Hearing on July 17, 1991 

1) Could you tell us vvhen you first met Col. Peck and if you had any dealings with 
him prior to his becoming head of the Special Office for POW/MIA’s at the Defense 
Intelligence Agency? 

I first met Col. Peck just prior to the July 1990 National League of Families’ 21st 
Annual Meeting. I had no prior dealings with him, nor did I know him, prior to his 
selection as Chief of DIA’s Special Office for POW/MIA Affairs. The first substan- 
tive discussions occurred after the annual meeting. 

2) How many times in the course of a day, or a week, did you deal directly with 
Col. Peck? 

I would estimate an average of 3-4 contacts per week with Col. Peck during his 
approximate 8 month tenure as chief of DIA's POW/MIA office. On occasion, de- 
pending orspecific questions which rose within, the lAG, the contact would be more 
orless frequent, on a case-by-case basis. 

3) How would you characterire your overall working relationship with Col. Peck? 

Largely educational, as is common with newly assigned USG officials. A great 

deal of effort was made to provide Col. Peck with historical background, the func- 
tional operations of the lAG in the policy context of DIA's critical support to the 
issue, plus referrals to other officials, both current and former, who could assist in 
providing such background. 

4) Did Col. Peck ever convey to you his dissatisfaction with the functioning of the 
Special Office? 

Yes, in the context of complaints that his office was handling matters not strictly 
intelligence-rela^, such as inquiries from the Congress, public, families or veter- 
ans, which, in his view, should have been handled by others. Based upon his misun- 
derstanding of the lAG process, he complained that DIA should have a more direct 
role in establishing overall policy, rather than providing intelligence support to 
policy-development. 

5) Did he ever convey to you his displeasure with your role as a member of the 
LAG? If he did, when, and what were the circumstances? 

No. To the contrary, he often appealed for assistance in understanding the lAG 
process, teskii^ and other matters, and for intervention on DIA’s behalf to pro- 
mote their ^ition on questions which came to the lAG. He also consistently sought 
to form a '’partnership between himself, me and Col. Cliff Stanley, USMC, then 
the special Advisor to the Secretary of Defense for POW/MIA Matters, noting that 
in his view some undefined "they" were after us and we had to stick together. 

6) In his letter of resignation. Col. Peck asserted that you were "adamantly op- 
posed to any initiative to get to the heart of the problem” and that you have "inter- 
fered in or actively sabotaged POW-MIA analyses and investigations." Would you 
respond to this allegation? 

It is false and absurd. To the contrary, I assisted as appropriate in all instances. 
As an MIA sister, it is incredible that anyone would make such an allegation; 
anyone who knows me or my many years of involvement in this issue could never 
believe such an outrageous accusation. 



331 


7 1 Is it true that, as Col. Peck asserts, you rewrite or edit all significant docu- 
ments produced by the Special Office for POW/MIA’s at DIA and that you "insert 
(your I own twist or meaning to what was originally prepared?" 

As part of the lAG, I provide inout to whatever is circulated for coordination and 
approval. 1 have never altered or changed facts written by DIA or analytical judg- 
ments based upon siich facts. What I hove done is urge additional follow-up as 1 felt 
was needed and, with lAG members, integrate DIA objective data and assessments 
into policy documents. 

8) Did you ever reprimand, openly criticize, or threaten Col. Peck in any way? 
When, and what were the circumstances? 

No. 1 am not in a position to reprimand or threaten Col. Peck. After many at- 
tempts to help Col. Peck grasp his new responsibilities, I, along with all others in 
the I AG, became increasingly concerned with Col. Peck’s inability to deal with the 
issue, his basic lack of understanding of the issue and DIA’s critical role, meshed 
into the policy process of getting real answers. These criticisms were generally dis- 
cussed among the senior lAG members and with Lt. General Harry E.- Soyster, 
USA, Director of DIA, as well as Mr. Dennis Nagy, Executive Director of DIA. All 
shared these concerns. 

9) Did you ever oppose any effort by the special Office to set up an operation for 
POW/MIA’s from World War H and Korea? 

No. In fact, the League began distributing information on the Korean situation in 
the early 1980’s, and I have supported CIL operations in Asia concerhing both WWII 
and Korea. I have expressed concerns, given recent calls for a new research effort 
on what could only be termed a massive undertaking of archival sources, that assets 
and resources recruited for resolving the Indochina POW/MIA issue could be de- 
flected. I also noted that as a matter of principle, the Korea and World War II 
family members should have access to information on the same basis as Vietnam 
War POW/MIA families, but all should recognize the difficulties involved in locat- 
ing and retrieving information which goes back so many years. 

10) Have you, in the course of your work, ever called DIA analysts directly and 
given them direct taskings? How often did this occur and what were the circum- 
stances? Under what authority did you do so? 

I maintain contact with every department/ agency involved with this issue from 
the desk officer level up. After lAG meetings or when 1 received critical information 
on the issue, I frequently attempted to alert those whom I knew would have res^n- 
sibility for implementing policv decisions or to act upon new information. The 
intent of such calls was to accelerate response time. In such cases, which were fre- 
quent, I would call Col. Peck. If he was not available, which was frequent, I would 
alert the responsible analyst. On many occasions when Col. Peck was available, he 
would refer me directly to his analysts. In addition, Col. Peck would occasionally 
call for me to explain in greater detail what policy directives meant or what was 
expected from DIA. My attempting to do this is not a question— it is my responsibil- 
ity to the issue. 

11) At any point, did you tell DIA analysts to ignore Col. Peck, or did you try to 
go around him in any way? When did this occur and under what circumstances? 

As noted above concerning the process, I have received calls from DIA analysts or 
others at DOD requesting clarification on what Col. Peck might mean by the task- 
ings given to them. From time to time, given the complexities of the issue, serious 
analysts were confused about what was expected, and the complexities were exacer- 
bated by Col. Peck’s lack of understanding. 

12) Ifid you at anv time undertake to have any person fired from the Special 
Office for POW/MIA’s? Did you ever threaten to have anyone fired from that 
office— or ISA? What were the circumstances? 

No. I am in no position to fire anyone in DOD, including DIA. 

13) Did you ever attempt to scuttle an investigation in Laoe— or anywhere else in 
Southeast Asia— to resolve a POW/MIA case? 

No. I believe, however, that vou are referring to the case involving a former Lao 
General, Singkapo, who provided information which warranted follow-up. In fact, 
my sole objective was to ensure either a direct interview by a trained roW/MlA 
specialist or another means of receiving the relevant information which could help 
resolve the case in question. In view of the critical need to have access to the infor- 
mation and, at that time, reluctance by the Lao Government to arrange a direct 
interview, written questions were supplied with a request for response during the 
April 1991 trip to Laos by PDASD/ISA Carl Ford and me. 




14) Did you ever tell Col. Peck that you would have General Vessey fired? 

No. While General Vessey and I are not always in full agreement on the approach 
to be taken, it was I who proposed General Vessey for selection by President 
Reagan. General Vessey’s integrity and dedication to his mission are unquestioned. 
The point of contention was General Vessey’s concentration on selected “compelling 
discrepancy cases," to the virtual exclusion of others, and concern that the Viet- 
namese would perceive efforts to determine fate on these specific cqses as having 
resolved the issue. The resumption of a geographic approach to field operations, 
rather than pursuing only the initial 119 “compelling discrepancy cases" offers 
greater potential for resolving the issue, rather than focusing all efforts on deter- 
mining fate of the selected few. 

In general terms, the lAG has discussed the tenure of the special emissary, recog- 
nizing that as cooperation moves forward, the process should become institutional- 
ized and the need for a special emissary would decrease. When named, the rationale 
was to break an existing stalemate and seek renewed cooperation. If Hanoi decides 
to seriously CMperate and facilitate the efforts of the U.S. POW/MIA Office in 
Hanoi, the point may be reached where attention by a special emissary will no 
longer be required. General Vessey has repeatedly stated that he did not consider 
his role as special emissary an extended one and again told the families at the 
League's 22nd Annual Meeting that he would continue as long as his participation 
was useful to the process. 

15) What has been the nature of the feedback you have received from family 
members regarding Col. Peck’s allegations? 

The families’ reaction ranged from outrage and disbelief, to concern and suspi- 
cion; however, all questioned why Col. Peck would lash out in such a manner. As a 
result, it was especially helpful to receive clarification from Director of Defense In- 
telligence Agencv Lt. General Harry E. Soyster, USA, during our 22nd Annual 
Meeting. He made clear that he had removed Col. Peck from his position as Chief of 
the POW/MIA Office and that Col. Peck knew of his removal prior to writing his 
letter of "resignation." 

16) Are you presently satisfied with the way that the Bush Administration is han- 

dling the POW/MIA problem^ Do you believe they are still treating it as an issue of 
the highest national priority? _ 

The League will never be "satisfied" until the fates of our missing loved ones are 
resol v^ as fully as possible: however, we do hold the view that the U.S. Govem- 
rnent is pureuing current policy in keeping with the President’s pledge that resolu- 
tion of the issue is a matter of highest national priority. Implementation of policy is 
an evolutionary matter, and tremendous improvements have been made over the 
years; however, there is always room for close scrutiny to ensure that all avenues 
are being exhausted. 

17) Is there anything the Administration should be doing that it is not doing? 

The League supports current, overall policy and implementation which, in our 

view, is pursued as a matter of highest national priority. Secretary of Defense 
Cheney and Under Secretary of State Kimmitt reaffirmed policy and priority during 
the League's 22nd Annual Meeting, July 12-14, 1991. 

Some areas which, in our view, require additional attention include: 1) adopting a 
more aggressive public affairs approach, including additional manpower to ^ndle 
functions external to policy ana implementation; 2) more rapid responses to the 
Congress to convey Executive Branch positions on pending legislation; 3) improved 
Interagency Group coordination; 4) given potential adoption by the Congress of what 
is temed the "truth bill," additional manpower to handle Korea and World War II 
archival research for information releasable to the families; 6) insertion of a line 
item in the DOD budget to cover POW/MIA requirements, including field oper- 
ations. 

18) What is the present League position on normalization of relations with Laos 
and Vietnam? 

The League strongly supports upgrading relations with Laos to the ambassador 
level, a step long overdue and in keeping with pledges made since 1988. POW/MIA 
and counter-narcotics criteria, establish^ by the U5. Government, were long ago 
met by Lao Government actions. In our view, the word of the Unit^ States has not 
been upheld, and opportunities for further expansion of bilateral cooperation to 
achieve U.S. objectives are being overlooked. Maintaining lower level diplomatic re- 
lations with Laos inaccurately depicts the status of the bilateral relationship which 
now includes greatly expanded cooperation across the board, including on the two 


! primary U.S. objective— POW/MIA and narcotics issues. It is time for full normal- 

j ization of relations. 

f i I A The League takes iio position on the political question concerning resumption of 

bilateral relations with Vietnam; however, the League supports provisions in the 
I "roadmap” which protect the interest of the POW/MIA issue, In our view, reciproci- 

ty, rather than incentive, is the key to obtaining Vietnam's cooperation on this 
I issue; promises have been made repeatedly, and broken. The "roadmap" ensures 

that there can be no misunderstanding as to steps required on POW/MIA which, if 
i fulfilled, will impact positively on Vietnam’s agenda— lifting elements of the U.S, 

I economic embargo. 

i 19) What is the current status of the joint Lao/U.S. investigations on discrepancy 

(> ! # cases and grave site recoveries? Has there been an expansion of surveys and excava- 

j tions of aircraft sites, as was promised by the Lao during your May visit there? 

Expanded agreements between the U.S. and Laos, reached during the date April 
j 1991 visit to Laos by PDASD/ISA Carl Ford and me, offer significant potential for 

I increased results in accounting for Americans missing in Laos. Since the first of this 

! year, joint field operations have been conducted in 3 provinces not previously acces- 

! sible to American POW/MIA specialists, including the first ever ioint investigation 

! into incidents involving Americans known to have been captured By the Pathet Lao. 

. j ^ More recently, joint operations were conducted in Khammouane and Xieng Khoang 

■ V • Provinces, both of which had not previously been accessible. While these are very 

encouraging developments, there is concern over deletion of portions of the planned 
I schedule. For the moat parts reasons given are plausible; however, additional effort 

should be made to explain the need for full implementation and regaining momen- 
tum to complete the scheduled activities, all of which were planned to maximize 
time and resources in the field to the best advantage. 

20) Will the League have any representative in the POW/MIA office in Hanoi? 
Will it play any other role in the operation of the Hanoi office? 

> ^ # No. 'The families have full confidence in the professionalism and expertise of the 

skilled personnel assigned to the U.S. POW/MIA Office in Hanoi, as well as those 
- augmenting that effort to ongoing field operations. The Lea^e has no plan to be 
involv^ in such efforts, nor do we believe other private individuals should insert 
themselves, despite what may be commendable intentions. The families are con- 
I cerned that interference by untrained personnel into this difficult process will en- 

I danger the potential for success. 




Assistant Secretary of Defense, 

Washington, DC 20301-3040, 

September 26, 1991. 


Ms. Sue Scott, 

Chairman, Board of Directors, 

National League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia, 
2401 Chelsea Court, 

Troy, Michigan, 48084. 

Dear Ms. Scott Secretary Cheney asked me to provide a detailed response on his 
behalf to your letter of August 13, 1991, concerning the Department’s review of alle- 
gations by Colonel Milluxl Peck. The results of the inqui^ into Colonel Peck’s alle- 
gations were presented to Secretary Cheney orally. I will summarize our inquiry 
process and its key findings for vou to share with your members. 

As soon as Secretary Cheney learned of Colonel Peck’s allegations he asked me, as 
I am responsible for oversight of the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), to work 
with Mr. O’Donnell, the General Counsel of the Department of Defense, in looking 
into Colonel Peck’s complaints. Mr. O’Donnell immediately met with Colonel Peck. 
Colonel Peck was unable to provide Mr. O’Donnell any specifics that would flesh out 
or support his sweeping charges. I then set up a S-person team and charged them to 
conduct an in-depth management inquiry to determine the significant events that 
led to Colonel Peck's memorandum, the subsequent actions by DIA management, 
and the substance of the various allegations contained in Colonel Peck’s memoran- 
dum. The members of this management inquiry team were senior personnel from 
my staff and from the staff of the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy. They have 
extensive managerial and intelligence experience and are independent from the 
POW/MIA oversight and management structure. 

The inquiry team examined Colonel Peck’s allegations and developed a plan and a 
list of questions designed to ascertain whether the allegations were supported by 
facts. They interview^ participants in the POW/MIA resolution process and exam- 
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ined work reports, internal memoranda, mission and duty functions, and case files. ; i 

Much of the documentation reviewed during the inquiry reflected confidential com- 
munications between supervisors and subordinates or consisted of internal memo- i | ;j 

randa for the record that must be protected to ensure that agencv ^rsonnel can ' ! 

continue to discuss sensitive issues without fear of disclosure and classified files. 

Several of the interviews conducted during the inquiry were conditioned with a j 

promise of non-disclosure and non-attribution. l ji 

The management inquiry into Colonel Peck's allegations was thorough and found 
the following circumstances. Lieutenant General Soyster, the Director ot DIA, se- 
lected Colonel Peck to head the Special Office for rOW/MlA on the basis of his 
prior outstanding service record and his evident familiarity with the region, devel- 
oped during three distinguished wartime tours of duty in Vietnam. Colonel Peck as- | 

sumed his position as Chief, Special Office for POW/MIA in mid-July, 1990. By Oc- 1 

tober 1990, the senior leadership of the DIA was aware that Colonel Peck was not j 

effectively managing the POW/MIA Office or providing quality intelligence support 
to the POW/MIA Interagency Group. As Colonel Peck had bwn on the job only a I 

short time and had an outstanding militaiy and combat record, his supervisors at- I 

tempted unsuccessfully to help him adust to the job. The freeze on the movement of [ 

Army personnel during Operations I^ert Shield and Desert Storm led General 
Soyster to keep Colonel Peck in place even though he was not satisfying his custom- > 

In early January 1991, General Soyster instructed his stiffi to find another suita- 
ble position for colonel Peck. General l^yster did not view this as a prejudicial 
move-just a case where a good officer had been put in the wrong job. On February 
8, 1991, General Soyster told Colonel Peck that it was iust not working out and that 
he had found him a good job more in line with his skills. He propoera, as Colonel [ 

Peck is a French speaker who had trained with the French Army, that he transfer i 

him to a liaison position with the French Army in Germany. Colonel Peck said he 
did not want to move from the area. As General Soyster was fully involved with | 

support to Operation Desert Storm he instructed his staff to continue to look for a | 1 1 

job for Colonel Peck in the Washington DC area. On February 12, 1991, Colonel | 

Peck handed his superiors a letter that contained broad and unsubstantiated allege- i 

tions of impropriety in the conduct of POW/MIA-actiyities. Subsequently, as Colonel 
Peck's effectiveness had not improved, General Soyster-relieved mm from his dutiw I 

on March 27, 1991. On March m, 1991, ColoneLPeck attached a letter of farewell to j| 

his staff on the door of his office along with a copy of his earlier letter with some ,| 

personal references blacked out I 

The management inquiry team could not fmd any facts that support Colonel ii 

Peck's various allegations of impropriety in the POW/MIA resolution process. They I i' 

did find that Colonel Peck disagreed with the policy of the U.S. Government on the ■ ! 

POW/MIA resolution process. TOth Colonel Peck and the inquiry team identified 
some shortcomings in the manapment of the Special Office for POW/MIA and the 
new chief of this office already has corrective management actions underway. Iron- 
ically, in November 1990, Colonel Peck was asked by his immediate supervisor to I 

make some of these same management improvements and he did not do so. 

Of particular interest, 1 am sure, to your Board of Directors are the conclusions i 

reached by the management inquiry regarding Colonel Peck's allegations against I 

the Executive Director of the National League of Families. These allegations were i I 

carefully examined and they were found to be without foundation. Colonel Peck was 
unable to produce any facts supporting his allegations against your Executive Direc- ' 

tor. 

I hope the above has clarified the record of our inquiry for you and your mem- 
bers. I am hopeful that the rate of progress demonstrated in recent weeks in Viet- 
nam, Cambodia and Laos will continue and lead soon to the fullest possible account- 
ing of our missing servicemen and civilians. 

Sincerely, 

Duane P. Andrews. t 

Ms. Griffiths. I intend to focus here on the League's views re- 
garding current U.S. government efforts, as I was requested to do. 

Before beginning that assessment, I would like to comment on 
statements frequently heard that this issue has taken on a life of 
its own. What is often neglected here is the real reason, and that 
has been Vietnam’s manipulation of information, withholding of 
remains and qualified denials regarding whether Americans are « 
still held prisoner. 
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Since the end of the Vietnam War, Hanoi’s denials have c^sist- 
ently been qualified, either because Americans are still held(or to 
promote that belief here in this country. And the statement that 
was just read, once again, I believe it said, no American prisoners 
of war in Vietnam. And it has been an evolutionary thing since my 
first visit in 1982, and certainly long before that. 

Qualifications have often included statements to the effect that 
the central governments know of no Americans, leaving open the 
possibility, of course, that U.S. personnel could be held— could be 
held or living in remote areas unknown to the central govern- 
ments. 

What is important is to ensure that the Indochinese countries do 
not view the return of Americans who may be located as destruc- 
tive to bilateral relations with the United States. Any perception 
that there would be retribution by the United States for locating 
and returning Americans would likely be a death knell to these in- 
dividuals. 

I have fi^uently been asked why Vietnam would withhold re- 
mains, While speculation on Hanors mentality has never been a 
very productive exercise for Americans, it is clear that no other 
issue would have brought senior U.S. government officials to Hanoi 
during earlier years. Had it not been for this issue, such contacts 
just would not have occurred. 

Vietnam obviously perceived it in its own interest as best being 
served by qualifying denials of live prisoners and manipulating pro- 
vision of information of remains to bring in those senior officials, 
such as Mr. Wolfowitz, Mr. Armitage, and subsequently the 
naming of a Presidential Emissary. 

In addition, some have commented that the U.S. is now suddenly 
serious and moving forward with great intensity, as if there had 
been no earlier priority or commitment. 'That is not true. Recent 
increases in personnel and frequency of negotiations and field oper- 
ations are not simply because of recently publicized photographs, 
compelling as they are. The expanded U.S. activity is due to a 
changed political environment related to the Cambodia settlement 
and increased willingness on the part of the Indochinese countries 
to permit in-country activities. 

'The League strongly believes that the families, the American 
people and the Congress must have the courage to deal only in 
facts. The facts are: First, that discrepancies exist; Americans 
known to have been alive in captivity have not yet returned, alive 
or dead. 

Second, unfettered, immediate access is required to seriously in- 
vestigate live-sighting reports. While I am doubtful that the Viet- 
namese will readily provide such access, this should be the subject 
of serious oversight by this Committee. 

Third, several hundred Americans can be accounted for rapidly if 
the Vietnamese leadership decides on a path of full and open coop- 
eration, to include repatriation of remains being held. 

I should note that our forensics experts can distinguish between 
remains stored for a long period of time, those buried, those buried 
and stored, et cetera. 

Fourth, real access, rather than rhetorical claims of openness, is 
required to obtain answers from archival records research. 
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Fifth, nearly 85 percent of the 528 Americans missing in Laos 
and almost 90 percent of those missing, the 83 unaccounted for in 
Carnbodia, were ost in areas controlled by Vietnamese forces 
during the war. Vietnam can and must provide historical data to 
assist in accounting for them. As you know, that kind of credible 
information does^ exist in DIA and is available to the Committee 

Building steadily since 1981, the U.S. Government has an impres- 
sive record of dedicated effort to resolve the issue. Does the process 
also— always function smoothly or rapidly as we all desire? No. It 
fruSing ^ J believe necessary and nearly always more 

Internal disagreements are most often based on divergent views 
concerning strategy or the relative knowledge base of newly in- 
volved otficials. In that sense, the process is useful in that all seri- 
ous proposals are considered and new officials become educated. 

The real measure, results, depends on those who control the ter- 
ntory ^d the answere. Serious responses to U.S. initiatives by 
Hanoi, Vientiane and Phnom Penh could rapidly achieve the full- 
est ^ssible accounting for missing Americans. The lack of greater 
TMults is simply not due to lack of priority, effort, resources or 
dedication by the U.S. 

1 the U.S. business community, and even in Congress, are 

vte Hftmg the U.S. economic embargo on 

Vietnam. What would this mean for leverage to achieve U.S. objec- 
r Now that the international agreement has bi^n reached on 
the settlement, how will that impact on U.S. efforts to 

resolve the POW/MIA issue? Will Vietnam finally see it in their 
interest to come forward fully, or are they waiting for splits to de- 
velop and history to repeat itself? 

^^7’ sjipported by the League, was conveyed to 

hf ““'litions rotated to implementing 

the tamb^ settlement agreement end reciprocal steps the U5 

u speeifi' Vietnamese actions to re- 

solve the issue as fully and rapidly as possible. 

On October 23, as you heard from Deputy Assistant Secretary 

n Vietnamese diplomats accredited 

to the United Natiom and ^ steps to change the trade embargo 
™lra to permit U.S.-organized travel to Vietnam by individuals 

aliQ 

Baker proposed that talfa begin in 
nnm. ***6 issues and modalities associated with 

normalisation of relations between the United States and Vietnam 

rf^t^ ‘ke signing 

t Sfw/Mi'f*? agreement and with concrete evidence that specif- 
1C roW/MIA steps were bemg implemented. 

R^procity by the United States appears to be-have been 
geared primarily to Vietnamese cooperation on the Cambodia set- 
tlement. Facts demonstrate that the POW/MU criteria had not 
y en met. Neverthele^, the league welcomes and strongly sup- 
ports Secretary Baker s clarification that the pace and scope of dis- 
cussions on normalization will, quote, be governed by. quote Viet- 
nam’s cooperation on POW/MU. This principled pos^on must be 
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maintained. As Senator McCain noted in the article I just read, 
this position must be maintained in subsequent phases of the road- 
map, or I believe any domestic consensus to niove forward on nor- 
malized relations will be impossible. 

In this context, it's important to understand that Vietnam has 
neither accepted nor rejected the roadmap. In view of the specific 
POW/MIA conditions, agreed to on an interagency basis, it is im- 
perative that any further movement toward normalization be close- 
ly monitored by this Committee and others to ensure full compli- 
ance with the stated criteria. 

Despite Hanoi’s unwillingness to commit their government to im- 
plementing criteria in the roadmap, concrete Vietnamese actions 
are crucial to achieving U.S. objectives on the issue. And U.S. le- 
verage has never been higher than it is right now. 

In our view, given Vietnam's negotiating history, reciprocity, 
rather than providing incentives in advance, is the key to obtaining 
Vietnam’s cooperation on this issue. Promises have been made 
before and broken. 

Early last month, General Vessey obtained agreements which 
simply reinforced earlier Vietnamese commitments, with the ex- 
ception of the possibility of joint venture helicopter support, which, 
in my view, is crucial. 

The primary difference was that these agreements were reached 
in a different political environment that surrounded our visit at 
the time. Hopefully, coming from Premier Vo Van Kiet, Vietnam’s 
promises_this time will be implemented. 

If my comments appear skeptical, -that’s because history has 
taught the families that promises can be very hollow, and high 
level meetings are only that, unless there are measurable results. 
And, similarly, the United States cannot simply rely on Vietnam- 
ese assertions. 

U.S. expectations on accountability are based on reliable DIA 
data and scientific evidence from the Central Identification Labora- 
tory, reinforced by information being obtained through the joint in- 
vestigation process. Despite Vietnamese assertions to the contrary, 
there is simply no question that hundreds of Americans could rap- 
idly be accounted for, as Secretary Cheney stated, if Hanoi makes 
the decision to cooperate fully. Relating to this is the unquestion- 
able fact that Vietnam has easy access to remains of Americans in 
large quantities. 

In 1982, they took me and three other League officials to 17 Le 
Nam De Street in an effort to convince me that the so-called ware- 
house was empty. Of course, it would be empty since they took me 
there. But subsequent repatriations also confirm their continued 
access to remains. Thus, I can only conclude that stored remains 
were moved to another location or perhaps to several. 

I should also point out that U.S. intelligence judgments indicate 
that Hanoi has ready access to remains still interred in locations 
known to them. Any softening of these basic facts could skew 
Hanoi’s longstanding perception as to what the United States ex- 
pects to achieve in terms of accountability. 

Since the roadmap was provided to Vietnam in April of this 
year, not a single American has been accounted for as a result of 
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US/SRV efforts. A requirement to resolve discrepancy cases of 
Americans known to have been alive is as yet unfulfilled. 

The remains of only 5 Americans have been repatriated as a 
direct result of field investigations into the first priority discrepan- 
cy cases. A total of 22 Americans of this initial 119 have been ac- 
counted for, most through unilateral repatriations. This is logical 
considering the circumstances of these cases were mostly last 
known alive. 

In another 35 cases out of that original 119, joint investigation as 
confirmed death, but also lead to the judgment in nearly one-half 
of those that remains not yet returned were recovered earlier by 
the Vietnamese. 

As I noted, no remains of Americans have been returned since 
the roadmap Was presented in April of this year. Thus, the impor- 
tance of provisions in the roadmap which help ensure that there 
will be no further misunderstanding as to what is required to effect 
the pace and scope of improvements in bilateral relations, The ne- 
cessity now is to ensure that both governments implement the 
roadmap with integrity. 

A renewed opportunity exists with the recently established 
POW/MIA office in Hanoi, particularly regarding access to impor- 
tant records and documents which can facilitate results. Deputy 
Foreign Minister Le Mai’s recently publicized commitment to give 
full access to classified records has not yet been fulfilled. However, 
recent developments indicate that procedures are being worked out 
to permit DlA’s Hanoi-based research specialist to work with his 
Vietnamese counterparts to exploit this and other important his- 
torical records. 

Again, actions to follow-up are required before a valid judgment 
can be made. Thus far, access has been insufficient. However, I am 
optimistic that it is beginning to improve. 

A frequently asked question is what expect— what is expected by 
the United States as the far as the fullest possible accounting. The 
United States database on Vietnamese knowledgeability is the 
starting point. It indicates, as I said, that Vietnam could easily and 
rapidly account for hundreds. This would be supplemented by new 
data from the Vietnamese. And, if so, then hundreds more could be 
accounted for, perhaps without repatriations of identifiable re- 
maiiu, but with plausible explanations of what happened to these 
Americans. 

Since gaping holes still exist, including incidents involving Amer- 
icans last known in captivity and not yet returned, alive or dead, 
an numerical judgment now would be premature. Once more of 
these cases are resolved and confidence buildings in the joint proc- 
ess the U.S. would be likely in a much better position to make such 
a judgment. 

Turning to Laos, the- level of POW/MIA cooperation with Laos 
has continued to increase over the past several years. However, 
further expansion is required. This past year joint activities have 
taken place more frequently than ever before into several areas 
which were inaccessible during earlier years. 

Recognizing that nearly 85 percent of the 528 American losses oc- 
curred in areas of Laos under Vietnamese control during the war 
does not negate the need for a greater effort to account for those 
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missing in Laos, especially the discrepancy cases of Americans 
known at one time to be in Lao control. 

Encouraging developments have included first-ever investiga- 
tions, as yet inconclusive, into such last known alive cases, includ- 
ing at the former Pathet Lao headquarters in Xam Nua— Xiangk- 
hoang— Xam Nua in the Khammouane Province area, Despite limi- 
tations in terms of resources and personnel, the Lao government 
reacted swiftly to unplanned requirements, such as investigating 
the photo incidents. i. . j. 

Particularly helpful was their successful effort to locate the indi- 
vidual depicted in the photograph identified by the Borah family. 
Subsequent Lao agreement to a similar investigation into the Carr 
photograph is also a welcome development. In view of these un- 
planned interruptions to the agreed work schedule, it is significant 
that two additional field operations are to be conducted before the 
end of this year. 

Statistics regarding joint U.S./Lao POW/MIA bilateral efforts 
reveal that field operations are the primary means for obtaining 
results. There is no evidence that I am aware of that the Lao gov- 
ernment had a systematic program for collecting and storing re- 
mains and information. 

While there is no guarantee that further U.S./Lao activities will 
be successful, I believe I am correct in stating that all but 4 of the 
44 Americans previously missing in Laos were accounted for 
through joint field operations, while only 5 of the 265 from Viet- 
nam have been so resolved. ^ “ 

Accounting for most of the Americans missing in Laos will re- 
quire Vietnam’s cooperation to provide records and documents per- 
taining to the areas over which they maintained control. Until 
such data is provided, field operations would be much more diffi- 
cult and less successful. Tin rf • 1 

However, numerous crash sites are known to U.S. officials and 
can be pursued without awaiting Vietnam’s provision of date. And 
it is encouraging that both governments have agreed to trilateral 
discussions at a technical level, hopefully soon to be arranged, to 
work out the modalities of that really bilateral, but in a way three- 
lateral frame work, trilateral frame work, for cooperation. 

While bilateral relations with Laos have been strengthened 
through a broad range of cooperation, efforts to resolve the POW / 
MIA issue remain an important element of the ever-improving re- 
lationship. Expanded cooperation, to include more frequent field 
activities, will undoubtedly require further U.S. assistance to aug- 
ment Lao personnel and resources dedicated to the effort. 

I was interested to see Secretary Cheney mention that in his 
view that resources and personnel were more the reawn for the 
minimal number, comparatively speaking, of joint activities with 
Laos, and it was not a lack of commitment, but in faqt a lack of 
resources and personnel. , ,, , 

But if such assistance is required, the U.S. should willingly pro- 
vide appropriate assistance to facilitate as much as needs to be fa- 
cilitated for U.S. /Lao efforts. And I have seen them do so consist- 

^"it^is important to note that U.S./Lao cooperation to resolve this 
issue is a matter of continuous and effective interchange in Vien- 
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tiane through the American Charge d’ Affaires, Charles Salmon. Of 
course, Charge Salmon is extremely knowledgeable and involved in 
pursuing all bilateral issues. But he has taken a special interest 
and a very active and important role in generating expanded 
POW/MIA activities with Laos. 

Regarding Cambodia, after years during which no positive reac- 
tion was received to the 1987 provision which the League facilitat- 
ed of narrative case files, Phnom Penh authorities have recently 
begun cooperation. The steps thus far have been quite encouraging, 
particularly to the 83 families with loved ones missing in that f ) 

country, because for so many years there was absolutely nothing. 

The prompt response and cooperation in investigating photo- 
graphs identified by family members as their missing relatives 
were also welcome and appreciated. 

On a more comprehensive scale, it is our hope that a process 
similar to that underway with Laos can be undertaken. As with 
Laos, Vietnamese records will be required. f ) 

Confirming the fates of America’s POW/MIA’s is obviously the 
highest priority for all involved, especially the families. Neverthe- 
less, we do not believe such confirmation into the live prisoner 
issue should be pursued in isolation. While the League’s position is 
that POW/MIA^s are still alive, we recognize that unilateral Viet- 
namese repatriations of remains impact directly on the live prison- 
er issue. 0 , 

If remains returned are identified as an American who was last 
known alive, the number, who may still be alive decreases accord- 
ingly. The League has long maintained that all avenues to account 
for our missing loved ones are complementary, not mutually exclu- 
sive, and should be pursued simultaneously, and all with priority. 

These are the important questions on which efforts should be fo- 
cused. Historical perspectives can be written after the issue is re- 
solved. The League advocates and deeply appreciates responsible 
Congressional oversight of efforts to resolve this issue. 

There should, however, in our view, be no further squandering of 
time and energy chasing privately generated illusions or investiga- 
tions repeatedly disproven accusations of conspiracy and coverup. 

The opportunity which now exists will not come again, nor will it 
continue indefinitely. We urge all who are striving to account for 
America's POW/MLA's to understand this reality. The conspiracy 
and cover-up theories must not be permitted to continue to erode 
the confidence of the American people, nor must naivete or un- 
founded assertions, public or private, be permitted to destroy the 
basic facts of the issue. 

The vast mcyority of the POW/MIA families are realistic. We 
don’t expect miracles. We expect seriousness by our own govern- 
ment, Executive and Legislative branches, rather than spontaneous 
reaction to the laueakv wheel or the latest editorial. We expect ad- 
herence to established policy and implementation with integrity, 
not comments from unnam^ senior officials which dismiss facts 
and principle in the perceived interest of political or economic ad- 
vantage. 

The road to resolving this issue has been difficult and bumpy, 
but productive in many respects. Family members who have re- ^ 
ceived answers which ended far too many years of uncertainty rec- 


ognize the value of our collective efforts. While much remains to be 

A done, there is reason for optimism that cooperation will increase 
and greater results will be achieved through the goyernment-to- 
government process, as long as U.S. Government— as the U.S. Gov- 
ernment proceeds with integrity in implementing the roadmap. 

Vietnamese responsiveness is only predictable in that context. 
We ask the Congress to continue its important oversight, as will 
the League. 

^ In conclusion, we hope that this Committee, through its efforts, 

^ will settle on the body of facts which constitutes that information 

which is just irrefutable and that we all really know to be valid. In 
doing so, I believe that you all will be able to find the one in all of 
us who are seeking the end to uncertainty on this issue, for the 
families and for our Nation. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I look forward to your questions 
and those of the other members. 

• The Chairman. Thank you very much, Ms. Griffiths. I was 
struck listening to your testimony by the degree to which it really 
was sort of alihost a technical recitation of where each of these 
countries stand and where the analysis stands, rather than really 
where the process is, if you will. I mean, you seem to be saying 
with respect to Vietnam, Laos, et cetera, these are the numbers, et 
cetera. 

• But I guess that prompts my first question to you, which is: Is 
the League happy with the process? Does the League believe that 
this is and has been treated as the highest national priority? 

Ms, Griffiths. Not as the- highest national priority, but as a 
matter of the highest national priority. That is 

The Chairman. Has it always been treated as a matter of the 
highest national priority? 

• Ms. Griffiths. It certainly has not. The League used to demon- 
strate in front of the White House and the State Department. 

The Chairman. Do you believe, in that context, that it is impor- 
tant for the Committee in evaluating how much is being done to 
find somebody who might be alive today, that we understand the 
probabilities of the likelihood of somebody being alive today? 

Ms. Griffiths. Absolutely. 

• The Chairman. Do you ^ee that in order to understand the 

{ probability that somebody is alive today we have to have a base- 

ine, we have to have a beginning point, which is 

Ms. Griffiths. Absolutely. 

The Chairman, —what is the probability that people were alive 
in 1973, 1974, or 1975. 

Ms. Griffiths. Right. 

0 The Chairman. You accept that? 

Ms. Griffiths. Absolutely, yes. 

The Chairman. The Department of Defense announced in 1973 
that everybody was dead. 

Ms. Griffiths. That’s right. We didn’t accept that. We don’t 
think you should. 

The Chairman. And we shouldn’t either? 

0 Ms. Griffiths. That’s right. 

^ The Chairman. OK. Now as a beginning point, then, did you 
ever or do you now have any way of trying to help us to under- 
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stand how many might have been alive, what your sort of operative 
concept is as to what the possibilities were in 1973 and 1974? 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, bur current policy and our position and my 
personal view is that Americans are alive. Quite obviously, if that 
our current view, we do believe that there were Americans who 
were alive at the conclusion of hostilities and when Senator 
McCain and the others came home in 1973. 

The Chairman. But what I am asking you is, do you have any— 
Bill Bell this morning said that his best sense was there might 
have been 10 or 11 or so, and that’s his current concept, and based 
on subsequent information that seems to confirm that. Did you or 
have you come across any confirmational numbers that suggest to 
you what the operative number might have been at the beginning? 

Ms. Griffiths. Unfortunately, I have not come across confirma- 
tional numbers. We have the body of evidence, which is people that 
were known to have been alive who have not been returned alive 
or dead. And that is largely the basis on which the League of Fami- 
lies throughout the years has maintained that Americans are still 
held. 

The Chairman. And that would be the current discrepancy case 
docket, so to speak? 

Ms. Griffiths. The last known alive discrepancy cases, that’s cor- 
rect. 

The Chairman. Right. 

Ms. Griffiths. And the additional— the— Also the unresolved 
first-hand sighting reports that are heing’plirsued, which lend cre- 
dence certainly to that body of evidence that existed at the end of 
the war. 

The Chairman. And you are satisfied that that is the operative 
area of current concern, then? I mean, you wouldn’t assert that 
there are cases that ought to be, at this point, put on that list or 
that there are some that never were included that should have 
been. You are satisfied with that grouping? 

Ms. Griffiths. Oh, absolutely. 

Well, it depends on if you— if you consider the 119 the sum total. 
The 119 is not the sum total. I think it’s— I don’t know if I can re- 
member the exact numbers. I am sure DOD was going to provide 
them to you. It is something close to 200, 1 believe, that were last ' 
known alive discrepancy cases, maybe not quite that many, but 
closer to 200 than 119. 

The Chairman. But you are satisfied that that has been legiti- 
mately and properly worked down to the number that they are cur- 
rently operating? 

Ms. Griffiths. I know a great deal of effort has been put into 
analyzing and scrubbing and scrubbing and scrubbing that list. 
Now, that does not, in my view, and I don’t think I’ve— I have cer- 
tainlv never heard anybody in the government say that others 
could not still be alive. For instance, a lot of these cases are, quote, 
unknown cases. Unknown people came back in 1973. So there are 
many cases that are truly missing, like my own brother, that is a 
missing case. And he— you know, the chances are not as good. He 
was a 1966 shoot-down. They weren’t doing many favors, as the 
Senator can attest to, in those days. And there was no evidence 
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that he survived his incident. So his chances certainly are less 
likely than somebody who say in 1972, alive on the ground. 

The Chairman. Now, what is your sense, Ann, if you can help us 
understand, what has happened that some families feel more ada- 
mantly than others or have been treated, perhaps, differently than 
others and have such significant questions today? 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, I think a lot of it is based on not only the 
skepticism, but the well-founded knowledge that we have that a lot 
of the families were lied to in the earlier years. And it wasn’t until 
1982 that there was even a policy of full disclosure to the primary 
next of kin. 

And then that policy was made into law with Senator Smith’s 
amendment or bill, I think it was originally a bill and became an 
amendment, in the House side and then subsequently what is 
taking place now on full disclosure. The— the League fought hard 
for full disclosure. We didn’t have the information. We had to all 
file FOIA Acts in the late 1970’s and 

The Chairman. Well, what was going on? If I can interrupt you, 
because my time is almost up. Excuse me for doing that. What was 
going on? What was happening that, as you say, people were de- 
clared dead, you didn’t believe they were, you had to fight under 
the Freedom of Information Act 

Ms. GRiFnTHS. Right. 

'The Chairman, —to get information. 

Ms. Griffiths. Right. 

The Chairman. And, as you say,, people were lied to. What was 
happening? Was this an- effort to shut this thing away? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. Well, it is a complex answer, actually, be- 
cause, first of all, this war, the Vietnam War, was very divisive in 
this country. And, of course, part of it was a secret war. We 
weren’t there. Part of the lying; concerned families who were told 
their relatives were missing in Vietnam, when in fact they were in 
Cambodia or Lao. There was a multitude of misrepresentations, dis- 
tortions, and outright falsehoods. That is part of the past, but that 
is an inherited thing that all of us had to deal with. 

So when you start getting information that is different from 
what you got earlier, even though you welcome the new informa- 
tion, you compare the two and they are not the same. I mean, the 
President of the United States admitted that this issue was not 
handled properly in the past. 'There is no question that it wasn’t. 
'There was no political will. 'This country didn’t want to hear the 
words Vietnam and the Vietnam veterans can— you know, attest to 
that. They certainly didn’t want to hear POW/MIA. 

So that was a 7-year period in there where we had to focus 
almost all of our efforts on trying to get our own government’s at- 
tention, to make our own government take the issue seriously. 
Now, we fought hard to do that. And, at that point, the League was 
smaller than it had ever been because it is veiy hard to get sup- 
port. The media certainly wouldn’t pay attention, because it just 
was not the popular thing to do. 

Subsequent to that when people started to get a better realistic 
grasp on dealing with Vietnam and certainly after President 
Reagan came into office the priority was raised. We knew it would 
be. He had a commitment from the time they came back all of the 
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way through before he was ever a candidate. So we knew he would 
bring in some seriousness and it was an evolutionary policy, an ev- 
olutionary process, that brought us up to where it is worthwhile to 
have 88 additional people and a Deputy Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense. It wouldn’t have done any good in the earlier years when 
they wouldn’t even let us in. 

The Chairman. Well, I appreciate that. My time is up. And 1 
want to pass the baton, so to speak. But I do want to say that the 
Committee, and we have all talked about this privately, this is not 
going to be a quote, witch hunt. We are all determined about that. 
And I don’t want this Committee turned into that. 

And we are not trying to go back for the purpose of trying to do 
anything except understanding that if we can’t lay it on the table, 
as I think you have now, and as we must continue to, we are not 
going to be able to establish baselines, we are not going to have an 
understanding of probabilities, and we are not going to be able to 
draw conclusions. 

So we are determined to do that with that view in mind. And I 
think it is very important to be able to make that inquiry appropri- 
ately. 

Ms. GRirniHS. I do, too. I think— What the Board of Directors is 
concerned about, and many of the families are, we lived through a 
Select Committee Investigation. We lived through a Presidential 
Commission. In both instances, it took us years to overcome the 
damage that was done to the credibility of this issue. 

There is concern that the body of facts in the middle will get lost. 
And that is our conceni. There are viable facts here. You have 
started this investigation. We encourage you to make it fully open 
to interview everybody in the world and get to the bottom of this. 
What concerns us is that the Committee, using only U.S. informa- 
tion because you can’t get what we don’t yet have from the Viet- 
namese, Lao, or Cambodians. 

It will be impossible for this Committee to decide today if Ameri- 
cans are still held, because you don’t have the information that we 
have been trying to obtain. 'Those prior Select Committee and Com- 
mission did exactly that. And they concluded that nobody was alive 
based on assertions of the Vietnamese and not a factual objective 
effort. So we have legitimate concerns. 

The Chairman. Well, that is — 

Ms. Griffiths. We don’t want the body of evidence to be lost. 

The Chairman. That’s why you are here today. That’s why we 
are having these baseline hearing at the beginning. And we hope 
we will heed your warnings and frame this thing in a way that we 
don’t lose the body of the evidence. And we look to you and others 
to help us do that. 

Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, at this time, I am 
going to pass and yield my time to Senator Grassley. I will leave it 
up to the Chairman, do you want to give it to him now or when his 
time comes. 

The Chairman. I am comfortable doing whatever both of you 
gentleman want to do. Do you want to go now, Senator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. I will take my turn after Senator Brown. 

The Chairman. Fine. Senator Brown. 
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Senator Brown. Thank you. Ann, you have talked with the lead- 
A ers of a number 

* The Chairman. I have just been reminded that I neglected to 
swear the witness, and I need to do that for all further testimony. I 
apologize for that. It is my fault. If you could just stand. Do you 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth? 

Ms. Griffiths. I certainly do. It’s a law, too. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

^ Senator Brown. Ann, I understand you have talked with the 
▼ leaders of a number of the countries in Southeast Asia about this 
issue. Early in your testimony you mentioned what sounded like a 
loophole in the way they talk, my phraseology. Something to the 
point that the central governments know of no POW’s being held. 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. 

Senator Brown. The implication being that perhaps others may 
be aware, or maybe there are people outside of the control of the 

• central government, who know where POW’s are. 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. 

Senator Brown. Have you ever had anyone suggest that alterna- 
tive to pu from those governments? 

Ms. Griffiths. Not as directly as what you are raising the ques- 
tion to me now. Senator, but what I am saying is that the official 
positions of the Vietnamese government have been evolutionary 

# and have always been conditional or leaving some sort of, as you 
put it, loophole. 

American prisoners of war to the knowledge of the government, 
or American prisoners of war in'Vietnam. And they have done that 
with Congressional delegations as well. So is that to mislead us? Is 
that to continue a belief when they are not alive or is that because, 
in fact, they do. 

% . I have a good example. Robert Schwab, for instance. And clear 
back to the Select Committee, the Montgomery Select Committee, 
when that Committee travelled to Vietnam, they were told that 
there were no Americans being held captive and Tucker Google- 
man died in prison after their visit. Now— according to the record. 

With Robert Schwab, many people have said this was the Ameri- 
can who sailed over to follow his heart and sailed into Vietnam to 
0 rescue his fiancee. Some of us never gave up the hope that he 
might be alive and we pursued that very hard. Others have said 
the Vietnamese denied that anyone was alive. They never denied 
that Robert Schwab was alive. I am just saying what they did say 
is, well, we are unaware that he is alive and being held here, but 
we will check with authorities in the South. I mean, there was 
always a caveat there. We have found caveats throughout. Now, is 
0 that intentional to mislead or is it because they are still holding? 
^ Senator Brown. Well, with Bobby Garwood 

Ms. Griffiths. Right. 

Senator Brown, —clearly they had indicated they did not hold 
American POW’s — r 

Ms. Griffiths. Correct. That’s another obvious. 

Senator Brown, —prior to his being released, Do you recall how 
A they explained that when he was released? 

^ Ms. Griffiths. Yes. 

Senator Brown. Explained their previous denials. 
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Ms. Griffiths. Basically, I think they said that we— something 
like, we considered him one of us, that— I mean, it was kind of like 
that. I don’t know the exact phrase. 

Senator Brown. So, presumably, someone they considered one of 
them would no longer fall into the classification, in their mini of a 
POW? 

Ms. Griffiths. Presumably not. 

Senator Brown. Well, the letter from the Ambassador says, 
quote, no , living American prisoners of war in Vietnam. Potential 
loopholes there? 

Ms. Griffiths. Sure. 

Senator Brown. One, that they could be outside of the country? 

Ms. Griffiths. In another of the Indochina countries, possibly, 
not called a prisoner of war, may be living freely. Half of the DIA 
first-hand sighting reports that are under continuing investigation 
are, quote, living freely. And that isn’t a judgment the U.S. govern- 
ment makes as to whether or not that person is living there of 
their own volition. That would be done according to policy after the 
individual returned. 

But that is kind of the breakdown that DIA has, captivity cases, 
living freely cases, and the other, in Vietnam, prisoner of war. But 
I can assure you that the Vietnamese certainly have been asked for 
knowledge of any Americans under anv circumstances who may 
have elected to remain there, who may have committed what they 
consider to be crimes according to Vietnamese law there for crimi- 
nals. We have asked them for people in any category and even— I 
once used the example, even if my own brother had elected to stay 
in Vietnam, my Family, my mother, would like to know that he 
made that decision of his own volition. But still no response. 

Senator Brown. Well, the bottom line is, your belief is they 
haven’t issued a flat denial yet, a flat total denial. 

Ms. Griffiths. I haven’t seen a categorical one, but I don’t think 
It would be helpful if they did. That backs— I mean, it is sort of like 
the time that I remember Walter Cronkite was going into talk to 
Pham Van Dong and the one thing we asked him not to do was to 
put a microphone in front of him and say, are you holding prison- 
e^ Quite obviously he would say no. And that makes it even more 
difficult then for prisoners to be removed. 

I think it veiy important on the live prisoner issue that should 
they locate someone outside their control that there not be appro- 
priate attitude of recrimination, that such individuals that the U.S. 
would work sensitively with them to effect immediate return. 

Senator Brown. Last question, I do not know if you have seen 
the May 23rd, 1991, Report on Examination of U.S. Policies toward 
POW s. It was issued by the U.S. Senate Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Ms. Griffiths. We have it. 

Senator Brown. You have not seen it? 

Ms. Griffiths. No, no, we have. 

Senator Brown. You have? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes; 

Senator Brown. Simply, for the record, there were some grumpy 
comments about you. 

Ms. Griffiths. That's usual. Senator. 
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Senator Brown. Including the statement, “She apparently has 
access to top secret code worded message traffic for which she is 
supposedly not cleared and she receives it well ahead of DIA intel- 
ligence analysts.’’ 

Just to clear up the record, do you have access and are you 
cleared? 

Ms. Griffiths. Isn’t that in the Colonel Peck alleged resignation 
letter? 

Senator Brown. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. I say alleged because. Senator— I mean, General 
Soyster told all the families at our national convention that Colo- 
nel Peck was removed from his position and did not resign. 1 have 
a top secret clearance, not a code word clearance. And I wpuld be 
embarrassed if I were the Chief of POW/MIA Office to admit that 
as little time as I have to read, I get message traffic before he does. 
I just can’t imagine that is true. 

Senator Brown. You do have clearance? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. 

Senator Brown. You do see these messages? 

Ms. Griffiths. To the extent that I have time. Unfortunately, I 
don’t have the time I wish I had. 

Senator Brown. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. I would like to follow Senator Brown and get this 
matter cleared up. In fact, what Colonel Peck wrote, and he’s talk- 
ing about you, “The Director of the National League of Families 
occupies an interesting and questionable position-in the whole proc- 
ess. Although assiduously churning the account to give a tawdry il- 
lusion of progress, she is adamantly opposed to any initiative to ac- 
tually get to the heart of the problem, and morp importantly, inter- 
feres in or actively sabotages POW/MIA analysis of investigations. 

“She insists on rewriting or editing all significant documents pro- 
duced by the office, then touted as the DIA position. She apparent- 
ly has access to top secret code word message traffic for which she 
is supposedly not cleared, and she receives it well ahead of the DIA 
intelligence analysts. Her influence in jerking around everyone and 
everything involved in the issue goes far beyond the war and MIA 
protestor gone straight scenario. 

“She was brought from the outside into the center of the imbro- 
glio and then cloaked in a mantle of sanctimony, routinely impedes 
real progress and insidiously muddles up the issue. One wonders 
who she really is and where she came from.’’ 

Following up on what Senator Brown said, that’s the end of his 
quote, have you ever had access to secret government documents 
on the POW/MIA issue? 

Ms. Griffiths. Regularly. 

Senator Reid. How do you get those? 

Ms. Griffiths. From eve^ agency of the government. As a 
member of the Interagency Group, I have a top secret clearance. 

Senator Reid. Have you ever ask^ to rewrite a DIA j^ition? 

Ms. Griffiths. No. What I think— well, first of all, Colonel Peck 
was there for such a short time, I don’t think he had a very good 
grasp on interagency coordination and differentiated between 
policy documents or the kinds of things like press guidance and 
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policy positions that everyone puts their comments on who is a 
member of the I AG. 

As far as for instance, the outrageous slander that I would 
impede efforts to resolve this issue, particularly on the live prison- 
er issue, is just outrageous and it's false and I can’t imagine why 
he would say it except to say what the— Secretary Andrews said 
and General Soyster has said. He was the wrong man for the job. 
I’m sure he was frustrated. 

Contrary to him, I wish I had the authority that is being ascribed 
to me. I don’t think we would have quite as many mistakes and as 
mu6h bureaucratic in-fighting and discussion as sometimes takes 
place in the Interagency Group. 

Senator Reid. Have you ever interfered with a POW/MIA inves- 
tigation? 

Ms. Griffiths. No. 

Senator Reid. I think it would be important to us then if you 
would ^ye us your background before coming direct to the League 
of Families, and then tell us what your duties encompass as Direc- 
tor of the League of Families. 

Ms. Griffiths. My duties encompass? 

Senator Reid. Yes. What is your background? 

Ms. Griffiths. My background? 

Senator Reid. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. I’m not an intelligence analyst. I have a back- 
ground sheet that I provided for the record, background on the 
League. I have the letter from Secretary Andrews to our Chairman 
of the Board responding to Lionel Peck’s allegations. 

I understand you all were successful, which pleases me greatly, 
in getting them to a^ee to release their inquiry on Colonel Peck’s 
accusations or their internal inquiry on that matter. That’s some- 
thing that the League had requested as well, so I’m very pleased 
that they’ve decided to provide that. 

I’ve been Executive Director of the League for 13 years. 

Senator Reid. Is that a full time job? 

Ms. Griffiths. Oh, yes, more than full time. 

Senator Reid. What kind of a staff does the League have? 

Ms. Griffiths. Right now, let’s see, 1, 2, 3. Only 3. 

Senator Reid. How is it funded? 

Ms. Griffiths. Publicly— contributions, donations. It’s a non- 
profit 501C3 organization. 

Senator Reid. What did you do before you became Director of the 
League? 

Ms. Griffithus. I worked on the Hill shortly for Congressman Bill 
Young of Florida. Before that I was a housewife and mother, now 
grandmother of 5. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Reid. 

Senator McCain. 

Ms. Griffiths. Oh, I forgot. Excuse me. I was on the Board of 
Directors for 4 years. My duties within the League, I forgot to men- 
tion those. My brother has been missing for twenty-six years. My 
duties as League Executive Director are to represent all of the fam- 
ilies, not individual cases. I am instructed to implement the policies 
adopted by the Board of Directors and/or membership. 
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I do not develop my own policies and that is my instructions. 

> Within that context I work, in fact, helped found, the Interagency 
Group, the only member still existing on the Interagency Group, 
and that Group is to develop policy for resolving the issue. 

My obligation within that is to provide the views of the families 
within policy established by the Board and the membership. 

Senator McCain. Just to follow up on Senator Reid’s question, 
what rationale was used, since you are a non-government official, 
i g you are a Director of the National League of Families, that would 

^ give you access to the classified top secret information? 

Ms. Griffiths. Actually it was at the very end of the Carter ad- 
ministration at the time, and there was justifiable suspicion on the 
; part of all of the families about the fact that we had not been pro- 
vided full information. This was long before, of course, the policy 
decision to full disclosure. And it was, I believe, the IG was first 

> ^ formed in 1980, probably early 1980, and the rationale earlier, 

• before that formation. General Tighe is the one who gave me 
first— first gave me access to classified information and it was 
largely at that time to follow up on DIA’s performance as far as 
their professionalism and pursuing and resolving firsthand live- 
sighting reports. 

Senator McCain. Are you satisfied with the provisions that are 
. included in the Defense Authorization Bill concerning full disclo- 

• sure? 

Ms. Griffiths. 1 am with one provision, and that is— and that’s a 
position of the families, it’s not my personal position, I happen to_ 
agree with it, and that is that information be provided to the pri- 
mary next of kin. There’s a— as in all things affecting all of us in 
legal matters, there is a primary next of kin, kind of like a chain of 
command, and the primary next of kin and the secondary next of 
' # kin are not always in a^eement. 

A wife may differ with the child, for instance. So the Board’s 
concern and the families’ concern was to ensure that the rights 
and prerogatives of the primary next of kin are not violated by 
public disclosure or Just loose handling or indiscriminate dissemi- 
nation of information over which they feel as primary next of kin 
of the missing men should be up to them to make that decision. 
^ # Senator McCain. And I’m sure you appreciate our point of view 
on that issue. We have ventilated it pretty much. 

You heard Mr. Bell’s testimony this morning? 

Ms. Griffiths. No, I didn’t. Senator, but I did hear about it. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Bell basically— I hope I’m accurately stat- 
ing his view, that following the cessation of hostilities in Southeast 
Asia there could have been as many as 10 Americans alive. Wheth- 
^ 0 er they are still alive now is another question, but there was hard 
evidence, in his view, at the time that would give him that view. 

Do you share that view generally or specifically? 

Ms. Griffiths. Certainly generally. 1 have not seen such hard 
evidence other than what I responded to the Chairman awhile ago, 
and to me that’s pretty hard evidence about people that we knew 
were alive, some of them pretty close to the signing of the Paris 
t 0 Peace Accords. 

We’ve never put a number on how many because we don’t have 
that evidence, if there is such hard evidence, I have not seen it 
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during all of my years with access to classified information that 
would definitely prove Americans were alive at the time that you 
all Came home, other than what I’ve said. 

The Chairman. When did your access begin? 

Ms. Griffiths. Initially it was only— it was secret, not top secret, 
and it was, I think— General Tighe is the one that authorized it; 
1978 maybe, 1979. Admiral Tuttle was there. I can’t remember. 

Senator McCain. So that really is a very crucial period. You 
were not at that time up to speed on the information—^ 

Ms. Griffiths. Oh, no, and as you know, there are volumes. 

Senator McCain.— that Mr. Bell describes? 

Ms. Griffiths. No. He would have been; he was in a position to 
know. 

Senator McCain. Is it your personal view, not the view of the 
Board, that the numbers of Americans alive left in Southeast Asia 
are, assliming that there are, we both operate on the assumption 
that there are, would be in the tens or the hundreds? 

Ms. Griffiths. My personal view. It’s very hard to define, you 
know, to say how many you think there are, especially either one 
of us. Senator, with the position of having access to classified infor- 
mation, to speculate on numbers. 

For instance, if I said tens and there were really two hundred 
and fifteen, then what would be the obligation on the part of the 
Vietnamese to return more than one hundred if we said only tens? 

I just think it’s unwise to speculate on numbers. I don’t think 
they’re massive numbers. - _ , - 

Senator McCain.-I understand. We have solicited from the panel 
of witnesses this morning, those who were having to do the job in 
the field, recommendations and proposals in order for this issue to 
be rapidly resolved. In other words, for the Vietnamese govern- 
ment to be in full compliance with the process for resolution of this 
issue. 

Since you obviously have some concerns, and in light of the 
letter that Chairman Kerry read, we would like to have your input 
also, and I know that the Chairman and the Vice Chairman will 
pass those on to the Vietnamese Ambassador and perhaps we can 
lay out exactly what we expect from the Vietnamese government 
and that will help us over time to make a full determination as to 
whether they are being cooperative or not cooperative, roadmap 
aside, as to whether they are or not; since there is some difference 
of opinion, not that the Vietnamese, whether they are being fully 
cooperative or not, but to what degree they are cooperating. 

I think, for example. General Vessey might have some gradient 
of difference in view with you as to the degree of cooperation, so we 
would appreciate that. 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, I think that if you look at the roadmap, the 
way that it’s strictly written, I think that it’s well written to 
achieve the fullest possible accounting there can be, and we fully 
support that. 

I think where we had concerns is that there would be any soften- 
ing of the basic data base 

Senator McCain. Fine, but you misunderstand my question. 1 
would like your recommendations, either in writing or whatever 
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you choose, as to what the Vietnamese need to do, in your view, to 
be fully cooperative in helping resolve this issue. 

Ms. Griffiths. OK. 

Senator McCain. We would appreciate that. 

Ms. Griffiths. OK. I’ll be glad to provide it. 

Senator McCain. In fact, if you would like to say verbally- — 

Ms. Griffiths. I can say it right now. 

Senator McCain, —some of the things that 

Ms. Griffiths. OK. As outlined, immediate repatriation of all re- 
covered or recoverable remains, full access, free and open access for 
our live-sighting investigators to be able to go not with written ad- 
vance notice of where they want to go, but actual access, that it’s 
viable, that’s going to hold up to scrutiny of the families, the Amer- 
ican people, the Congress and everybody else. 

You can’t give them notice of a prison you want to go to 24 hours 
or 2 days in advance and expect that to be viable. 

Full access to the archival research, which I think will do a great 
deal to account for missing Americans, including many that we 
will probably not be able to get recoverable remains, and then 
there was one other point. 

Well, I can’t think of the other one right now, but I will put that 
in writing if I think of another one. 

Now, that’s what they need to do. Our government needs to 
make sure that they implement the provisions of the road map as 
stated, without any decreasing of the strength of the provisions in 
the roadmap^ - 

Senator McCain. Thank you very much. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator McCain. 

Senator Grassley is recognized for 10 minutes for his time and 
Senator Smith’s time. 

Senator Grassley. Thank you very much. 

Ms. Griffiths, last time you and I had a chance to visit was in my 
office. Colonel Schlatter asked me to visit with you. I found the in- 
formation you gave me very good. At that particular time I said I 
was after original information. I do not have any reason to ques- 
tion the truthfulness of what you told me then or your sincerity 
then, and I have no reason to question that now. 

When you and I separated at that particular time, I told you I 
thought access to information was what was absolutely necessary 
for me to fulfill my constitutional responsibility of oversight, to see 
that money was spent the way the Congress decided it should be 
spent, and that laws are being carried out the way we write those 
laws. 

So here we are again today, only at a much greater expense in 
the pursuit of that information that it takes us to do our job ade- 
quately, to see that the law and money appropriated by the Con- 
gress is adequately spent, and you are part of that process. 

My topic of discussion with you today will be along that same 
line. I was first going to ask you, but I think you clarified very 
well, about the fact that you have had 26 years of interest in this 
issue, and for the last 13 years you have been very much deeply, 
very actively involved. 
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Yesterday in my opening statement I made a point about how 
sometimes when we are deeply involved in an issue, one tends to .0 % 

lose sight of the forest for the trees, and I am not necessarily sug- 
gesting that this applies to, you. IT 

You are an MIA family meniber yourself and I do not, nor do I 
think, anyone questions your dedication to resolving this issue. In 
fact, you expressed a view that I expressed a couple times yester- 
day about working with the Vietnamese government and not put- _ 

ting them in a squeeze. I think I share with you very well wanting 0 f 
the Vietnamese to be open, if there are people over there, so we 
will not be in a situation where we cannot get pur men out. 

There is one thing that puzzles me and I would like to get it out 
on the record and let you have an opportunity to respond. Shortly 
after our visit in my office, or about that same time, I wrote to the 
Defense Department to get access to live-sighting reports, the very 
reports that have been discussed before this Committee over the 0 0 

past 48 hours. 

It took me 2 months to gat a response. I received a letter from 
Assistant Secretary Henry Rowen. He said that I could not see the 
reports because they are classified. Now, obviously that is ridicu- 
lous to you, ridiculous to people on this Committee, anybody in the 
Senate, but that was the response. 

The response basically said that a U.S. Senator cannot review in- 0 0 
formation because it is classified. I am just saying what it said. 

Ms. Griffiths. OK. 

Senator Grassley. Now, for the" next 2% ihonths I fought quietly - 
to get a more reasonable response. I kept hearing from inside the 
Pentagon that there was fierce opposition to my access for some 
reason, and for some reason I heard that that fierce opposition was 
coming from you. # ® 

Now, I can assure you, Ms. Griffiths, that I did not believe that. 

Why would any person in your position as the head of an organiza- 
tion that is looking to get the same results that this Committee 
wants ever want to deny access to a U.S. Senator in the pursuit of 
that same information to help families get an answer to whether 
loved ones are dead or alive? 

Besides, I know, for instance, that you personally have access to 0 0 
this information. So why would you want to deny it to a Senator? 

Ms. Griffiths. Is that— That’s the question? 

Senator Grassley. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. I don’t. I don’t want to deny it to the Senator. 

Our position has always been that there are responsible commit- 
tees of Congress, we advocate and welcome. 

Senator Grassley. Well, after 2% more months of failure to get 0 0 
a reasonable response, I finally stopped beating my head against 
the wall and I went to the Senate floor and I read Mr. Rowen’s re- 
sponse to my colleagues in a speech on the Senate floor, and then 
within 24 hours I suddenly had the access that I wanted. 

'The reason I got access is because it sounded pretty silly in the 
public domain out there that DOD would deny any Senator access 
to information just because it is classified. 0 # 

So within 24 hours I had access. Forty-eight hours later a memo 
from you to Paul Wolfowitz fell into my possession. It is dated 
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August the ,2nd, 1990, and I would ask you if you are familiar with 
that memo. 

Ms. Griffiths. I’m familiar with it, but I don’t have it with me. 
Senator Grassley. OK. I am going to put it in the record, but in 
this memo you blast whoever made a decision to grant access to a 
Senator. My name is not— I don’t believe my name is specifically 
motioned. You said that granting me access is tantamount to co- 
opwating with a witch hunt. 

[The information referred to follows;] 

Letter From Anne Mills Griffiths To Paul Wolfowitz 
FROM: Ann Mills Griffiths 
Subject: Access to Classified POW/MIA Material 
Date; August 3, 1990 

On August 1, letters from ASD/LA Dave Gribbin were sent to Senators Jesse 
Helms (R-NC), and Charles Grassley (R-IA) giving them full access to cases of inter- 
est on the POW/MIA issue. In addition, Mr. Gribbin suggested that the Senators 
may wish to invite staff of the Foreign Relations, Armed Seryires or Intelligence 
Committees, with the appropriate clearances and with responsibility for the POW/ 
MIA issue, to accompany them to review of the classified material. 

An additional August 1 letter was sent to Representative Beilenson stating that 
Congressman Bob Smith (R-NH) would be provided the same opportunity, along 
with staff of the Armed Services or Intelligence Committees, under the same clear- 
ance criteria. Mr. Gribbin’s decision to pursue this course (which I understand was 
strongly oppowd by ISA, DIA and the Deputy Chief of Staff for Intelligence, Depart- 
ment of the Army) has far reaching ramifications about which 1 feel you and the 
^retary should be aware. 

As you know, the President, Vice President, Secretary Cheney, you -Bob Kimmitt 
nnd others have firmly committed the U.S. Government to pursuing resolution of 
the POW/MIA issue as a inatter of highest national priority. These pledges were 
taken at face value and gratefully received by POW/MIA families. If implemented, 
this course makes a mockery of the Bush Administration’s commitments. 

On any matter of highest national priority, sensitive information is not subject to 
indiscriminate release outside of the parameters established by the Congress itself, 
i.e., the respective Select Committees on Intelligence and responsible staff members 
with appropriate clearances. This path, if followed, sets a precedent for similar 
access on other issues; such a step would not be considered, much less approved, on 
Cambodian, Soviet, Chinese, Middle East or other matter of importance to the U.S. 
In short, the President’s and Secretary’s pledges will be viewed as nothing more 
than hollow tokenism. 

Mr. Gribbin’s communications authorize access to individual Members of Congress 
who have been loudest in proclaiming that USG officials are not pursuing this issue 
with integrity or priority. (Examples are enclosed.) Their records are replete with 
implications, or outright assertions, that the USG is involved in a conspiracy to 
coverup evidence that Americans are being held captive in Southeast Asia. 

I have no concern that Members of Congress or staff will uncover anything which 
would lend crexlence to the charges of conspiracy against which we have collectively 
fought since the 1983-86 time frame. On the contraiy, while problems are continu- 
ously identified and remedied, there is a great well of talent in DIA’s Special POW/ 
MIA Office. 

My concern is that if this decision is implemented, the above message— that the 
POW/MIA issue is one solelv of rhetorical priority— will be made clear throughout 
the U.A Government. Equally or more important, Hanoi will perceive that stated 
U.S. Mlicy on this issue is no longer valid and that resolution of the fates of Ameri- 
ca’s iroW/MIA's is not an issue which they need to seriously address. 

Beyond these significant policy considerations, there will be a severe negative 
impact throughout the intelligence community. One can anticipate immediate CIA 
and NSA artion to pull their documents and information from the files currently 
held by DIA. Department of State, the FBI and DEA, as well as friendly foreign 
intelligence services and others with ongoing investigations and cooperative pro- 
grams will cease all cooperation on POW/MlA relate matters. Sensitive sources 
and methods will be exposed which will have an adverse effect on source coopera- 
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tion and reporting. Strategies will be exposed and negotiations will be compromised 
by revealing the extent of U.S. knowledge and intelligence gaps to those from whom 
we are seeking information. 

As outlined in Mr. Gribbin's letters, DIA's Special Office for POW/MIA Affairs 
will necessarily be available to assist the Members of Congress and staff dm'ing 
their review of the material. This will usurp critical manpower from Important and 
serious efforts to accomplish the objectives stated by the President and Secretary 
Cheney. The current level of personnel in DIA's POW/MIA office was established as 
a result of the Reagan/Bush priority, hard earned and absolutely mandatory. 
Squandering their time and efforts to participate in a "witch hunt" against them- 
selves does nothing to help resolve the issue and, in fact, lends credence to those 
most involved in accusations that a “mindset to debunk " exists in that office. 

Finally, indiscriminate release such as Mr. Gribbin has now invited will potential- 
ly subject POW/MIA family members to further, tragic exploitation by “activists. " 1 
am appalled by this action from an individual who obviously knows little about the 
issue but is seeking to render to Congress by sacrificing principle and the integrity of 
the President and Secretary Cheney. He clearly has no understanding of what this 
will mean in the broader sense, not to mention POW/MIA. 

Senator Grassley. You said the following things would happen if 
a Senator had access, and I am not going to read the whole memo 
because I have asked to have it included in the record, but just a 
few sentences. 

“If implemented, this course makes a mockery of Bush Adminis- 
tration commitments.” Next, “The President and Secretary’s 
pledges will be viewed as nothing more than hollow tokenism. If 
this decision is implemented, the message that the POW/MIA issue 
is one solely of rhetorical priority will be made clear throughout 
the U.S. Government. Hanoi will perceive that stated U.S. policy 
on this issue is no longer valid- and that resolution of the fate of 
American POW/MIA’s is not an issue which they need to seriously 
address.” 

The last quote, “One can anticipate immediate CIA and NSA 
action to pull their documents and information from the files cur- 
rently held by DIA. Department of State, the FBI and DEA, as well 
as friendly foreign intelligence services and others with ongoing in- 
vestigations and cooperative programs will cease all cooperation on 
POW/MIA related matters. Sensitive sources and methods will be 
exposed, which will have an adverse effect on source cooperation 
and reporting. Strategies will be exposed and negotiations will be 
compromised by revealing the extent of U,S. knowledge and intelli- 
gence gaps to those from whom we are seeking information.” 

Now, this kind of makes it sound like the sky is falling, all be- 
cause one little insignificant Senator was asking for information to 
live-sighting reports. 

So this is what I would like to have you explain: Why did you 
write this memo to Paul Wolfowitz, why do you believe a U.S. Sen- 
ator should be denied access to the same information that you have 
access to as a private citizen, and why do you believe a U.S. Sena- 
tor getting access would cause the sky to fall, and I think you 
would agree that none of this really happened, after I spent 4 
days 

Ms. Griffiths. Senator, I'm sorry, you misinterpreted it. It was 
never directed at you alone. It was a process that they were talking 
about of opening up everything in DIA’s files without the kind of 
committee— outside of the committee structure of both Houses, of 
the Senate. 
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It had nothing to do with you. I have no objection whatsoever, 
under the rules and regulations of the Senate and the House, for 
® your looking at classified information. That is your right, that is 
your obligation. It was the whole process that we were talking 
about here and they were not thinking it through for just full and 
open dumping of information, and I don’t remember all of the de- 
tails of it, but I know it had nothing to do with individual members 

of either House. , r- i • r 

I do not believe that you all shouldn t have classified informa- 

# tion. ^ , 

Senator Grassley. Well, I did not read the first sentence of the 
memo, but it says, “On August 1st, letters from Assistant Secretary 
of Defense, Legislative Affairs, Dave Gribbin, were sent to Senators 
Jesse Helms and Charles Grassley, giving full access to cases of in- 
terest on the POW/MIA issue,” and then the rest of your memo. 

So you were writing because we asked for the information? 

# Ms. Griffiths. No; it was also to invite staff of the Foreign Rela- 
tions, Armed Services or Intelligence Committees, with the appro- 
priate clearances and vdth responsibility for POW/MIA issue, to 
accompany them to review all of the classified material, right? This 
is the same one? 

Senator Grassley. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. There was a longstanding policy, which I knew to 
f be in existence, that the appropriate committees with responsibility 
on this issue would be provided full access to any and all informa- 
tion under the control regulations that you a]l have, which I know 
little about. ' 

I also know that indiscriminate providing of some of that infor- 
mation, outside of the Committee structure, has ended up on the 
street. Family members have been exploited badly on this issue, 
A even by some former Members of Congress. 

There is absolutely no opposition that the League has or I per- 
sonally have under the regulations and rules of the Senate and the 
House to you all having information, any of it. I would assume that 
you would not violate your own rules. 

I do know a lot of family members, I would say, who are a little 
bit concerned for them to— for others than those that they— those 
A that they approve of to have access to their own personal files. 

^ Senator Grassley. Well, let me conclude by making an observa- 
tion. Based upon the comments you just made I can’t help but in- 
terpret it any more than there were certain Senators you didn’t 
want to have access to this information, because it was in direct 
response to the letter that Jesse Helms and I had written. 

Ms.' Griffiths. I can review those if you would like, and provide 
^ you a written response, Senator. 

# Senator Grassley. Well, let's let it go at that. I would like to con- 
clude, Mr. Chairman, because my time is up, by making one obser- 
vation. Ms. Griffiths also says in her memo that DOD, in cooperat- 
ing with my request, quote, “lends credence to those most involved 
in accusations tnat a mind set to debunk exists in that office,” end 
of quote. 

Now, just yesterday I sat here and listened for the first time, as 
^ Chairman Kerry pointed out, to administration officials say that a 
mind set to debunk may, in fact, be part of the problem. 
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_ If I may return td a comment that I made at the outset, I men- 
tioned that sometimes those of us who have worked so long and so 
hard on an issue, because of our dedication, can be too close and 
lose perspective. 

I don’t say this necessarily applies to Ms. Griffiths, but I think 
that we need to be consciously alware of this possibility all the time, 
and I believe members of this Committee are well-advised to keep 
this possibility in the back of their mind as they try to sort out the 
truth on this issue. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, and yield the floor. 

The CHAmMAN. Thank you very much, Senator Grassley. 

Senator Kohl, 

Senator Kohl. Thank you very much* Mr. Chairman. 

I have a question, but before I ask my question, I would just like 
to ^k your consent that a statement by Ann Fischer whose broth- 
er is listed among the missing in action and whom I referred to 
yesterday be included in the record. 

[The statement referred to may found in the hearing of Tuesday, 
November 5, 1991.] 

The Chairman. Without objection, absolutely. I don’t know if it 
is too late to try to take it back to that periocl, but if it can be, it 
will be; otherwise we will have it in the record. 

Senator Kohl. Thank you so much. 

Ms. Griffiths, what I nave found is that there is considerable 

families of POW’s, 

MIA s, there seems to be considerable concern about your relation- 
ship with them and its depth, its meaning, its totality. 

Now, I don’t know why. I just became involved in this whole 
issue fairly recently, so I do not have any axe to grind. I mean, you 
fhe person who has been involved for how many years? 

M^ Griffiths. Well, on the Board for 4 years and League Execu- 
tive Director for 13, brother missing 26. 

Senator Kohl. Right, right. But what I have found is that there 
are even some splinter groups which have been formed apparent- 

Ms. Griffiths. That’s correct. 

Senator Kohl. — as a result of feelings of dissatisfaction with re- 
spect to the service that your group has offered, and it is pretty 
clear to me that you are the central person in that group. 

Now, what would you say to these people? I mean, many of them, 

1 suppose, are listening on television and have the same depths of 
feelings as you do. 

Ms. Griffiths. Sure. I understand. 

Senator Kohl. And they probably would like to hear from you 
about some of the concerns they have, to alleviate them, to respond 
to them if they were sitting here and you had just a few minutes to 
tolk to them in response to those things that have caused them to 
form their own offshoot' groups. What would you say to them? 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, two things, one to them and one to you. The 
league is, as I said, 3,822 members. It’s a democratic organization 
that elects a Board of Directors every year. In no organization, par- 
ticularly one as emotional as this one, as this issue, all League 
members have a close relative that is missing, and there are vary- 
ing views. 


Each case is different. It’s sort of like you’re an elected Senator. I 
doubt that you got one hundred percent of your vote of your con- 
stituents, and that’s just the way it goes. I don t make the policy of 
the League, I implement the policy the best way I can, 

If there are those who are unhappy with it, there is a process tor 
rectifying it, and that is through the election of the Board of Direc- 
tors and their selection of Executive Director. 

I would point out that a few years ago, when there was one of 
the controversies, I submitted my name to the membership as— not 
that it would be binding, because I’m selected by the Board, not 
elected as the Board members are, but to find out their views and 
had it been a bylaw, would have passed, because it was over two- 
thirds majority of all the voting members who voted 
So there’s going to be different views. I think what s iniportant 
to look at is that the consensus policy is what is League policy, and 
I’ve submitted that along with these documents as well. It can t 
please everyone, but the Board and I, the staff, are always open to 

^^We^bring things to the Board. They're elected by the member- 
ship at large as at large delegates. If they have problems with the 
policies of the League, then that’s the way they go about changing 
It and I certainly understand that all family members are equally 
interested in getting their missing loved ones accounted for, but 1 
can’t account for the differences and views and it s certainly their 

right to start any, quote, splinter organization. 

- 1 have yet to hear any viable proposals from any splinter organi- 
zations, as you termed it, that offer' an alternative that would get 
the fullest possible accounting for our relativesr and therein lies 
part of the problem. I don’t know of a better solution, neither does 
the Board of Directors and neither does a good .majority of our 
membership, know a better solution than what is being proposed. 

What is being worked now, all that’s missing, is greater respon- 
siveness, not more effort. Does that answer your question? 

Senator Kohl. Well, this is just your opportunity to address that 
problem to them. 

Ms. Griffiths. OK. I don’t know what else to say. 

Senator Kohl. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Kohl. 

Senator Kassebaum. , ^ . i • r u • 

Senator Kassebaum. First, Mr. Chairman, my apologies for being 
late and to you, too, Ms. Griffiths. I tried to juggle a couple of other 
hearings and so I feel even remiss in asking a question, but I guess 
coming in a bit late into this exchange with Senator Grassley, you 
had access to classified material because of your role ^ an appoint- 
ee of President Reagan on the Interagency Task Force? 

Ms Griffiths. Well, it was an administration decision that dates 
back to actually the end of the Carter administration when the 

then in that role have accesa to.any 
of the Vietnamese archives? I mean, most of that, I assume, is in 
Vietnamese? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. , , , , r.u u- 

Senator Kassebaum. But I would think that some of the archives 
there might also have some English translated reports. 
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Ms. Griffiths. It’s only been recently. We’ve been trying to get 
access for our linguists And specialists such as you all heard from 
earlier for a large number of years because we know— what we do 
know about their system is that their collection and retention of 
records remains information was extensive, thorough and highly 
successful, and so that’s something that we've been seeking for 
quite some time. 

General Vessey was able to move that forward further and there 
are indications now where our qualified linguists and research spe- 
cialists are going to be able to get documentation. 

I’m not an intelligence analyst. I don’t — contrary to Mike Peck’s 
assertions, I don’t analyze intelligence reports either, but they are 
getting that kind of access that I think is going to be crucial to 
achieving the objectives. 

Have I personally looked at it? Only what has been provided, ex- 
cerpts. 

^nator Kassebaum. On our own classified documents, how do 
you ascertain what it is you want to see or don’t want to see or 
how do you factor in that access? 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, it depends on— as I was telling them earli- 
er — 

Senator Kassebaum. I don’t want you to repeat it. 

Ms. Griffiths. No, no. I just don’t have the kind of time. How I 
know what to look for is I’m involved in the whole formation of the 
roadmap, for instance, and the presentation and policy level dia- 
logs with -the Vietnamese, the technical level meetings and I 
^ink someone testified earlier, maybe jt was'at the Solarz hearing, 
that technical talking points are drafted out in CINCPAC, come in 
for the Interagency to look at them and then they go back out, in- 
coming live-sighting reports, follow ups by DIA, ongoing dialogue 
in reports that come in from the field office in Hanoi. 

I mean, it’s a multitude of things, largely limited by my time 
limitation. 

Senator Kassebaum. I don’t want you to have to repeat what 
maybe has already gone through, and perhaps you have already 
answered, but I know you address Laos in a special section here, if 
Mybody has asked you about that, and if you see greater access 
there now as well, and any— if you have noticed an ability to be 
able to more freely account for activity in Laos. 

Ms. Griffiths. I think of the relatively minimal percentage. It’s 
roughly 18 percent or so of the 528 Americans that are missing in 
Laos, that the precursor of the current Laos government might 
have some knowledge. They are not known to have retained and 
collected a great deal of information. 

They do now control the country, however, and the large per- 
centage of— almost 85 percent that occurred in areas controlled by 
the Vietnamese, we are seeking Vietnam’s cooperation to provide 
the data base that they have to match with our people’s data base, 
to enable then joint investigations to take place, particularly the 
initial group of those, some discrepancy cases along the border that 
General Vessey had presented to them earlier. 

I do see in Laos serious efforts and it’s in relative terms. You’re 
talking here of going from very little, one a year, to really seven 
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joint activities in the last couple of years, I think seven, maybe 
less, and it’s going to be seven or more this year. 

With their limited resources and assets and personnel, that 
coming from almost zero is a lot, especially with access to addition- 
al provinces it should be much more, but I see them really making 
a strong commitnlent and really trying hard. They just need help 
every step of the way with personnel, resources, assets, assistance. 

Senator Kassebaum. I’m now about out of time and maybe this 


was pursued 

The Chairman. Take a little— if you want to 

Senator Kassebaum. Just to pursue again the fraud issue 

The Chairman. Senator, if you want to take a little extra 

Senator Kassebaum. —that I raised this morning, has that been 
asked? ^ 

In your capacity as Executive Director, do you report to the De- 
fense Department? I don’t know who you might report to if you be- 
lieve there is some fraud that members and the families have un- 
covered. 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes — ^well, no, not — it’s been actually reported 
more to Congress. The Congress has asked us on many occasions, 
particularly the House Task Force and the Solarz Subcommittee 
have asked inquiries about that and on some occasions, you know, 
really there's nothing that happens. 

It’s not fraud so much as it s distortion or misinformation or a 
combination of that or emotional appeals, some of which are not 
based totally on fact or partially or whatever, so it’s a combination 
of things, and earlier the House Subcommittee-had looked into this 
to some degree, but I don’t think anythingiurther happened of it. 

It comes to us frequently, we always just send copies so that ev- 
erybody is aware of the latest thing that’s going on, including to 
the Congressional Committees. We’ve been sending the staff of this 
Committee a great deal of information that comes in by fax and 
that kind of thing. 

Senator Kassebaum. 'Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Ms. Griffiths, if I could go back to this memorandum, you did 
write that memorandum that Senator Grassley quoted? 

Ms. Griffiths. It looks like mine. It’s got everything cut off, but 


those are my initials. 

Senator McCain. 'This was August 2nd, 1990, according to this 
memorandum, and you were basi^ly complaining about the letter 
sent from Mr. Dave Gribbin to Senators Jesse Helms and Charles 
Grassley, giving them full access to cases of interest on the POW/ 
MIA issue? 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, I can’t remember what we — 

Senator McCain. You were expressing your concern if this memo 
is true? 

Us . Griffiths. That’s correct. 

Senator McCain. They did receive the clearance though from 
Mr. Gribbin, right, and they pursued as 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. It was something to do with what was in his 
letter, the way that it was worded that opened things up more than 
two individual &nators within the regulations of your own House. 
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What I’d like to do, Senator, is provide the copy of that letter, 
that correspondence, for the record. I would like to do that. 

[The letter referred to may be found on p. 351 of the appendix.] 

Senator McCain. Fine, but your memorandum says, “Giving 
them full access to cases of interest on the POW/MIA issue,” 
right? 

Ms. Griffiths. I guess so. 

Senator McCain. You said, in addition, et cetera, “The Senators 
may wish to invite staff of the Foreign Relations Committee, 
Armed Services, with the appropriate clearances and with the re- 
sponsibility for the POW/MIA issue to accompany them to review 
the classified material.” 

That’s your statement of what Mr. Gribbin's action did; is that 
correct? 

Ms. Griffiths. I guess. I think so. 

Senator McCain. I mean, that is how you describe it. 

Ms. GRiFnTHS. Yes. 

Senator McCain. Then you go on down and make this a very— 
make a very strong statement against it. Now, this is your memo, 
as you say. You go on down in the third from the bottom para- 
graph and you say, “There will be a severe negative impact 
throughout the intelligence community. One can anticipate imme- 
diate CIA and NSA action to pull their documents and information 
from the files currently held by DIA.” Has that happened? 

Ms. Griffiths. Nor 

Senator McCain. It has not happened? 

Ms. 'GRiFnTHS. I think the point of this. Senator, if I could re- 
spond? 

Senator McCain. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. They were— 'There is a policy the Defense Depart- 
ment has for release of documents. What they were doing on this 
issue is not treating it with the same seriousness as which they 
treat other issues that you all consider serious' and of high priority. 

It was a process problem, not individual members. Our view was 
it should be done 

Senator McCain. I understand that, Ms. Griffiths. You described 
that, I think, in your first paragraph. Not only was it Senator 
Grassley and Senator Helms, but also invite staff, et cetera, et 
cetera. 

My point is those things did happen, Senator Grassley had 
access, staff had access. Senator Helms had access, which they have 
been previously described. 

In your memo then, you go on to say, “If this happens,” which it 
happened, “that there will be a severe negative impact throughout 
the entire intelligence community.” 

My question to you is, because those things happened that you 
were concerned about, as you expressed in your first paragraph, 
and you predicted “One can anticipate immediate CIA and NSA 
action to pull their documents and information from the files cur- 
rently held by the DIA,’’ my question to you is did those things 
happen. 

Ms. Griffiths. I have no way of knowing. 

Senator McCain. Well, you have access to the files. 


Ms. Griffiths. I haven’t gone back and gone through every file, 
so I don’t know. , .. 

• Senator McCain, Well, I think you would know, would you not, if 
the immediate CIA and NSA action to pull their documents and in- 
formation from the files, I think you would know whether they 
were pulled or not; would you not? 

Ms. Griffiths. No, not unless I went back and looked through 
them. Let me put it this way , ..rr 

Senator McCain. Well, let me go on. If you do not know, tine. It 
t the Department of State, the FBI and DEA, as well as friendly for- 
eign intelligence services and others with ongoing investigations 
and cooperative programs will cease all cooperation on POW/MIA 
related matters.’^Has that happened? 

Ms. Griffiths. If they dump— it was— no. 

Senator McCain. 'That has not happened? 

Ms. Griffiths. No. Have they ceased all cooperation? 

§ Senator McCain. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. No, they have not, that part of it. 

Senator McCain. As you anticipated? 

Ms. Griffiths. You’re missing the point of what the memo was 
and maybe it was a poor choice of words. What I’m saying is, for 
anyone to go and declassify or to just open up their records— if DIA 
had NSA, CIA and everybody else’s records in a file and gave it to 
A someone, someone with clearance, not just — I don t mean members 

^ of the Senate, but wouldn’t it be— there is a process for doing that 

with which all serious issues are pursued.' We wanted the issue 
treated seriously. - . ^ 

Senator GrassLey. Can I clarify something? 

Senator McCain. Ms. Griffiths^o ahead, please. 

Senator Grassley. You said that I had asked things to be declas- 
^ sified. I have never asked anything to be declassified. 

^ Ms. Griffiths. I didn’t say that. 

Senator McCain. Ms. Griffiths, let me go back to the opening 
paragraph. “On August 1, letters from ASDLA, Dave Gribbin, were 
sent to ^nators Jesse Helms and Charles Gra^ley giving them 
full access to cases of interest on the POW/MIA issue. In addition, 
Mr. Gribbin suggested that the Senators may wish to invite staff of 
^ the Foreign Relations Committee, Armed Services or Intelligence 

• Committees, with the appropriate clearances and with responsibil- 

ity for the POW/MIA issue to accompany than to review of the 
classified material.” « i o ■ i. 

In addition, a letter was sent to Congressman Bob Smith, et 
cetera. So you saii “I understand we’re strongly opposed,” et 
cetera, “has far reaching ramifications about which I feel you and 
^ the Secretary should be aware.” 

^ I believe you are talking about the August 1 letters that were 

sent to Senator Grassley and Senator Helms in the first paragraph 
of your letter. 

Ms. Griffiths. 'That’s correct. 

Senator McCain. OK. Those things happened. Then you later on 
say, “If these happen, then I anticipate lack of cooperation, et 
cetera, et cetera. My question to you is, did those things happen? 

• Did all cooperation cease between the Department of State, FBI, 
DIA, as well as friendly foreign intelligence services and others 
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with ongoing investigations and cooperative programs, will cease 
all cooMration on POW/MIA related matters; did those things 
happen? 

Ms. Griffiths. Not to my knowledge. I don't know. 

Senator McCain. I guess finally, did it usurp critical manpower 
from important and serious efforts to accomplish the objectives 
stated by the President and Secretary Cheney? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes, 

Senator McCain. It did usurp? 

Ms. Griffiths. Sure. Anything like that will. 

Senator McCain. It did? The fact that Senator Grassley and Sen- 
ator Helms and these other staffers had access to this usurped crit- 
ical manpower from important and serious efforts? 

Ms. Griffiths. I don t know how many of DIA's personnel were 
assigned to sit there as they went through all of these things. It 
was a significant number. 

Senator McCain. OK. Finally, being a member of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, I am rather familiar with Mr. Gribbin 
and you say, “I am appalled by this action from an individual who 
obviously knows little about the issue," which may be correct, but 
is seeking to pander to Congress by sacrificing principle and the in- 
tegrity of the President? Mr. Griobin is not that kind of person, 
Ms. Griffiths, and if I were him I would be very offended at that 
depiction of the actions that he took without any evidence to the 
contrary. , . 

Ms. Griffiths. Hindsight is much better. I agree. 

Senator McCain. Thank you. T^haye no further questions, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, before we go vote, I get to say one 
thing. 

'The Chairman. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. I don’t know Colonel Peck, never seen him, don't 
know if he is going to come and testify before us, but I do not think 
we can just discount his statement about you based upon this 
memo that you prepared. 

Ms. GRimTHS. Well, I suggest. Senator, that-first of all, I did 
say I would provide an explanation for the record with the letters 
that go with that, and, second, the inquiry that you've requested, 
that I underst^d. Assistant Secretary Duane Andrews has said 
that what he will provide will probably give you clarifications. 

Senator Reid. I hope so, because 

Ms. Griffiths. I hope so. 

&nator Reid.— this is exactly what Colonel Peck is saying or 
• w ^ what you have in this memo to whatever his name 
18, Wolfowitz. 

Ms. Griffiths. Wolfowitz. No, sir, that was nob-I don’t consider 
that at all the same. 

The Chairman. If I can, before I run off and vote also, hopefully 
&nator Smith will get back, let me raise a different light on this, 
Ms. Griffiths, if I can. 

One of the great concerns here that has been expressed by many 
people, and you expressed it in the memo, is the notion that there 
18 a conspiracy, that people want to cover up, and what you write 
in this memo in one paragraph is the following. 



You say, "Mr Gribbin's communications authorize access to indi- 
vidual members of Congress who have been loudest in proclaiming 
that U.S. Government officials are not pursuing this issue with in- 
tegrity or priority.” , . o 

That is underlined incidentally. Is that your underlining.' 

Ms. Griffiths. I don't know. , . . 

The Chairman. It’s underlined in the copy I have and it is sort ot 
selectively underlined. I assume that is your underlining, but I am 
not going to say that with certainty. But what you seem to be im- 
plying is that because they are doubting, they are among the 
doubters of the effort to try to get at this that they somehow 
should be singled out as not getting it. 

Ms. Griffiths. No. 

The Chairman. But whatever the purpose is, whatever the pur- 
pose, the impact is what is important. This is the kind of response 
that has just raised the hackles of everybody and suggests to people 
that somebody has something to hide. 

Can you, sort of looking at this now, say yes, I see that? 

Ms. Griffiths. No, I do. 

The Chairman. You do see that? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. I should never have sent that, I realize that. 
The Chairman. Let's hold the — sir, this is not— -I have not 
spoken out previously, but we do not want demonstrations here on 
any side whatsoever of this issue. This is too serious. 

Ms. Griffiths. My point in this, Senator, was that there is a 

process through the Committees of the Congress 

The Chairman. No, I understand. I can truly read your point. 

Ms. Griffiths. The League wants this issue treated seriously. 

The Chairman. Correct, but my point is, and you have acknowl- 
edged it and I appreciate that candor, is that we have a history of 
this. This is precisely what has got people so tangled up in a quan- 
dary about the credibility factor, rather than the respon^, "Sena- 
tor, come on over. My God, yes, we want you to see this and, of 
course, we want you to evaluate it." 

A document appears that suggests to the contrary, how dare we 
let people who are doubting our effort see this. Now, what happens 
as a consequence is that that just feeds the frenzy. 

Ms. Griffiths. I understand. 

The Chairman. And I’m afraid that— I mean, as this Committee 
goes along, what we are going to find is sort of a process of that. 
Now, you yourself started out in this and I do not doubt for an in- 
stant, and I am not going to suggest it, I mean, you clewly have 
the same intention as everybody else. If somebody is alive there, 
you want to get them back and you want to do it tomorrow. 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. 

The Chairman. And I am sure there are a lot of people so inten- 
tioned over the years, but who for defensive or turf reasons or 
whatever or did not want their integrity doubted or did not want 
someone else looking at the issue, and so that mindset to debunk 
that we have heard about kind of possibly crept in there. 

1 think that is what we have to look at. Now, I am intrigued, be- 
cause you have made a very important statement here, a number 
of very important statements, and incidentally, you are very articu- 
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late and you clearly know this issue as well as anybody and you 
have invested an enormous amount in it. 

What I want to try to get at a little bit is sort of that history 
during those years that you had some difficulties, too, so we can 
understand it, because I think it is terribly important for this Com- 
mittee to be able to sort that out. 

Now, I am going to recess us momentarily here. I know it will be 
very short. Senator Smith will be back, probably we will cross in 
the hallways, so if people could sit tight, we will pick up in just a 
couple of minutes. As soon as we finish any further questions with 
you, Ms. Griffiths, we are going to put the other family panel on 
and then we will close out with the final Defense Intelligence 
Agency panel. 

So we will recess for a very, very brief moment. 

[Recess.] 

Senator Smith [presiding]. I think we need to resume. I am hear- 
ing there may be another vote around 4;30 p.m., so hopefully we 
can finish. Senator Kerry is on the way back. 

I just want to follow up on a couple of points. I think the memo 
was fairly well covered. I pess I would just ask, I don't know if 
you were here— you were not here, I pess, yesterday, but one of 
the things that I think we have all said is that we would like to, in 
examining some of the mistakes of the past, we would like to try to 
correct things for the future so that we can make— try to move on 
and that was pretty much, the gist of my opening statement, rather 
than to do battle wth each other. 

- Do you feel now any concern or -do you have^any problem with 
py information, all information that you have seen, or any and all 
information you have seen coming to this Committee as under the 
direction of Secretary Cheney? 

Ms. Griffiths. No. As long as it's with the procedures and rep- 
lations that you all have, you know, for committees of the House 
and Senate. 

Senator Smith, When you first became involved with the issue, 
you, like a lot of us, got involved and you are much before me, be- 
cause of— obviously because of the loss of a brother, but when you 
first became involved in it as a activist of the Leape, not as a 
family member per se, but getting involved in it in a formal way, 
you were concerpd that things were not being done right. 

I mean, that is what you have said in your testimony over the 
years, that you did not — in fact, I think, as I have a comment here 
that you smd, and I think this was September of 1987, where you 
said in a House Foreip Affairs Subcommittee Hearing, and I do 
not recall whether I was there or not, but it was an answer in re- 
sponse to a question that John Rollin asked you. 

!‘Po believe we left Americans behind in 1973?" and you 
said. Yes, I certainly do. There's no disagreement that Americans 
survived after the war." 

Now, do you make that statement based on information, factual 
information, or intelligence that you have seen? Is that why you 
make that statement? 

Ms. Griffiths. I make it on the basis— well, first of all, we in the 
Leape, but also I personally, believe Americans are alive now 
Americans that — POW/MIA's. To make that statement, to have 
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that view, we have to believe that they survived the end of the 

We don’t have— we can’t prove it. That’s why we say we believe 
it or it's our view, it’s our position. What we know is the body ot 
facts about people that were alive, who haven t come back, the con- 
tinued reports that come in that indicate they could be that are 

for instance, .hat Mr. Bell was 
talking about, Bill Bell. He would have been in a position to know 
intelligence information at the end of the war. We certainly were 
not. We were being, in fact, misinformed at the end of the war. 

Senator Smith. OK. Here's what I am trying to get at As basical- 
ly someone at the time who was critical because you felt that not 
enough was being done to account for the men, this is prior to your 
involvement directly, you were critical of the process, as a ot of 
people were, and that would include Mr. Bells time on the watch, 
arid it is not necessarily Mr. Bell personally, but just the process, 

people were not accounted for , . ^ r u 

Ms. GRiFnTHS. They weren’t being supported in the field, thats 

for sure. 

Senator Smith. Right. Exactly. 

Ms. Griffiths. With the political backing. 

Senator Smith. Right. That is my point. Not to cast any asper- 
sions on those gentlemen at all. . j U 

Now, what have you seen — are you satisfied, since you have been 
involved^nd you have seen intelligence over the years, are you saj- 
isfied that whatever those mistakes were, have, been corrected in_ 
the sense that the way we operate now, we are, in fact, seeking an- 
swers? • I 

Ms. Griffiths. I’m never satisfied. I mean, there’s always^ts 
been a constant state of improvement, change, evolution, pey 
have a whole lot of new people ^ing assiped. I know that there 
are professional people in the positions. u ui i 

I think we’ve got a better chance now; in fact, probably the tinai 
shot at getting this issue resolved in view of the political circum- 
stances, which is what I think this Committee can help with. 

^nator Smith. I agree and I think we want to try to work to- 
gether to do that, and what I am saying is-maybe I am not 
making myself clear. What I ^ trying to say is if you were build- 
ing a house and the foundation is — if you want to build a third 
story or second story and the foundation is sinking, there is not 
much point in putting the second story on. 

We have heard a lot of testimony about adding people, adding 
layers of people. The question is, are those layers of people weigh- 
ing down the process or are they helping to resolve the process, 
and I think that is very important. 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. , ..... i 

Senator Smith. I mean, numbers of people are not in themselves 
the answer to this problem. I just want to make sure that whatever 
the mistakes that you saw, that you felt were made, and something 
motivated you to get into this thing, as an insider now in the proc- 
ess. do you feel that those things have been corrected and that we 
are, in a sense, buUding on a strong foundation rather than a weak 
one. 
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Ms. Griffiths. Well, for instance, the new Joint Task Force con- 
cept, I think the two-tiered approach has definite advantages, 
meaning that Bill Bell and his researchers and others that are as- 
signed to the Hanoi office will have a continuing and ongoing in- 
vestigation on all of the last known alive discrepancy cases. 

I think that’s positive because it’s been kind of in and out, and, 
of course, the office has only been there such a short tiine, so I 
think the two-tiered approach, pursuing those on a continuous 
basis and constantly fe^ng back and forth with the Vietnamese 
and doing that investigation, that’s a positive step, as is using field 
investigations where you have a core discrepancy case, but pick up 
everything else at the same time. 

I think that’s going to give us more answers more quicklv, even 
if there’s nothing as far as direct results in the field other than in- 
formation, because so much of that information is leading to the 
fact that remains were previously picked up if, in fact, a man was 
dead. 

So I'm concerned though, any other layers of bureaucracy are 
always difficult. I think that the assets and resources that CINC- 
PAC has immediately available can be helpful so long as the 
knowledge and the direction of what they’re trving to do— I mean, 
without the Bill Bells of this world and Bill Gadoury when it comes 
to Laos or Colonel Cole when it comes to, you know, the intelli- 
gence— 

Senator Smith. But those gentlemen or their counterparts before 
them were there then and nobody 

Ms. Griffiths. No. ~ - - 

Senator Smith. Well, they were there— somebody was there 

Ms. Griffiths. Are you talking about pre-1982 or are you talking 
about 1982 to 1985 or 198&— 

Senator Smith. No, I’m talking about pre-1982. Let me just go 
back to a statement that George Brooks made of the National 
League in 1985. “From the very first instance in November of 1977, 
when information of a live sighting was made available to the DIA 
and they refused to interview that refugee, although he was less 
than two hundred miles from the Pentagon, suspicion started to 
rise about how dedicated our government agencies really were in 
this matter.’’ 

Ms. Griffiths. That’s correct. 

Senator Smith. Now, obviously I do not want to read the whole 
statement, but those kinds of tlungs are what obviously motivated 
many in the League to move forward and to become involved to a 
larger extent. 

Ms. Griffiths. We had an information collection — 

Senator Smith. All I want to know is what has changed, what 
has changed? What has changed in the process now that makes 
you say that by building more foundations that we are building on 
solid ground? What do you see differently that is going on t^ay 
that was not going on in 1975, 1976 or 1977? 

Ms. Griffiths. Today what I see going on differently is a greater 
responsiveness from the Indochinese governments because of politi- 
cal reality and circumstances which now exist. I see many more 
personnel and resources being devoted to the problem because 
there is now a need where there wasn’t in 1985 and 1986. 
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Senator Smith. Excuse me. Let me see if I can just pursue it and 
bear with me, Mr. Chairman. . 

In 1973, 1 believe it was Roger Shields, but 1 may be wrong, said 
that everybody was dead. I mean, that was — Senator Kerry men- 
tioned that this morning. Everybody was dead and this was just a 
few days or a few weeks after the Accords. ^ , 

That was then the official policy of the U.S. Government. Obvi- 
ously that upset the families. 

I^s Griffiths Yes. 

Senator Smith. Therefore the families got involved to a la^rger 
extent than they had before and formed the League, indeed, or 
formed the League even prior to that. 

Now we say that the next level up from they are all dead is we 
are not going to rule out the possibility that. Now, what brought 
you from that position on this end to the position now that you saw 
directly in the intelligence? .nn a 

In other words, the same intelligence that was there 197o, 19 14, 
1975, 1976, 1977, you cannot change that, whatever they had, they 
had. We might have added to it or criticized some of it. 

Ms. Griffiths. I understand. u- , 

Senator Smith. But the point is it was there. Something hap- 
pened to cause you to say that that was wrong, that that conclu- 
sion was wrong, because you still maintain, as you said here in 
1987, there is no disagreement that Americans survived after the 
war. 

Ms. Griffiths. In our view. . 

Senator Smith. Right. So what is it that caused— so in^her 
words, thd policy was wrong in 1973 to say that they were all dead. 
Ms. Griffiths. Right. 

Senator Smith. Somebody said it even though we have testimony 
today that for the first time that I have heard from those who 
worked the issue, that, in fact, they did not think they were dead, 
but Shields said it. 

Ms. Griffiths. Chappy James mMtly. 

Senator Smith, He was a very high ranking government official. 
Ms. Griffiths. Unnamed Pentagon. 

Senator Smith. So something had to cause you now, over the 
years, to change— to not accept that and to say not only did you 
not accept it^ but that the probability — ^the possibility exists, that 
we are not ruling out the possibility, that there are people alive. 

Ms. Griffiths. 'That’s the U.S. government position. We go 
beyond that, but absolutely something changed. The data ba^ in 
1973 to 1977, that is what we base our position on, has always been 
there, ’The discrepancy cases of men were thought to be alive. 

'The Chairman (presiding). Has any of that data base been de- 
stroyed or altered? 

Ms. Griffiths. Not that I’m aware of. 

The Chairman. You still have access to that same data base. 

Ms. Griffiths. No, I’m talking about 

The Chairman. The data base of 1973 to 1977 that suggested to 
you 

Ms. Griffiths. But the data base I’m talking about, ^nator, is 
the discrepancy cases of people that we know were alive on the 
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ground. I don't go through individual family members’ files or indi- 
vidual men's files unless the family asks me to. 

Senator Smith. Just one specific question. Did you have any 
direct involvement in the Singkapo case? 

Ms. Griffiths. The what? 

Senator Smith. Singkapo case. 

Ms. Griffiths. General Singkapo? 

Senator Smith. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. Only urging the Laos to allow U.S. officials, ex- 
perts, linguists, access to talk with him. 

Senator Smith. He was talked to, as far as yoh know*? 

Ms. Griffiths. Yes. 

Senator Smith. What did he do, recant his story? 

Ms. Griffiths. I’m sorry? 

^nator Smith. Did he recant his story of seeing Americans? 

Ms. Grictiths. I don’t know to what extent that information is 
still classified. Youd have to ask that question of DIA that I 
assume is coming up after me. 

Senator Smith. What was your involvement in that matter? Just 
involved in anything to do with that case. 

_ Ms. Griffiths. Asking the Laos to allow the experts access to 
General Singkapo. 

^ Senator Smito. In Laos? In other words, you met with the Laos 

here and asked them to do that in 

Ms. Griffiths. And also in Laos. I mean, Carl Ford and I went 
on one trip and one of the things we asked thelaosjto do was to 
allow the experts to talk to General Singkapo over what knowledge 
he might have on the live sight 1985 incident. 

Senator Smith. One of the criticisms, and I do not know if it is a 
personal cnticism of you, one of the criticisms of the League is that 
the Le^e and the U.S. Government are, in fact, not one and the 
same thing, but, m fact, under your hat are. 

Now, when you go to interview the Laos or talk with the Laos 
about interviewing General Singkapo regarding an alleged sighting 
ot ail Amencan, do you go as the League of Families or do you go 
as the U.S. government? 

Ms. Griftitos. I go as a family member who is a member of the 
lAG and it depends on the trip. I took a trip to Laos this past 
f ^ Executive Director, not a member 

01 the JAG, although it certainly was with the knowledge that I 
was lAG. 

Senator Smith. I know you are compensated by the League Are 
you also compensated by the U.S. government? 

Ms. Griffiths. No. 

^^&nator Smith. No compensation from the U.S. government at 

Ms. Griffiths. No. In fact, I even have to pay for my meals when 
I m on the plane with General Vessey. Now, I don’t have to pay for 
part of the gasoline to fly the plane, but I have to pay for my own 
meals. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. 

Ms. Griffiths. But, ^nator, to follow up on the— there are dif- 
ferent tnps that— when I go with General Vessey, obviously I’m 
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going as a member of the lAG, but representing the views of the 
^ families as a member of the lAG. ^ 

• I would also like to clarify that the access to information is basi- 
cally because I'm a principal member of the lAG. That’s what has 
always been the basis, but to represent the views of the families as 
far as w'hat we feel needs to be done to get this issue resolved as 
quickly and rapidly as we can. 

Also, I never— I do not have like the classified information in my 
office. I read at State or read at Defense or read wherever, because 

• I don’t have what they title that secure holding facility. 

The Chairman, Gentlemen, what I would like to try to do, unless 
there are questions, we clearly have areas that we could continue 
with Ms. Griffiths. This is not meant to be exhaustive of our oppor- 
tunities to talk with her obviously, and I know she is going to be 
available and working with us closely. 

So unless there are questions that people think we ought to go, 

• we have another part of this panel and I do want to be able to give 
sufficient time today because they have waited almost 24 hours 
now as our DIA folk. 

Is there any objection to that? Senator Grassley, are you satis- 
fied? Senator, is that all right with you if we move on? 

Senator Grassley. Yes. 

Ms. Griffiths. Can I just say that I did want to say that I appre- 

• dated what you had to say, ^hator Smith, in your opening state- 
ment, and I did read them all, and the appeal for everybody to try 
to work together and not have recriminations about past things 
and I think that!s a good way to pursue this, and the Committee— 
and I welcome whatever you find. 

I just hope that it moves— serves to move forward getting the re- 
sults we’re looldng for, and that’s the principal measure of effec- 
A tivaness. I was prompted when Senator McCain was mentioning 
the memo, which I will dig out the research and find out more 
about it, but who was itr— it may have been Senator Dole or Sena- 
tor Danforth in the Gates Confirmation Hearing, said, “If you’ve 
never made any mistakes or you haven’t written anything or you 
haven’t taken any risb, then you don't count for much and you’re 
not worth having,” and I think we all make mistakes, 
g The Chairman. Ms. Griffiths, let me just say to you that I appre- 

• date that and obviously we all do. Every one of us sitting up here 
can point to a hundred of them, probably a hundred a week, but 
the key here, and I want to keep emphasizing it, is that the Com- 
mittee has to do as much of this as openly as we can. We have 
made that promise and we must. 

Number two, if everybody is forthcoming here, I do not think you 
^ have seen any Senators jumping down anybody’s throat, I do not 

^ think anybody is going to sit here and try to say, “You guys made 

a terrible judgment.” I mean, things will stand as they stand, the 
record will be the record. 

The important point is to have a record that does speak for itself 
and to have a record that is clearly intelligible and where people 
say, “This Committee asked all the questions, got the information, 
^ was not denied,” and so forth. 

• Now, already in the first 2 days, we have had inquiry that has 
never taken place before this. I mean, for all the years of inquiry. 
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nobody has ever talked to the people who were on the ground, 
nobody has ever— we have just begun to scratch that surface, but I 
said that this will be different. I think it already is different and 
we are going to continue to make it different, and the key is not to 
hold back because somebody says, “I do not want the Committee to 
be able to say a mistake was made ten years ago.'’ 

Ms. Griffiths. No: 

The Chairman. Mistakes were made 10 years ago. We all know 
it. 

Ms. Griffiths. We sure do. 

The Chairman. And the key now is to just readily admit them, 
and I am confident that if we do that, we are going to help the Vi- 
etnamese to understand our own seriousness here and the Laos 
and so forth, and that will help to enhance this process. 

Ms. Griffiths. Well, there are three requests I would make that 
I know you've already requested, and that is— in fact, my Board 
has voted, to request public release of the Tighe report, public re- 
lease of the roadmap and public release of the inquiry on Colonel 
Peck. 

The Chairman. We absolutely intend to do that. Let me just say 
to you. Senator Smith and I have met with General Tighe, that 
General Tighe has agreed to come and testify. He is not here this 
week simply because he is not well, as people know, and it just is 
not possible this week, but he will be coming, and there is no 
player in this who will jiot either be deposed or interviewed or 
serve as a witness over the cour8e_ of this time. 

- So all the names from GafwooS to Hendon, to whomsoever, who- 
ever is not in t^, they are going to be inquired of or there is no 
way this Committee can ultimately pretend that we have exhaust- 
ed the possibilities. 

Ms. Griffiths. I think that's good. I wish you luck. 

The Chairman. Thank you; appreciate it. We thank you very 
very much; appreciate it. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

STATEMENT OF PATRICIA ANN O’GRADY, PH.D. 

Dr. O'Grady. My name is Patricia O'Grady. I’m the daughter of 
Dr. Richard O'Grady who was captured in 1967. I would request 
that since I was required to make only a 5-minute statement, that 
additional information could be submitted into the record. 

The Ch^rman. Whatever additional information you have will 
be plac^ in the record as if placed in during your full testimony. 

Dr. 0 Grady. Thank you. Senator. 

The Chairman. And if you want to introduce any of that in any 
way, we certainly want you to be able to explain it. 

Dr. O’Grady. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Committee Mem- 
bers. 

I testify before you today on behalf of my father, Col. John 
0 Grady, who is finally known to have been captured alive. This 
information could have been obtained many years ago. But after 24 
years, I can finally tell you how many cigarettes were in his pack 
and I can also tell you where his actual captors live today. 




Yet tliis information was not released to me directly or readily. 
^ I This information was only released to me accidentally, despite con- 

• tradictory testimony that you have heard, I can document fully 
that every claim made by Senator Helms and Colonel Peck is abso- 
lutely true. Do you care? You still give the families only 5 minutes 
to bear the burden of providing to yet another Committee that 
these men are alive while the Department of Defense works over- 
time ’’proving” that they are dead. 

A In June 1990 the Vietnamese filed a report that stated that Colo- 
“ ^ nel O’Grady had been shot down and ’’buried.” I still do not have a 
copy of that report. However it was widely circulated without my 
knowledge throughout U.S. Government agencies. This burial in- 
formation was reported as fact by our Government even though 
nobody ever bothered to contact the original source. This informa- 
tion was reported as fact even though a search of the alleged burial 
^ site revealed that, and I quote the JCRC report, “No burial had 

• “ ever taken place there.” 

'This false burial report was used to reclassify mv father as one of 
the 31 discrepancy cases that General Vessey referred to in hear- 
ing before the Congress on July 17, 1991 as KIA/BNR, fates re- 
solved. Resolved, Senators, based upon art uncorroborated state- 
ment made by a Vietnamese official. Are these men so unimpor- 
tant? Is our Government so inherently dishonest that you no 
% • longer require any real evidence to resolve a case? 

. JCRC does not even have to scrape together a few pig bones or 
human fragments or piec^ of tooth anymore. 'They can simply find 
some pitifiil family member willing to bury fraudulent remains or 
they can simply report that O’Grady was ’’buried.” Why waste the 
taxpayers money or give the families any false hope that you really 
seek the truth? Why not just the Vietnamese a list of resolved 
$ # cases for them to initial? 

Why not? Because our POW’s will not die so conveniently. My 
father’s case was closed officially for 7 months. Then unexpectedly 
the first-hand source of the burial report contacted the JCRC team 
and volunteered that his report had been based exclusively on 
hearsay. Then he volunteered the names of the men who actually 
captured my father. 

^ # ^e actual captors. Senators, were not Vietnamese. They were 

members of a small ethnic faction who live in a remote mountain- 
ous region outside of official Vietnamese control. The evidence in 
the document that I have comprehensively analyzed for you and 
submitted for the record asserts that my father was never trans- 
ferred to Vietnamese control. Two additional eyewitnesses con- 
firmed that he was not turned over to the Vietnamese the next day 
0 # and that the reports of his death and burial were based on village 

gossip. 

The Vietnamese subsequently promised a witness and I.D. card 
that would somehow document their burial claim. But nothing was 
produced. Why? Because they don't have it. 'They lied because we 
do not encourage them to tell the truth or to return live Ameri- 
cans; only to account for dead ones. 

A f We continue to encourage the Vietnamese by our policies and 
^ practices of long standing to provide false information that proves 

them dead. The Vietnamese cnanged their report after the new in- 
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formation from my father's captives. They got this information be- 
cause we invited them to interview the. capbrs with us. No U.S. 
official has ever spoken to these individuals without the Vietnam- 
ese present. 

My Government jeopardized my father’s recovery by providing 
the Vietnamese direct access to its ethnic captors and by providing 
them access to highly sensitive information. Do you think they 
might fear retaliation? 

The Vietnamese did not know where my father was until we 
took them to find out. Do you think this group would be willing to 
admit in the presence of the Vietnamese they never turned this 
pilot over? If these individuals had ever been contacted without the 
Vietnamese present, he might have been recovered. 

I would like the same privilege, Senators, as the Vietnamese. I 
would like to speak to my father's captors without the interference 
of the Vietnamese. But no one will give me the names of my fa- 
ther’s captors. If the Vietnamese are free to contact them, why 
can’t I? 

At Ban Ha Noong, my father was probably transferred to one of 
9 known Laotian POW camps in the area. He may be one of the 
Americans that is held in wild, remote, mountainous areas outside 
of Vietnamese control. The Vietnamese have gone on the record 
admitting that such men may be held outside of their control in 
such areas on numerous occasions. But I may never know because 
the "cooperative Vietnamese" have denied Americans any further 
access to this area. They ordered the American team to leave the 
area and stopped the Americans from attending the joint final exit 
interview. 

Still the charade continues. Fingerprints and dental records dis- 
appear^. Journalists are attacked. Legitimate pictures are discred- 
ited. Still you work feverishly to normalize relations and lift the 
trade embargoes so that AT&'T can conduct business. 

Let the epitaph of our POW's read betrayed for 30 pieces of 
silver. 

You hide behind us proclaiming that you will normalize "so we 
can get access.” You could give me access today. But you won't. 
You will just continue to account for POW’s like dollars and cents, 
manipulating figures. 

Hundr^ of families have stories just like mine. Yet there is not 
enough time for each of them to come forward and speak. Even 
when we appear before you, we must prove our loved ones are alive 
by a standard not required of the U.S. Government to prove them 
dead. 

There are numerous actions that you could take to stop this 
fraud and deceit. But it seems that you are more interested in pork 
rinds and oil interests. -If you don’t care, we do. The day the trade 
embargo is lifted and normalization occurs is the day that you will 
see tens of thousands of families and veterans and citizens who 
want honest recovery of our men, marching through the halls of 
Congress and in every city and town. Our POW’s depend on it. 

Thank you, Senators. 

[The prepared statement of Dr. O’Grady follows:] 


Prepared Statement of Patricia Ann O’Grady, PH.D 

Mr. Chairman and Committee Members, I testify today for my father who is FI- 
NALLY KNOWN to have been captured ALIVE. This information COULD have 
been obtained many years ago! After 24 years, I can tell you where his ACTUAL 
CAPTORS live today. 

Yet, this information was only released accidentally. Despite contradictory testi- 
mony, 1 can chronicle extensive dishonesty and concealment and document that 
every claim made by General Tighe and Colonel Peck is absolutely TRUE! 

Do you care? You still give the families only 5 minutes to bear the burden of prov- 
ing to yet another Congressional Committee that these men are alive, while the De- 
partment of Defense works overtime "proving" that they are dead. 

In June, 1990, the Vietnamese filed a report that stated that O’Grady had been 
shot down and “buried". I still do not have a copy (JCRC Liaison 1304392), but it 
was circulated throughout U.S. government agencies. This "burial’’ information was 
reported as fact even though nobody bother^ to contact the original source. This 
information was reported as fact even though a search of the alleged "burial" site 
revealed that "no burial had ever taken place" there. 

This false "burial" report was used to re-classify my father as one of the 31 dis- 
crepancy cases that General Vessey referred to as KIA/BNR “fates resolved" [but 
further effort is required to recover remains] (Prepared Testimony, House Subcom- 
mittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs, July 17, 1991). 

"Resolved"— based on an uncorroborated statement made by a Vietnamese offi- 
cial, Are these men so unimportant, is our government so inherently dishonest that 
we no longer require ANY real evidence to "resolve" a case? JCRC does not even 
have to scrape together a few pig bones or tooth fragments anymore. They can 
simply find some pitiful family member willing to bury fraudulent remains. Or they 
can simply "report" that O’Grady was "buried^’. Why waste the taxpayers money or 
give the families any "false hope^' that you really seek the truth? Why not just send 
the Vietnamese a list of "resolved" cases for them to initial? 

Why not? Because OUR POW’s WILL NOT "DIE" SO CONVENIENTLY! 

My father’s case was closed for seven (7) months. Then unexpectedly, the first- 
handjBource of the "Burial" report volunteered that his report ha(Lbeen based exclu- 
sively on HEARSAY. Then, he volunteered the names of the acfual CAPTORS! 

The actual captors were NOT Vietnamese. They were members of a small, ethnic 
faction who live in a remote, mountainous area outside of official Vietnamese con- 
trol. The evidence asserts that my father was NEVER transferred to Vietnamese 
control, 2 eye-witnesses confirmed that he was NOT turned over to the VietnameM 
and that the "reports" of his "death and burial" were based on village gossip. The 
Vietnamese subs^uently promised a witness and an ID card that would somehow 
document their “buriar’ claim. But, nothing was produced. Why? Because they 
don’t have it! They lied because we do not encourage them to tell the truth or to 
return live Americans, only to "account" for dead ones. We continue to encourage 
the Vietnamese to provide FALSE information that "proves" them dead. 

The Vietnamese changed their report after they got "new” information from the 
captors. They got this information b^use we invit^ them to interview the captors 
with us. No U.S. official has ever spoken to these individuals without the Vietnam- 
ese present! 

My government Jeopardized my father’s recovery by providing the Vietnamese 
direct access to his ethnic captors and to highly sensitive information. The Vietnam- 
ese did not know where my father was until we took them to find out! 

Do you think that this group would be willing to admit, in the presence of the 
Vietnamese, that they never turned this pilot over? Do you think that they might 
fear retaliation? If these individuals had ever been contacted WITHOUT the Viet- 
namese present, he might have been recovered. 

I would like the same privilege as the Vietnamese. I would like to speak to mv 
father’s captors WITHOUT the interference of the Vietnamese. But, no one will 
give me the names of my father's captors. If the Vietnamese are free to contact 
them, why can’t I? 

At Ban Ha Noong, my father was probably transferred to one of 9 known Laotian 
POW camps in the area. He may be one of the Americans that is "held in wild, 
remote mountainous areas outside of our [Vietnamese] control". 

I may never know because the "cooperative" Vietnamese have denied Americans 
any further access to this area, they ordered the American team to leave the area 
and stopped the Americans from attending the "joint" final exit interview. 

Still the charade continues! Fingerprints and dental records disappear, journalists 
are attacked, legitimate pictures are discredited. Still you work feverishly to nor- 
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malize relations so that AT&T can conduct business. LET THE EPITAPH OF OUR 
POW’S READ: BETRAYED FOR THIRTY PIECES OF SILVER! 

You hide behind us proclaiming that you will normalize "so we can get access". 
Don’t lie! You could give ME access today, but you won't, You will just continue to 
"account" for POW’s like dollars and cents— manipulating figures. 

Hundreds of families have stories just like mine. Yet, there is never "time" for 
each of them to come forward and speak. Even when we appear before you we must 
prove them alive by a standard not required of the government to prove thern dead. 

There are numerous actions that you could take to stop this fraud and deceit. But, 
it seems you are more interested in pork rinds and oil interests. If you don’t care, 
we do! The day the trade embargo is lifted and normalization occurs is the day that 
you will see tens of thousands of us marching through the halls of Congress and in 
every city and town! The POW’s are depending on it. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Let me just ask you now, do you have, I do not know where this 
5 minutes came from and I apologize for whatever that—nobody 
has been given only that and I do not want you to feel short- 
changed. ^ if you have any further time, I want to make sure that 
you exercise it because there was no effort that I know, no conr 
scious decision here to have a lesser time. 

Dr. O’Grady. Senator, I appreciate that, And if I had been made 
aware of that ahead of time I would have provided a much more 
detailed. 

The Chairman. That is OK. We will get into it in questions. We 
are going to give you all the time you need to tell this story. 

Dr. O’Grady. Essentially I did. I simply would have provided 
more detail relative to the actual case that I have presented re- 
_garding my father. 

The Chairman. We will be asking you about it and we will give 
you that opportunity fully. Mr. Apodaca? 

STATEMENT OF ROBERT A. APODACA, CAPTAIN, U.S. AIR FORCE 

Mr. Apodaca. Yes, sir. My name is Robert Anthony Apodaca. I’m 
the son of May. Victor Joe Apodaca, Jr., who was shot down on 
June 8, 1967 over North Vietnam. 

I would like to provide you a corrected copy of my written testi- 
mony and request that it be entered into the record. ^ 

The Chairman. It will be entered into the record. 

And, likewise, I want you to know there is no pressure here. 

Mr. Apodaca. 1 would like to go ahead and read my written testi- 
mony to you now. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, I thank you for 
this opportunity to testify before your Committee. I would also like 
to thank my chain of command for allowing me to take time off to 
appear here today. 

Prior to beginning my testimony, I would like to emphatically 
state that anv opinions expressed by me today are my own and do 
not necessarily reflect the U.S. Air Force or Department of Defense 
policy. My testimony today will be centered primarily around my 
father’s case and my personal interaction with the various Govern- 
ment agencies concerning this case. 

To start off I would like to include as background information a 
copy of what the Joint Casualty Resolution Center, the JCRC, calls 
the narrative of my father’s case. It is included as attachment No. 
1 to my testimony. 
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I had been notified by the Air Force Casualty Affairs Office that 
this narrative has been provided to the Vietnamese on at least 
three occasions, 1 November 1986, 4 August 1987, and 25 January 
1988. To provide a little more background my mother was a 
member of the National League of Families many years ago but is 
no longer active in the issue and has remarried. 

When she remarried that made my older brother the primary 
next of kin and it made me the secondary next of kin. I might add 
my brother has given me authority to speak on his behalf on this 
issue. 

It wasn’t until 1984 that I started becoming more actively in- 
volved in the issue, always yearning to find answers to a list of 
questions that kept on growing each time I learned something. In 
order to prepare for this hearing I reviewed a copy of all the 
records the Air Force Casualty Affairs Office has on file in my fa- 
ther’s case. It was provided to me in micro-fiche form. 

In reviewing these documents the information can be grouped 
into about three areas, letters and documents dealing with when 
my father was shot down in 1967, letters and documents changing 
his status to presumed killed in action in 1973, and in correspond- 
ence between family members and the Casualty Affairs Office re- 
questing more information. 

This last group is the largest, but it really doesn’t start until the 
mid-1980’s when family members found out they could begin re- 
questing more information. 

In looking at the structure that is available to family members to 
work with the Government it is organized so that each branch of 
military service has its own Casualty Affairs Office which takes 
care of its own people. 

In my particular experience with the Air Force Casualty Affairs 
Office, they responded to all my requests fairly quickly. This can he 
seen in the third ^oup of information that ^ is documented on 
microfiche and previously mentioned. But I have seen the problem 
where the Casualty Affairs Office is at the mercy of all the other 
agencies involved, such as the JCRC, the DIA, the FBI, et cetera. 

Since the Casualty Affairs Office is just a focal point for the 
family meml^rs, they are dependent on these other agencies for 
the information which is then passed on to the family members. To 
be specific, in one inst^ce I made a request for information and 
received it in the mail in 2 days. Yet in another instance it took 3 
months to receive the information that was requested as the other 
agencies were slow to respond to the Casualty Affairs Office. 

An example of how this affects the Casualty Affairs Office and 
the family members follows. After receiving notification from the 
JCRC, the Casualty Affairs Office notified me on 27 April 1989 that 
the Vietnamese for the second time were returning my father’s re- 
mains. His alleged remains were in box numter 19 out of 21 re- 
mains repatriated. According to the Casualty Affairs Office docu- 
mentation they had not received any official follow-up report from 
JCRC or CILHI as of 1 August 1989. 

Well, as of today, 923 days later, I still haven’t received any offi- 
cial word on this alleged set of remains. And I don’t think the Cas- 
ualty Affairs Office has either. 
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Who should be the watchdog for this? Should I have to call every 
day to ask if there is any new information? 

I would like to clarify the above example. It insinuates that the 
Casualty Affairs Office is responsible to provide the follow-up 
report. I have since learned that it was the Mortuary Affairs De- 
partment of the Air Force that was responsible to provide the 
follow-up information on remains. 

But the problem remains the same. I still haven't been contact- 
ed. 

I feel, though, that I’m one of the lucky ones. I’ve heard from 
family members whose loved ones are in other branches of the 
military services that the Air Force has the best Casualty Affairs 
Office. The Other military branches rotate officers in and out every 
few years._ When you’re only spending from 1 to 3 years in a job, 
you use 75 percent of your time learning the job and becoming fa- 
miliar with the cases and the family members and you don't really 
have any background knowledge of history on how an individual 
case has processed. 

For the Air Force, the Casualty Affairs Office has had responsi- 
ble individuals who have been there for many years keeping the 
corporate knowledge available in the office to serve the family 
members. 

I’ve also made information requests from the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency’s special office for prisoners of war and missing in 
action. And they've reacted quickly^each time. I visited their office 
several times and have had the opportunity to meet with Col. Joe 
Schlater, Col. Millard- Peck, and Robert Sheetz. I was treated with 
courtesy and respect. Even though! dropped in at the last minute, 
I was still seen by the branch chief. I do perceive that that office 
was extremely overworked, having to perform many tasks other 
than a function of primary intelligence analysis. 

I’ve also seen their working conditions, too many people in too 
small an area. In the short time I’ve worked with them it seems to 
be that the DIA should not be the focal point for the POW/MIA 
issue. Instead a management branch should be created that the 
JCRC, CILHI, DIA, Casualty Affairs Offices, et cetera would report 
to. This would allow the DIA to get back to its primary function of 
analyzing intelligence information. And it would also provide a 
branch that could coordinate all the efforts on the POW/MIA 
issue, being the focal point that Congress or whoever could turn to. 
It could also serve as the watchdog to ensure that leads are fol- 
lowed up on, preventing those reports that take over 900 days to 
get out. 

Turning toward the issue of normalization, I feel that we have 
something Vietnam wants. And if we give it to them too quickly we 
will not have any recourse on resolving the POW/MIA issue. I’ve 
listened to Vietnam make promises before and I’ve seen them 
break those promises. Until they earn my trust again, I personally 
would not give them anything until I received something concrete 
from them. 

The U.S. Government should not react too hastily on this, de- 
spite whatever Vietnam or greedy corporations want. 

The last topic I wish to address is the stickiest one for me. I 
would like to restate that any opinions expressed by me today are 
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my own and do not necessarily reflect U.S. Air Force or Depart- 
ment of Defense policy. 

I would like to talk about the words “highest national priority.’’ 
I’ve heard these words used to describe the POW/MIA issue. But I 
personally haven’t seen the action behind them. Earlier this year I 
was actively involved in a highest national priority, Operation 
Desert Storm. I participated in it every day. I saw it on television 
every day. I read about it in the newspapers every day. So did 
every other American. You could not help but be involved in Oper- 
ation Desert Storm, a highest national priority. 

I don’t know if this is a good comparison, but if the POW/MIA 
issue has the highest national priority why are hundreds of re- 
mains still in Vietnam today? Why are agencies allowed to not 
follow through on reports? Why can't we find the fingerprint 
records for almost 25 percent of those still missing? And why can’t 
we find the identity of three people in a picture? 

Let’s be realistic. I would not be so upset if the Government had 
called this a “high national priority.’’ But they didn’t. For years it 
has been the “highest national priority.’’ And for years I’ve won- 
dered. 

In conclusion, I would like to remind this Committee that this 
testimony deals with my personal involvement in my father’s case 
in the recent past. I was too young to be actively involved in the 
beginning of this issue and was not subjected to the official lies 
that other families still clearly remember. While I feel in-most in- 
stances my father’s case has been handled in a reasonable manner, 
there are many families out there who'carmot say the same. 

W’hat kind of proof will it take for the Government to react? 
How fresh does the trail need to be? We need to change our policy 
from a reactive one to a proactive one. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to testify before 
this Committee. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Apodaca follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Robert A. Apodaca 

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, I thank you for this opportunity to 
testify before your Committee and I would also like to thank my Chain of Command 
for allowing me to take time off to appear here today. Prior to beginning my testi- 
mony, I would like to emphatically shite that any pinions expressed by me today 
are my own, and do not necessarily reflect U.S. Air F^orce or Department of Defense 
Policy. My testimony today will be centered primarily around my father's case, and 
my piersonal interaction with the various government agencies concerning this case. 

To start off, 1 would like to include as backnound information a copy of what the 
Joint Casualty Resolution Center IJCRC) calls the ’'NARRATIVE" of my father’s 
case. It is included as attachment 1. 1 have been notified by the Air Force Casualty 
Affairs Office that this narrative has been provided to the Vietnamese on at least 3 
occasions: 1 Nov 1986, 4 Aug 1987, and 25 Jan 1988. To provide more background, 
my mother was a member of the National Lea^e of Families many years ago but is 
no longer active in the issue and has remarried. When she remarried, that made my 
older brother the Primary Next Of Kin and it made me the Secondary Next Of Kin. 
It wasn't until 1984 that 1 started becoming more actively involved in this issue, 
always yearning to find answers to a list of questions that kept on growing each 
time 1 learned something. 

In order to prepare for this hearing. I reviewed a copy of all the records the Air 
Force Casualty Affairs Office has on file for my father’s case (provided to me in 
microfiche form). In reviewing these documents, the information can be grouped 
into three areas: 1) letters and documents dealing with when my father was shot 
down in 1967, 2) letters and documents changing his status to Presumed Killed In 
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Action in 1973, and 3) correspondence between family members and the Casualty 
Affairs Office requesting information, The last group is the largest but doesn't start 
until 1986 when family members found out'they could request more information. 

In looking at the structure that is available to Family members to work with the 
government, it is organized so each branch of military service has its own Casualty 
Affairs Office, which takes care of its own people. In 'my particular experience with 
the Air Force Casualty Affairs Office, they have responded to all my requests fairly 
quickly. This can be seen in the third group of information that is documented on 
the microficl)e previously mentioned. I have seen a problem where the Casualty Af- 
fairs Office is at the mercy of all the other agencies involved, such as the JCRC, 
DIA, FBI, etc. Since the Casualty Affairs Office is just a focal point for the Family. 
Members, they are dependent on these other agencies for the information which is 
then passed on to the Family Members. To be specific, in one instance I made a 
request for information and received it in the mail in 2 days, yet in another in- 
stance it took 3 months to receive the information that was requested, as the other 
agencies were slow to respond to the Casualty Affairs Office. An example of how 
this affects the Casualty Affairs Office and the Family Members follows. 

After receiving notification from the JCRC, the Casualty Affairs Office notified 
me on 27 Apr 1989 that the Vietnamese, for the second time, were returning my 
fathers remains. His alleged remains were in box #19 out of 21 remains repatriat- 
ed. According to the Casualty Affairs Office documentation, they had not received 
any official follow-up rejwrt from JCRC or CILHI as of 1 Aug 1989. Well, as of 
today, 923 days later, I still haven’t received any official word on this alleged set of 
remains and I don’t think the Casualty Affairs Office has either. Who should be the 
watchdog for this? Should I have to call everyday to ask if there is any new infor- 
mation? I would like to clarify the above example. It insinuates that Casualty Af- 
fairs is responsible to provide the follow-up report. I have since learned that the 
Mortuary Affairs department of the Air Force is responsible to provide the follow-up 
information on remains. But the problem remains the same, I still haven’t been con- 
tacted. 

I feel though, that I anyone of the lucky ones. I have~heard from family members 
whOTC loved ones are in other branches of the military- services that-the Air F^orce 
has the best Casualty Affairs Office. Jfhenother milita^ Ranches" rotate officers in 
and out every few years. When you are only spending from 1 to 3 years in a job, you ~ 
use 75 percent of the time learning the job and becoming familiar with the cases 
and the family members, and you don’t really have any background knowledge or 
history of how an individual case has progressed. For the Air Force, the Casualty 
Affairs Office has had responsible individuals who have been there for many years, 
keeping the corporate knowledge available in the office to serve the family mem- 
bers. 

I have also made information requests from the Defense Intelligence Agency’s 
Special Office for Prisoners of War and Missing in Action and they have reacted 
quickly each time. I have visited their office several times and have had the oppor- 
tunity to meet with Col. Joe Schlatter, Col. Millard Peck, and Robert Sheetz. 

I was treated with courtesy and respect, and even though I draped in at the last 
minute 1 was seen by the Branch Chief. 1 do perceive that the office was extremely 
overworked, having to perform many tasks other than a primary function of intelli- 
gence analysis. I Have also seen their working conditions; too many people in too 
small an area. In the short time I have worked with them, it seems to me the DIA 
should not be the focal point for the POW/MIA issue. Instead, a management 
branch should be created that the JCRC, CILHI, DIA, Casualty Affairs Offices, etc., 
would report to. ’This would allow the DIA to get back to its primary function of 
analynng intelligence information, and it would also provide a branch that could 
coordinate all the efforts on the POW/MIA issue, being the focal point that Congress 
or who ever could turn to. It could also serve as the watchdog to insure leads are 
followed up on, preventing those reports that take over 900 days to get out. 

Turning toward the issue of Normalization; I feel we have something Vietnam 
wants, and if we give it to them too quicklv, we will not have any recourse on re- 
solving the POW/MIA issue. I have listened to Vietnam make promises before, and 
I have seen them break those promises. Until they earn my trust again, I personally 
would not give them anything until I received something concrete from them. ’The 
U.S. Government should not react too hastily on this, despite whatever Vietnam or 
greedy corporations want. 

The last topic I wish to address is the stickiest one for me. I would like to restate 
that any (minions expressed by me today are my own, and <lo not necessarily reflect 
U.S. Air Force or Department of Defense Policy. I would like to talk about the 
words “Highest National Priority". I have heaitl these words used to describe the 
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POW/MIA issue, but 1 personally haven't seen the action behind them. Earlier this 
year, I was actively involved in a "Highest National Priority", Operation Desert 
Storm. I participated in it everyday, I saw it on television everyday, I read about it 
in the newspapers everyday. So did every other American. You could not help but 
be involved in Operation Desert Storm, a Highest National Priority. I do not know 
if this is a good comparison, but if the POW/MIA issue has the highest national 
priority, why are hundreds of remains still in Vietnam today, why are agencies al- 
lowed to not follow thrpugh on reports, why can’t we find the fingerprint records for 
almost 25 percent of those missing, and why can’t we find the identity of 3 people in 
a picture? Lets be realistic. I would not be so upset if the government had called 
this a "High National Priority", but they didn’t. For years it’s been the "Highest 
National Priority" and for years I’ve wondered. 

In conclusion, I would like to remind this Committee that this testimony deals 
with my personal involvement in my father’s case in the recent past. I was too 
young to be actively involved in the beginning of this issue and was not subject^ to 
the "Official Lies" that (ither families still clearly remember. While I feel in most 
instances my fathers case has been handled in a reasonable manner, there are 
many families who cannot say the same. What kind of proof will it take for the Gov- 
ernment to react? How fresh does the trail need to be? We need to change our 
policy from a reactive one to a proactive one. Thank you Mr. Chairman for the op- 
portunity to testify before this Committee. 


JOINT CASUALTY RESOLUTION CENTER 
NAS Barbers Point, Hawaii 96862 
CASE 0727-0-01 AND 02 
NARRATIVE 

On 8 June 1967, Captain Victor J. Apodaca, Junior, and First Lieutenant Jon T. 
Busch were crew menibers aboard an F-4C fighter in a flight of 2 aircraft. The air- 
craft, serial number 63-7425, was-hit by antiaircraft fire and disappeared in the vi- 
cinity of grid coordinates XE343517, near the southern edge of Dong Nghen village, 
Binh Tri Thien (formerly Quang Binhl Province, Vietnam. During his last radio con- 
tact, Captain Apodaca reported his aircraft was at an altitude of 4,800 meters and 
heading east northeast. Shortly thereafter, the other members of the flight heard 
weak electronic beacon signals for approximately 20 seconds. They could not pin- 
point the source of the signals. Search and rescue units, forced from the area by 
intense ground fire, were unable to establish contact with the missing crew mem- 
bers. A former People’s Army of Vietnam soldier, who witnessed the occurrence, has 
said that one of the crewmen parachuted from the aircraft, was captured, and was 
killed by the local militia from Chanh Hoa II Hamlet. This hamlet is approximately 
11 kilometers south southeast of Thanh Yen at grid coordinates XE638392, Binh Tri 
Thien Province. 

Pertinent data are as follows: 

NAME: Apodaca, Victor Joe, Junior 
RANK; Captain, U.S. Air Force 
DATE OF BIRTH: 31 May 1937 
RACE; Caucasian 
HEIGHT: 1.78 meters 
WEIGHT; 88.3 kilograms 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, both of you, for your tes- 
timony. 

Let me try and clarify just one comment that you made. Dr. 
O’Grady. This is, as I have said, a framework. This is 3 days during 
which everybody who has some role to play here is going to kind of 
lay out the parameters, if you will, of their case, and so indeed, you 
are representative of hundreds of families, and I do not want any- 
body to think that all you are going to be able to say to us or that 
we are going to listen to, must be dealt with during these first 3 
days. 
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We have one person designated on this staff who is going to be a 
liaison to you, to the families, but every member of the staff is pre- ^ a 

pared to receive any evidence whatsoever from anybody, and that ^ < 

is the purpose of the Committee, and I think you will find us reach- 
ing out to you, and very, very open to all testimony, and so indeed 
these 3 days are going by like a blur, and I find myself with hun- 
dreds of questions that I do not have time to ask, but that is the 
purpose of it, to set the framework, and I hope you understand 
that. I do not want any family to believe that their testimony is not a 

going to be heard or welcomed. All of it is. • ^ 

Now, a second thing that I would say is that we are necessarily 
dependent on the kind of information that you provide us, and so 
we are going to go into some detail, not all of it today, but over the 
course of the next days. 

Now, you mentioned in your testimony that no one would give 
you the names of these people. Have you asked for these names? . 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes, Senator, I have. • • 

The Chairman. Who have you asked? I might add also, inciden- 
tally, tomorrow, or as soon as we have time— and I hope it will be 
tomorrow— the administration is going to respond to many of these 
complaints and comments that are made, and so we intend to get 
action on this kind of thing right away. 

Dr. O’Grady. After the report was finally released to me— one of 
the reports generated by JCRC in this matter was released to me, I • • 

thoroughly analyzed the information that was provided to me and I ~ - 

generated a letter to the Casualty Affairs Office requesting great 
detailed information that would further clarify this— my father’s 
case. 

One of those requests was specifically for the name of the cap- 
tors. In the original document the name of the captors are sani- 
tized. However, I do have their political affiliations both during the • • 
course of the way and currently. I also know exactly which hamlets 
they live in. I do not think it would be very difficult for me, if I 
went to Vietnam, to find those individuals, particularly since they 
were very forthcoming and reportedly very accommodating, very 
cooperative, and very anxious to talk to U.S. Government team 
members regarding my father's case. 

However, the actual names are still— have not been provided to « # 
me despite August 23 request. 

The Chairman. Is that the only request you made? 

Dr. O’Grady. I made a number of verbal requests by telephone. 

The Chairman. Who have you requested? 

Dr. O’Grady. We are directed to make contact thro^h the Casu- 
alty Affairs Office, Mr. Atkinson and Mr. Frampton. 'niat is who I 
dirwted my request to. I was told it would have to be forwarded to ^ • 

JCRC for response. This morning, as I walked into the hearing ^ 

room, I received a document from Mr. — or a packet of documents 
from Mr. Atkinson that have been provided to him by JCRC. I 
haven’t had time to review them, but my brief cursoiy review sug- 
gests that the captors names have still not been provided.' 

The Chairman. You mentioned also that records have disap- 
peared. ^ 

Dr. O’Grady. I believe I said the record had been changed. I can * 
speak to records disappearing in my father’s case and other cases. 


not so much disappearing but being purged from files, but I think 
the statement was that information had been changed subsequent 
to the Vietnamese participation in the interviews with my father’s 
captors. Is that what you’re referring to? 

The Chairman. No. I thought I'd written down a note as you said 
that records disappear, and I had a question mark. I thought you 
had mentioned that records had disappeared. 

Dr. O’Grady. I think I generically suggested that. Fingerprints 
have disappeared. Let me find my exact reference. 

The Chairman. Well, let me ask you 

Dr. O’Grady. Fingerprints and dental records. Senator. 

The Chairman. Do you think these things have disappeared as a 
matter of a willful intent to deny you access to this, to cover up. 
something, or do you think they have disappeared because of a 
kind of bureaucratic bungling process? 

Dr. O’Grady. Senator, I have had to do a lot of soul-searching to 
come to terms with whether or not I could believe that everything 
my father fought for and was lost for has been denigrated by the 
belief that this is willful and intentional, and for a very long time I 
tried to convince myself it was unintentional and it was a matter 
of incompetency, of ignorance, and failure to follow through, and 
lack of resources and lack of money and lack of analytical and pro- 
fessional skill. 

I have come to the conclusion after 24 years and hundreds of 
houM of research much to my great distress, because my children 
have to live in this country, that it is willful and it is intentional, _ 
and I could give you specific examples as to what I base that con- 
clusion on. 

The Chairman. We would like you to share those with us. 

Dr. O’Grady. One that comes to mind again, and there are 
others as well, but one that comes immediately to mind is a case of 
a number of family members who were provided with pieces of 
teeth, or particles of teeth, as indication that their person had died 
and as identification, formal identification. 

When they went back to see if they could compare dental records 
to those teeth with independent forensic anthropologists involved, 
it was found the dental records could not be located. This was not 
just in the most recent future, but dates back with family members 
I have spoken to as far back as 1985. 

The National League of Families at one time called for all family 
members to provide the dental records that they had on file to the 
National League of Families so they could be maintained, and now 
those records, either within Government files or within the Nation- 
al League of Families, cannot be found. It is too many disappear- 
ing. Too much information can’t be found, can’t be located. 

The Chairman. Were the dental records as a group provided and 
brought together? 

Dr. O’Grady. Many family members did tell me when I was a 
member of the National League of Families board of directors that 
yes, they had. Sometimes they were only copies of dental records. 

The Chairman. They were provided to the League, but you’re 
saying they’re not there with the League any more, is that what 
you’re saying? 
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Dr. O’Grady. That is my understanding, and also not available 
through other courses. 

The Chairman.T’vc exhausted my time. Let me come back in an- 
other round. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Obviously, there isn't 
anything this Committee or any other human being could do to 
make right any wrongs that you have had to deal with over the 
past 20-odd years, but I think there is one thing that we can do, 
and that is to — No. 1, to see that it doesn’t happen again to any- 
body else, and No. 2, to try to put together some type of a process, 
a policy, so that whatever information is there about your father, 
that it be provided to you, and I can give you my personal assur- 
ance that that will be done if I have'anj^hing to say about it, 
speaking for myself. But that does not undo what has happened. 

I just want to ask a couple of questions. First of all, to you. Dr. 
O'Grady, on the record, the initial report that your mother re- 
ceived was what, that your father was killed or captured? 

Dr. O’Grady. The original report we received in 1967, my father 
was— very minimal information was provided to us at that time. 
We were led to believe both in all verbal contacts and all written 
communications that my father had died. 

Senator Smith. That was communicated to you from the casualty 
officer, that your father was killed? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes, that is correct. However, I discovered— in 1985. 
I began my own research— that what- we had not been told is that 
my father had been originally categorized as a category 2, that 
there are categories— and I believe. Senator Kerry, you asked 
about databases and baselines, and as a researcher and a professor 
I always believe you cannot answer any question unless you estab- 
lish a working hypothesis based upon some baseline information, 
and the baseline information that was very helpful to me in my 
case is the fact that he was categorized as a category 1. That 
means, suspected to have been captured. But this information was 
not discovered until 1985 by my independent research. 

Senator Smith. Excuse me for interrupting, but were you subse- 
quently told at any time by anybody in the U.S. Government, the 
casualty office or any place else, that your father was subsequently 
captured, that they were wrong? Were you ever told that he was 
captured? 

Dr. O’Grady. No. The first time I have ever known my father to 
have been known to have been captured alive, although I greatly 
suspected it based on my own research, was in August 1991. 

Senator Smith. Does the Government concur with your findings 
that he was captured or do they dispute that? 

Dr. O’Grady. The Government provided the information that 
confirmed his capture to me. 

Senator Smith. In a letter, first of all regarding the search and 
rescue missions — and I will stand corrected if I’m wrong, and 
maybe somebody can refresh me, but I believe that General Vessey 
testified that in fact some of those records were destroyed and 1 
don’t recall what reason he gave, whether it was inadvertent or 
direct, I don’t know. The record should stand on that. But that may 
answer some of the— or at least one of the concerns that you raise. 
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But in a letter— and 1 want to follow that up at some point, not 
^ in the testimony here, but to look into what happened there. In a 

^ letter you wrote to me on April 20, 1988, you mentioned aside from 

the search and rescue debriefings which you said, which you men- 
tioned— you also mentioned a couple of things which 1 would like 
to know if subsequent to that letter to me have ever been followed 
up with. 

You mention. No. 1, that former POW John Drumisi, his debrief- 
^ ing, is likely to have knowledge of your dad. Did anybody ever pro- 
“ vide you with that briefing, debriefing, or put you in touch with 
John Drumisi? ' 

Dr. O’Grady. No, Senator, no one did. 

Senator Smith. Did you ask for that information? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. I asked for that information on numerous oc- 
casions. I even broadened my request, to include all POW debrief- 
ings of the men known to have been captured alive within 10,000 

• meters of my father, and I provided the names of those particular 
individuals. I also asked for any homecoming egress reports, which 
continue to be classified, that might have mentioned my father in 
captivity, and other documents related to that, yes, But I have 
never b^n provided any of that. 

Senator Smith. You requested it but were never provided it? 

Dr. O’Grady. That is correct. 

• Senator Smith. Was the reason for the denial given? 

Dr. O’Grady. I was told the homecoming egress reports are still 
classified information. I'was told all POW debriefing reports are 
still classified information. 1 was told the search and rescue report 
in my father’s ^ase were classified information, and I could not 
even be provided the names of the members— or the other pilots on 
his mission when he was lost. 

• Senator Smith. This is very important to me, so please try to 
recall if you can, and if you can’t, then get it for the record. Obvi- 
ously, as John McCain well knows, the POW’s came home in 1973. 
They were debriefed soon after that. John Drumisi was obviously 
one of those people debriefed. 

How soon after John Drumisi’s debriefing were you told, or did 
you know before that, or if not, how soon after that were you told 
0 that your father, based upon some comments that Drumisi had 
made, may be alive, and may, indeed, have been captured? 

Dr. O’Grady. Senator, I was never told by any U.S. Government 
agency or individual that my father was ever alive, and when I as- 
serted that my research suggested that he was 

Senator Smith. They then verified that? 

Dr. O’Grady. No, they did not verify that. I persisted and said 
0 that if I could be given this information I believed I could verify it. 

Senator Smith. I just want to be sure. I thought you said that 
they did verify it? In other words, they dispute the fact that you 
think your father was alive, or they supported it? 

Dr. O’Grady. Up until 1991, August of this year, they have dis- 
puted that my father was in fact captured alive. 

Senator Smith. But now they say otherwise? 

A Dr. O’Grady. Now they say, based upon the fact that they have 
finally found his actual captors and they interviewed them in 
detail, who gave them detailed information about my father’s cap- 
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ture, right down to, as I mentioned in my testimony, he had 7 ciga- 
rettes left that they smoked on the way down the hill. g 

Senator Smith. But still no contact with Drumisi? ^ 

Dr. O’Grady. That is correct. 

Senator Smith. And no contact with any of his captors, or no in- 
formation directly related to you and the captors, as I understand 
it, the captors, the alleged captors names were provided to the Vi- 
etnamese, is that correct? 

Dr. O’Grady. Not only were the alleged captors names provided ^ 

to the Vietnamese, Senator Smith, but the Vietnamese were taken • 

to my father’s captors to participate in the examination of the cap- 
tors. In my view, that’s like taking the prime suspects to help 
cross-examine the eye witnesses. 

Senator Smith. I just want to touch one final point, and I will be 
very brief, and I apologize to my colleagues. The statement you 
also mentioned, the fourth item in your letter, the statement of a 
marine sergeant by the name of Walker, who claimed he was an • 
early returnee — 1 assume by that they meant some of those who 
came out prior to 1973 who had been held in a POW camp with 
your father— which was purged from your file sometime after 1976. 

Now, you know for a fact that some statement by Marine Ser- 
geant Walker regarding your father was in your file and then re- 
moved? 

Dr. O’Grady. I know for a fact that that individual contacted the • 
casualty office at Nellis Air-P'orce Base in Las Vegas, NV, in the 
late 1960’s, that he claimed-to have been held in a camp in Laos 
with my father.' At that time, we were" told that this claim was 
false, that that could not possibly be true, and it was discounted. 

However, it was in the file and remained in the file through ap- 
proximately 1976. It was released to my grandfather, who has sub- 
sequently died, in his attempt to secure information using the | 
FOIA— Freedom of Information Act— and I do have a copy of that. 

In all subsequent requests for my father’s file, dating— my personal 
request under FOIA from 1985 forward, that document does not 
appear. 

I recently requested a copy of the microfiche to find out if it was 
just an omission in terms of xeroxing. It doesn’t appear on the 
microfiche any longer, either. I would say the U.S. Government | 
would have a difficult time even finding that particular piece of 
evidence, but I do have it in my possession. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. I would yield, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Brown. 

Senator Brown. Help me with a little background in your fa- 
ther’s case. Dr. O’Grady. From reviewing the files, do you know 
where the information about his capture came from? I 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. In fact, I spent a great deal of time putting all 
of the information JCRC had provided to me. In June 1990, a Viet- 
namese member of the JCRC team told American members of the 
JCRC team that they had done research in the MR4 Air Defense 
Archives in Vinh City, Vietnam, and had come across a report that 
my father had been shot down by the— I believe it was the 21 st 
Battalion Air Defense Unit. I have that in the record— and that he | 

had been buried at a particular location in a village called Wai 
Ling. The 


Senator Brown, They had your father identified by name? 
g Dr. O’Grady. By name in the MR4 Vinh Air Defense Archives. 
There was an original source of that information from the town of 
Wai Ling named in that original report. Now, I still do not have 
that original report, and so I have essentially derived that informa- 
tion from the second report that was provided to me. 

At that time, that information as to his death and burial was for- 
warded to a number of U.S. Government agencies, including the 
^ White House, the Vientiane Embassy, the Secretary of Defense JCS 

^ CINCPAC in Honolulu DIA and CIL-HI. However, I have still not 

been provided with a copy of that original report, and most dis- 
tressingly to me, even though the source of that burial information 
was available, he was never contacted by the JCRC team in June 
1990 to corroborate and independently verify those statements. 
They were simply accepted and reported to those Government 
- agencies as fact. 

• The case was then officially closed, and I suspect that my father 
was considered to be a . case resolved. As General Vessey testified, 
31 were, even though there were no bodies, they have to look some 
more to find the bodies. 

This was presented as fact despite the fact that a JCRC excava- 
tion team went to the alleged burial site named in the report and 
found no evidence of burial whatsoever. Again, the case was closed 

• until January 1991, 7 months later, when the same JCRC team was 

in a town in the general vicinity, gathering information on a differ- 
ent case. ' - - 

The original source of the “death arid burial’’ report had come to 
that town to seelrout the JCRC team members to tell them that he 
was the one that filed that report and would like to be interviewed, 
so because he was quite easily available, they did inten^iew him, 

• and that is when they discovered that the original report, or the 
report filed in the MR4 archives in Vinh City, were based exclu- 
sively and solely on hearsay by the original source’s own testimo- 
ny. 

Well, then he gave them the shocking information that, well, I 
can’t tell you anything first-hand, I know who can, and he gave 
them the names of the men from his village who he knew had ac- 
§ tually— were members of the local militia who had gone up, sur- 

rounded my father, and captured him, taken him down into the vil- 
lage of Wai Ling where he spent the night in a salt house and— a 
State-operated salt house— and was seen again by 2 additional eye 
witnesses who were lust curious because they had never seen an 
American before, and who saw him again the next day, still in the 
control of the local militia and still on a stretcher. 
g 'There was indication that he had been wounded. He was de- 
scribed as bleeding at the time of capture. Both captors reported 
that by the time nightfall came, the bleeding had stopped. The 
next day, the 2 additional eye witnesses reported his uniform was 
caked with blood, but it was dried blood, and that he obviously had 
survived the night, and so his injuries were not immediately life- 
threatening. If they had been, he could have been transported to a 
0 hospital approximately 10 miles north of Wai Ling that was known 
to have been— was a known hospital in that area, and he was not 
transported on the evening of his capture. 
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Senator Brown. Did the team attempt to interview other, people 
in the region? It sounds like they talked to 4 people altogether. 

Dr. OuRADY. That is correct. Based upon the original -sources of 
information, they contacted the 2 captors that he named, and I'm 
not sure whether or not the 2 captors provided the additional eye 
witnesses, or whether the original source, but also there was total 
of 4 persons interviewed, that is correct. 

Senator Brown. But no one knew the disposition? No one knew 
what had happened to him after those reports? 

Dr. O’Grady. Well, that’s where the testimony of the eye wit- 
nesses and the captors gets somewhat unclear and contradictory, 
and the last time he was seen alive by anybody who was inter- 
viewed by the JCRC was about 10 a.m. on April 11, 1967, in control 
of the local militia, being carried on a stretcher in the village of 
Wai Lan, and then rumor— what is reported as a rumor was circu- 
lated that he was taken by truck to a transport, to a point— alleg- 
edly to the hospital. However, the truck unexpectedly stopped at 
Ba Ha Nung, and— for a few moments, and then turned back. Then 
a rumor was circulated in the village he had died and been taken 
back to Wai Ling to be buried. The evidence is much more over- 
whelming that he was transferred at that point, as opposed— — 

Senator Brown. And your statement refers to a Laotian POW 
camp? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. I have a CIA document with me that does 
identify non-Laotian POW camps in that immediate vicinity, just 
across the border. You have to understand my father’s loss location 
was on the border of Laos and Vietnam, in an area known as -the 
Megea Pass. Senator McCain might be more familiar with that 
than I am. He was so close to the border of Laos, his captors report- 
ed he was seemingly attempting to maneuver his parachute across 
the border into Laos, but did not make it and was technically cap- 
tured in North Vietnam by ethnic nationals. 

Senator Brown. The sergeant that you mentioned reported that 
he was in the POW camp with your father. Where was that camp? 

Dr. O’Grady. Hiis information was very sketchy. It includes 
about approximately three sentences that say. Sergeant So-and-so, 
an early returnee, has come forward and claimed that he was held 
in a camp in Laos with your husband— it was directed to my 
mother at that point^however, we have determined that his story 
is not able to be substantiated. 

Senator Brown. Is there a location and a time? 

Dr. O’Grady. No. There was no additional information. 

Senator Brown. Was there any follow-up? 

Dr. O’Grady. 'There was no evidence in the file at any point. 

Senator Brown. Did they give vou the information that would 
enable you to contact the sergeant? 

Dr. O’Grady. I’m still trying to track the sergeant. I’ve also re- 
quested on numerous occasions, through every channel available to 
me, a list of the early returnees from Vietnam, and I have not been 
able to access that list either so that I could at least verify that he 
was in fact an early returnee. 

The Chairman. Who have you asked for that? 

Dr. O’Grady. I’ve gone to the Casualty Office as directed, I be- 
lieve I have attempted through various Congressmen— McCloskey 
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at one point. Congressman Rowland at that point. I’ve asked for as- 
sistance through the National League of Families directly— again, 
it seems to be a casualty, a U.S. Air Force document. 1 believe I 
also contacted Secretary of the Air Force in an attempt to see if 
that could be provided to me. 

Senator Brown. Dr. O’Grady, you would like the names of the 
contacts on the ground? 

Dr. O’Grady. The names of the captors that are now known. 

Senator Brown. The names of the, captors that are now known, 
you would like an ability to get in touch with the sergeant to query 
him further? 

Dr. O’Grady. That is correct. 

Senator Brown. You would like a followup done by U.S. Intelli- 
gence both with records that might be available from POW camps, 
from people knowledgeable of those, and also any records that exist 
with regard to the Laotian camps themselves, and hospitals, I take 
it? 

Dr. O’Grady. Tliat is correct. 

Senator Brown. You, I assume, would like some assistance in 
visiting Vietnam yourself? 

Dr. O’Grady. I would very much like to go to Vietnam myself. I 
think at this point in time I’m the only family member who can go 
and speak to my father’s captors, the men who last saw and knew 
my father to be alive directly. 

Senator Brown. What else should we be focused on? 

Dr. O'Grady. Senator, I hesitate to continue to ask specific re- 
quests on behalf of just my case, because I believe that I could 
obtain the information I need, and we could cure all of the other 
families’ needs that have long been denied, as well, by some basic 
policy changes and specific methodology recommendations, and I 
would be happy to list those for you. 

That would cure not only my concerns but also accomplish the 
same for many other families in exactly the same circumstance, 
and I cannot tell you how many others could come here and tell 
vou information has been purged from the file, information has 
been altered, information is inconsistent, information is inaccurate, 
and so we need not a piecemeal case-by-case basis of resolution, 
though I certainly appreciate that. We need a structured approach 
that is effective immediately. 

Senator Brown. We need the specifics, if you’re willing to supply 
them. 

Dr. O’Grady. Certainly. I can go on record right now with 12 rec- 
ommendations, if you would allow the time. 

Senator Brown. I think that would be very helpful, and I would 
certainly yield to the chairman’s discretion on time. I know he’s 
under some constraints, but frankly, one of the frustrations here is 
people expressing problems with the process and yet not having the 
specifics brought out so that we can follow up on them. I think 
what you’ve got there is exactly what we need. 

The Chairman. I think the Senator’s point is very well taken, 
and we have the time to receive it. I mean, if you feel it is some- 
thing you want to state publicly, that’s fine, or if you could submit 
it privately to us— we obviously want to make it part of the record. 
I would be happy to do whichever you’re more comfortable with. 
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Dr. O'Grady. If you feel you have the time, I certainly would like 
the opportunity to address not only the specific recommendations 
that I would make to you, but also the issue of the discrepancy 
cases. 

The Chairman. I want to assure you we have the time, so go 
ahead. 

Dr. O’Grady. I will begin with my recommendations. The only 
caveat that L would add is that every time I come to these hearings 
I think of about 10 or 15 more, and so these are the ones I have 
prepared prior to attending these hearings. 

The Chairman. Well, they’ve given us a year’s existence, so you 
can follow up. 

Dr. O’Grady. They are in no way prioritized, so please consider 
any and all of these as possible avenues of pursuit. 

First of all— and you have spoken of this today— immediately de- 
classify any and all information pertaining to the POW/MIA issue, 
including— not limiting— but not limited to all live-sighting reports 
made by refugees, CAS teams— controlled American source 
teams— military intelligence, and private agencies, and all others. 

Senator McCain. Dr. O’Grady, that’s part of the Defense authori- 
zation bill. 

Dr. O’Grady. All POW debriefings and homecoming egress re- 
ports, all documents held by the Central Intelligence Agency, all 
military command intelligence data collected by CINCPAC, all un- 
correlated live-sighting reports, all communication satellite trans- 
missions held by the National Security Agency, the Drug Enforce- 
-ment Agency, and every other Federal agency, and all uncorrelated 
POW information held by every other and any other agency as 
well. 

Now, we fought the battle for declassification for a very long 
time, but at this point in time that would not be enough, because 
much of the information been withheld from me has not b^n with- 
held as a matter of national security, or even as a matter of, it’s 
classified. Reports I speak of were never classified. They were just, 
as a matter of policy, not provided, and there are a number of poli- 
cies that prevent information from getting onto the record as a 
matter of policy. 

The discrepancy cases, the names of the discrepancy cases for 
whom General Vessey is currently negjotiating are not a matter of 
public record. How can we verify who is being asked for? More im- 
portantly, how can we verify who is being omitted from the negoti- 
ations who should be being asked for? That’s my first recommenda- 
tion. We can look at not only the declassification of material, but 
policy changes that put on the public record all information that is 
necessary to recover our men. 

Second, again, in that same line, direct General Vessey to stop 
conducting the POW/MIA negotiations in secret, and to put the 
names and record of resolution before the families, the Congress, 
and the American public. Dr. Kissinger conducted negotiations for 
the original "discrepancy list’’ in secret. 

The names of those men submitted as "discrepancy cases’’ in 
1973 were not released to the public until 1987. Not until 1987 were 
the families and others made aware of hundreds of discrepancy 
cases not included on Kissinger’s list. General Vessey’s current dis- 




•It 


crepancy list is also secret. The numbers of "discrepancy cases" he 
references on different occasions is inconsistent, and the criteria 
for resolution of the cases is hot on the record, nor are the names 
of those cases now considered resolved. 

I have recently renewed my request that the list of 31 cases that 
are purportedly resolved without remains returned, that General 
Vessey testified to on July 17, 1987, be released. How do we know 
whose case has been resolved unless he will release that list? 

Also, immediately acknowledge that General Vessey 's negotia- 
tions are limited to men lost in North and South Vietnam, as he 
testiified on July 17, 1987, and are ineffective in the matter of men 
lost in Laos or transported to Laos, such as my father. 

Take immediate action to induce or compel Laos to release the 
name of hundreds of men known to have been captured alive in 
Laos and who still survive in Laos. 

Immediately reactivate the cases of all category 1 and category 2 
POW's, including those in Laos, and using the most sophisticated, 
computerized research techniques cross-reference all uncorrelated 
live sightings of prisoners and prison camp locations, including all 
Bright Light reports, all refugee reports both intra and inter-coun- 
try, all CAS team reports and other intelligence data collected by 
any military agency or Federal department or office, and require a 
comprehensive report as to these findings. 

I have been told on numerous occasions we do not have the ca- 
pacity to cross-fertilize -databases. That means if, Tor example, a 
report of a live POW should come to CIA,' it cannot be entered into 
a computer bank that essentially cross-references arid cross-fertil- 
izes a DIA computer bank. That, after years. Senators, is unbe- 
lievable to me. 

Immediately establish, outside of the control of any Federal 
agency or branch of Government, an immediate and comprehensive 
investigation that will honestly accomplish the return of live 
Americans and the generation of professional and honest reports, 
ensuring unlimited and unconstrained access to all the information 
without challenge and resistance, and the consideration of inde- 
pendent counsel to investigate any possible criminal violations. 

Immediately communicate publicly to the Vietnamese Govern- 
ment the trade embai^o will not be lifted nor normalization estab- 
lished until all American soldiers who stayed behind after the war 
and all Americans who may be held Outside their control, and all 
other Americans either voluntarily or involuntarily residing in 
Vietnam would be immediately released. 

Immediately arrange for all family members who are relatives of 
category I’s, category 2*8, and category 3’s, to testify before Con- 
fess of the cumulative record of deception and dishonesty so that 
it can be exposed. 

In addition, to immediately arrange for a family member, any 
family iriember who alleges an official file contains information 
that is or has been incomplete, inaccurate, concealed, altered, or 
purged, to testify in open hearing. 

To immediately arrange for any family member who has chal- 
lenged or been forced to accept an unscientific or fraudulent identi- 
fication as "resolution” to testify in open hearing. 
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To immediately arrange for any family member who now has or 
has ever had official or unofficial information that their loved one 
was captured alive to testify in open hearing. 

Immediately halt the “joint resolution" process orchestrated by 
the JCRC until such time that an honest, scientific, comprehensive 
methodology and plan is detailed and developed, until such time 
the Vietnamese are fully forthcoming with accurate information on 
all cases, until such time as the professional credentials, training 
^d expertise of all team members can be validated, and until such 
time p there are sanctions identified for unethical and criminal 
violations committed by any team member 
Suspend the joint process in all cases that are likely to have in- 
volved capture by an ethnic minority or transportation to Laos. 

Immediately pass an Act of Congress that retroactively restores 
Captain Carr and Colonel O'Grady and all of the other known and 
sus^ted POW's to prisoner-of-war status until they are proven 
dead beyond any reasonable doubt. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Dr. O’Grady, what do you do now? What is 
your line of work? 

Dr O’Grady. I’m a professor at the University of Maryland East- 
ern Shore in psychology and education. 

Senator McCain. Were you once a member of the board of direc- 
tors of the League of Families? 

Yes. I was elected to^ the board of directors of the 
JNational league of Famili^ and served in 1985 through 1986. 
Senator McCain. Why did you terminate your service? 

Dr. O’Grady. Well, I didn’t voluntarily terminate my service. 
Based upon what I consider to be questionable election procedures 
and voting processes, I was not reelected. 

Senator McCain. ^ you’ve not had further involvement with the 
League of Families? 

Dr. O’Grady. That’s not true at all. After I was no longer formal- 
ly associated with the National League of Families, I felt that I had 
seen enough as a board member that dismayed me to such an 
extent that I felt an obligation, a moral and ethical obligation to 
those family members who don’t have the skills that I have, who 
dont have the education I have, and the background, to assist 
them m detailed research in terms of each of their individual cases. 

Through that process, I also attempted to provide those families 
with alternative sources of information and resources that were 
not only not provided by the National League of Families but ac- 
tively thwarted by the National League of Families. 

SeMtor McCain. So you feel the National League of Families— 
maybe I should ask your description— is not doing its job, or carry- 
mg out its mission, is that correct? 

Dr. O’Grady. Absolutely. 

Seimtor McCain. Did I just hear you say they were thwarting 
the efforts to resolve these issues? 

Dr. O’Grady. The National League of families I do not believe 
represents the interest of the men or those individuals who seek 
the recovery of live Americans hj/ any of their actions, by any of 
their procedures, by any of their .policies. 
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Senator McCain. Do yoii believe the National League of Families 
is actively working against the goals? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. My experience as a board member is that 
there was an active and deliberate plan that did prevent the proc- 
ess from going forward. It kept family members deliberately in the 
dark in terms of critical information. 

Senator McCain. Would you do me the favor of providing that 
information to the Committ^ as well? 

_ Dr. O’Gr^y. I kept a detailed journal while I was a member of 
the board of directors of the National League of Families, and I can 
provide detailed documentation of those incidences, occasions 
events, and activities, that substantiate my claim. 

Senator McCain. We would appreciate that 

Df . O’Grady. I’d be happy to do that. 

^nator McCain. Are there others that share your view, do you 
believe? ’ ■ 

_ Dr. O'Grady. When I was a member of the National League of 
Faimlies I was— I made ^ effort to contact family members. As a 
meinror of the board of directors, I did not have access to the mem- 
bership directly. I was told I could not acces the membership 
through telephone communication or written communication, that 
that list was private and confidential and held only by Ms. Grif- 
fiths. 

I then requ^t^ that I would pay for the mailing personally if 
she would mail-those letters, if she didn’t want to provide me with 
a list as a board member, to the^ families directly. 

'That was also denied to me, and so I tediously and painstakingly 
constructed my own list and did in fact attempt to communicate 
with famUy members, and based upon my contacts with a large 
number of toily memters, particularly those known and suspect- 
ed captures, I can say with confidence tnat a majority of those fam- 
ilies do not support the National League of Families or the policies 
or practices of the National League of Families, or Ms. Griffiths 
when she acts independent of that organization. 

^nator McCain. W^t is your theory. Dr. O’Grady, as to why 
this organization, which is composed of some family members, 
might be actively thwarting a resolution of this very painful and 
personal issue? 

Dr. O’Grady. Because of the extensive involvement and personal 
commitment and interest in the Government’s established policies 
in this matter, I think the line between objectivity and personal in- 
terest has been crossed. 

Senator McCain. And that is by the entire board? 

Dr. O’Gmy. No. Specifically by Ms. Ann Griffiths, who is the 
ex^utive find as implemented by a board of her choosing. 

Senator McC^n. Obviously, since you've been in contact with 
many other family members, you also can provide us with access to 
their specific complaints and areas that they have not received the 
cooperation that you feel they deserve? 

Dr. 0 Grady. Yes, Senator McCain. One of the things I tried to 
do IS or, one of the things I did do independently was conduct a 
survey of f^jly members and ask them if any information had 
bwn concealed from them, ivithheld from them, purged from their 
files, maccurately reported, or whatever, and gave them approxi- 
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mately eight to ten categories and asked them to just briefly re- 
spond and provide the documentation to me, and so yes, I do have 
detailed information in that regard. I have reviewed many case 
files for families. 

Senator McCain. Thank you very much. 

Captain Apodaca, is your aunt Elena Apodaca? 

Mr. Apodaca. Yes. 

Senator McCain. She resides in Tucson, AZ? 

Mr. Apodaca. That is true. . . 

Senator McCain. She is an outstanding and wonderful person, 
and one who shares your commitment to resolving this case, as far 
as Captain Apodaca is concerned— -or Major, I believe. 

Mr. Apodaca. He was promoted to major after his shoot-down 
date. 

Senator McCain. We also are interested in your problems and 
difficulties you have had, and we hope we can get those resolved, 
and we appreciate your commitment to serving this country as ' '' 
well, captain, and I know that he is very proud of you. 

Dr. O’Grady, could I just return 1 minute to this issue of the 
people who you believe captured, or evidence that you have cap- 
tured Captain O’Grady? You say that these were indigenous per- 
sonnel? » 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes, that is correct. The JCRC report states that 
there is no doubt that this information is correlated to my father ■ '' 
and that these were indigenous personnel. In fact. Senator, onej)f 
the individual— one of "the captors when he was interviewed 
difficult to understand, becaase-^e:yietnamese translator who the 
JCRC team utilized could not understand the dialect. 

Senator McCain. Do you know how these JCRC people came 
across these individuals without the knowledge of the Vietnamese 
themselves? is 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. The source of the original burial report— in 
the MR-4 archives there was report filed, and it has been there for 
24 years, 1 suppose, that this member of— this individual indige- 
nous person who was in the village where he was captured filed a 
re^rt as to what he heard had happened. 

Senator McCain. To who? 

Dr. O’Grady. In the Vietnamese records. 

Senator McCain. If he filed it with the Vietnamese, then the Vi- 
etnamese must have known that he had that knowledge. 

Dr. O’Grady. Well, that is my point. For many years the Viet- 
namese had in their files a report of his death and burial that had 
never been provided. 

Senator McCain. That is to say the Vietnamese did not know 
about these people. That doesn’t make sense, doctor. )i 

Dr. O’Grady. No. 1 don’t want to confuse you. 

Senator McCain. I’m sonw. I’m easily confused. I apolo^. 

Dr. O’Grady. I am, too. In this particular case, the Vietnamese 
had a record of an alleged death and burial— of death and burial 
that had been filed when— your question was, why did the JCRC 
team pursue it? 

Senator McCain. No. How did they know? y, 

Dr. O'Grady. When that original source came to them when they 
were investigating a different case and contacted them and said. 
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I’m the one who filed that report, but— and I would like to be inter- 
^ viewed. 

• They said well, OK, since you’re here we’ll interview you, and 
during the course of the interview he said, well, that report I filed 
was all hearsay. I didn’t see anything, I just heard things, but I do 
know who captured him, and you could talk to them, and they live 
here, and here are their names, and that point JCRC was prompted 
to go to the village of his capture and track those individuals down. 

^ Senator McCain. Thank you very much. 

• The Chairman. Thank you, Senator McCain. 

Now, when they were offered the opportunity to interview, they 
did interview, correct? The recovery team conducted the interview, 
they didn’t say no, we don’t want to interview, they interviewed? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes, they did interview. 

The Chairman. And they did pass on the information? 

Dr. O’Grady. Seven months after they obtained it and summa- 

• rized it. 

-The Chairman. But they did, they voluntarily— I mean, if there 
was 

Dr. O’Grady. No. No Senator. 

The Chairman. I’m trying to understand that. 

Dr. O’Grady. Well, let me understand that the only thing the Vi- 
etnamese voluntarily passed on a member of the JCRC team was a 

• heareay report from the Vinh archives that said he had been 
buried. They told that to the American team members, and the 
American team members pa^ed that as fact to everyone~except the 
femily members. 

The. Chairman. Now, what do you suggest the American team 
members should have done if they were given that information at 
that time? 

d Dr. O’Grady. Well, the standard by which my research is held to, 

if I am provided with a report from a library or an archive and the 
original source of that information is named, then the first thing I 
do is contact that original source and interview him. 

The Chairman. Was the source named in this case? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. 

'The Chairman. ^ what you’re saying is, they didn’t do the origi- 
d nal research? 

Dr. O’Grady. No. They did not independently corroborate the in- 
formation provided by the Vietnamese. 

The Chairman. 'That may go to sort of methodology but not to 
intent. I mean, if they were engaged in some kind of cover-up or 
effort to prevent you from knowing, they would never have con- 
ducted the interview or never have passed the information on. 

d Dr. O’Grady. That’s a separate issue. What I’m first 

^ The Chairman. Well, is it separate? Isn’t it central to what 

you’re saying? Aren’t you saying information was kept from us, 
things were destroyed? 

Dr. O’Grady. You’re confusing two issues. The first issue is the 
methodology. Clearly, the procedural methodology did not reflect 
the highest national priority, did not reflect an absolute commit- 
^ ment to confirm information passed by the Vietnamese. That’s fail- 

^ ure No. 1. Failure No. 2 is taking the Vietnamese with them to 

interview the captors. That’s failure No. 2 in the joint process. 
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The Chairman. Why is that such a failure? I mean, first of all— I 
mean, the requirements are probably— I think they are — ^that 
you’re going to travel with somebody with you. I mean, the Viet- 
namese are going to go with them. 

Dr. O’Grady. Well, that is the policy that is currently in prac- 
tice. Joint JCRC team resolution means just that, the Vietnamese 
and the Americans working together. 

The Chairman. Are you suggesting the Americans are somehow 
going to be corrupted by the presence of the Vietnamese, that 
theyTe not going to ask legitimate questions? i 

Dr. O’Grady. I am suggesting that ethnic— the ethnic faction, the 
minority, would be very unlikely in the presence of the Vietnamese 
to provide any forthcoming information regarding my father be- 
cause they were under orders during the course of the war to turn 
over pilots captured to the Vietnamese. In this case, I do not be- 
lieve they did that, and would be unlikely to admit that in front of 
the Vietnamese. » 

The Chairman. But in fact the Americans did conduct an inter- 
view, did they not, with the Vietnamese? 

Dr. O’Grady. Yes. Jointly, the Vietnamese and Americans con- 
ducted an interview. 

'The Chairman. And you believe they didn’t get the information 
during that? 

Dr. O'Grady. That is correct. All they got. Senator, was informa- 
tion regarding the fact that he was captured. 

'The Chairman. Bufagain it is methodology? You’re not insinuat- 
ing that there was m effort not~to get tolhe truth? 

Dr. O’Grady. That’s correct, until I get to the third failure. The 
third failure is, after the interviews the report was prepared and 
summarized, if you can call it summarized, in February 1991. It 
was circulated— I’m sorry, that’s not true. The 1990 report of death 
and burial was circulate! 

I don’t know exactly what happened to the 1991 report. There is 
no transmission or transmittal information available. There’s no 
cover sheet. That report was put into a file— the fact that now he is 
known to have been captured alive by ethnic nationals in February 
1991. 

Nobody has that report. DIA doesn't have that report, they only 
have the death and burial report that was summarized and provid- 
ed in 1990. 1 do not have that report, I did not get that report until 
7 months later, and the way that I get it is in this manner. I called 
up the DIA to ask if there was any new information on my father. 

’They said to me, why are you asking? We have a report here that 
says he died and was buried, and his case is resolved. I said, you do, 
and they said, yes. 

I said well, do you have a message transmission number, because 
I knew if I could get that I could track that document, and when 
they provided that to me I then immediately contacted the casualty 
office to get the information from JCRC, that particular death and 
burial report. 

In the process of that, 7 months later, they also provided the evi- 
dence as to the interview with the captors, after I had threatened 
to contact congressmen, go ta the media, and to take legal action if 
that information was not provided to me. 
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The Chairman, Now, with respect to the differences between you 
and the league at this point, it would be hard for any of us to be- 
lieve that the.lea^e would not want to resolve these issues or have 
any living American come back. I take it you believe that they 
want that to happen? 

Dr. O’Grady. I believe that Ann Griffiths, as she purports to rep- 
resent the families of the National League of Families, has not 
taken a proactive stance to ensure 

The Chairman. But let me get at this. I mean, I want to make 
certain— I accept the differences at face value. We all have to. 
They’re unavoidable. But the question is, are they differences 
about approach, differences about judgments, about evidence, dif- 
ferences of judgment about intention, or is there something larger 
going on here, and I think what you are saying to me is that you 
felt she wasn’t proactive, or the league wasnl proactive. 

Dr. O’Grady. Ann Griffiths, Senator, controlled the information 
flow. She controlled all the information on live Americans and it 
was prohibited and prevented from being provided to the family 
inembers directly. She also prevented independent and other indi- 
viduals who had a different point of view from even being heard so 
that family members could make an independent judgment, on 
dozens of occasions. 

The Chairman. But your allegation is that while that happened 
you don’tr--I take it you don’t believe that happened because she 
doesn’t believe that the issue is legitimate, or doesn’t want to get 
tha facts? Clearly she believes that, correct? ^ 

Dr. O’Grady. I think she wante the issue resolved. 

The Chairman. But, has a different opinion of how it gets-re- 
solved? 

Dr. O’Gr^y. I think her definition of resolution is different. I 
think certainly her commitment to the return of live Americans as 
opposed to the recovery of remains is certainly different, yes. 

The Chairman. A different opinion as to approach and methodol- 

Dr. O’Gi^y. No, it goes beyond approach and methodology. It 
goes to deliberately preventing the exercise of democratic process. 
The families are not given all information from which they can 
make a personal judgment. 

The Ch^rman. Ajnd the motive for that is what I am trying to 
get at. It is not because they are always hovering around here, as 
you know. These are very serious accusations about destruction of 
evidence and avoidance of truth and coverup and so forth. 

WImt I arn trying to ascertain, and I beneve you have probably 
said it, is while there may have been some turf protection here and 
there may have been some differences about what constituted a le- 
gitimate approach that you are not allering, I take it, that some- 
how Ms. Griffiths or other members of the league were in cahoots 
with an effort to prevent the truth from coming out. 

Dr. O’Gr^y. I am saying. Senator, very clearly that Ms. Grif- 
fiths participated in deliberate concealment of information by and 
with various agencies of the U.S. Government. As to motive, that’s 
very, only speculation unless you want to qualify me as an expert 
witness in psychology. 

The Chairbian. It sounds like you may be able to be qualified. 
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Dr. 6’Grady. I have my personal opinions as to motive. But I. 
don’t think that's really appropriate to speak to at this point. 

The Chairman. Well, we are going to further this inquiry. Sena- ^ 
tor Grassley, do you have any further questions? 

Senator Grassley. Just the point she just made. And maybe if 
she does not feel comfortable discussing it, I would not force you to 
doit. 

But I would like to have that personal opinion. 

The Chairman. Well, let me just say that as I said earlier before 
you came back, Senator, this is the beginning of this inquiry. We > 
are going to talk with families who have this kind of evidence. 

Senator Grassley. So you are saying it would be more appropri- 
ate at that point? 

The Chairman. I think time-wise it would be. But I want to 
guarantee that will go through that. 

Senator Grassley. Do you mean beyond these 3 days of hearings? 

The Chairman. Absolutely. ^ 

Senator Grassley. So let me ask, Dr. O’Grady, you would be 
more comfortable having us handle that at that point. Is that 
right? 

Dr. O’Grady. In terms of giving you my personal opinion as to 
motive or in terms of documenting some of my claims? 

Senator Grassley. Well, I assume that your personal opinion is 
based upon your ability to document some claims. 

Dr. o’Grady. That is correct. 

Senator Grassley. I would like to have the point of view made 
and then take tinae to document it later on. 

Dr. O’Grady. Myjpersonal opinion was that self-interesr superi. ~ 

seded the interest and recovery of live American POW’s. 

The Chairman. Well, if all members are amenable to it, what I 
would like to do is move to the next panel. There is no truncation 
of this, I want to assure you. You have laid out the parameters of ^ 
some very important inquiry for the Committee. We knew this was 
an area we were going to have to go into and were prepared to. 

And so we will get back to you. 

And we would like you to submit all of the documentation, if you 
would, and begin the process, if you will, with those families who 
have similar documentation and problems. 

My suggestion, and I do not know who is here representing Carl * 

Ford’s office, this is something we are going to take up with the 
Secretary as we go along here. But I do not want to wait a year for 
us to draw conclusions here that are fairly obvious in the early 
days, which is that there is a communications, public relations 
problem, if nothing more. 

And I think it would be very advantageous to this entire process 
if a structure was immediately put into place to permit the access- ♦ 
ing of the information and review of information vrith the families 
because if you do not do it, we are going to wind up forcing that 
and going into it in an adversarial way, which I think the Commit- 
tee would just as soon avoid. 

And so it would, I think, be of enormous importance for the De- 
partment to think about how it is going to reach out to these fami- 
lies, listen carefully to each of those complaints and problems, and 
try to begin the process of, if you will, rectifying it and creating a 
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. new relationship there. And I think that we will certainly be work- 
^ ing and trying to make that happen. 

• Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Chairman, I do not have any further ques- 
tions of either witness. 

But I would like to just put a couple of points in the record here 
because I think they relate to what has been said. 

First of all, regarding the League of Families and the U.S, Gov- 
ernment role, I think it is clear that there is a great deal or there 
w is a tremendous amount of difference, a tremendous difference of 
opinion as to what the proper role of the League is. And I think 
everybody knows what the proper role is, but that has become 
without question in anybody’s, or impugning anybody’s motives, it 
has become clouded because the League has been drawn into the 
process. 

The League now is represented as part of the U.S. Government. 

• There is not necessarily a conflict here, but there is a difference, a 
very clear difference, in the role of each. And if in fact family 
members are not receiving information, whether it be about live 
Americans or about deceased relatives or any other information, if 
in fact the person who represents them before the Government, 
before the court, if you will, is a part of the court, then credibility 
is diminished. And we can go beyond that, some have gone beyond 

§ that. But that is clear. 

And I just want to enter a document into the record and this is 
not meant to slam any particular administration, there are numer- 
ous documents out for the Reagan administration as well, but a 
document dated March 7, 1979. It was a memorandum from David 
Ahren, excuse me, for David Ahren from Michael Oskenberg, sub- 
ject: League of Families meeting with the President. 

^ Now at this time, then POW/defector/deserter, whatever those 

chose to call him at the time, Robert Garwood had made some 
overtures in Vietnam that he wanted to get out. And I just want to 
quote a couple of lines from that because I think it explains why 
Ann Mills Griffiths wanted to get, on behalf of the family, and why 
the families wanted her to get before the Government. What hap- 
pened subsequent to that, we can debate. But it is very clear what 
^ happened. 

For well over a y^r the National League of Families of Ameri- 
can prisoners ^d missing in Southeast Asia have sought a meeting 
with the President. The NSC has consistently tum^ down these 
requests. 

Two reasons now exist for altering my recommendation to the President and for 
responding favorably to the moot recent Leane request. A live American defector 
has been sighted in Hanoi and has indicated that he wishes to return to the U.S. 
“foe Vietnamese have previously given no indication that there were any live Amer- 
icans in Vietnam, although they clearly knew about this case. The defector has also 
claimed that he knows of other Americans apparently who are alive in Vietnam. 

And it is politically wise, perhaps, for the president to protect himself on this 
issue by reasserting his continued interest in a full accounting. 

Memo, internal, in the White House. 

You see, you really cannot blame families for the concerns that 
they have. This is devastating stuff. We cannot change what hap- 
pened. But, by God, we can make sure it does not happen again. 
And we ought to make sure, Mr. Chairman, and I certainly will 
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work to do it, to see to it that we can put a policy in place very 
soon to see that this kind of nonsense does not continue. % 

I want to make one final point and then I will be quiet. There 
was, this is a related issue. Dr. O'Grady talked about categories, 
category 1, category 2, category 1 being confirmed capture or con- 
firmed knowledge of what happened, suspect, doubtful, unknown, 
unrelated, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. 

In 1982 there were 166 confirmed, category 1, categories. And 
there was category 2, which is suspect knowledge, 1,123. Now some- 
thing happened between 1982 ana 1991 that somehow diluted this f 
number down to 64 or 65 discrepancy cases. I never received any 
adequate explanations as to just what the heck that means as to 
why this has happened. 

Anybody, I know if my father was one of those 1,123, I do not 
care what you called it, category 2, 1, discrepancy, whatever it is, 
my father is missing and why is he not a discrepancy case. So I 
think it is important that we start looking at some of the semantics t 

and put this stuff back together in some common base of defini- 
tions that we all understand so we are all working with the same 
dictionary here. 

Thank you. 

The Chairman. Senator, I could not agree with you more. I think 
both points are very well taken. 

And the Committee is not going to be concerned about what hap- t 
pened under which administration. The obvious effort here is to try 
to just lay out what did happen. I think one of the points that is - 
raised here is very important and'the Committ^ is going to need 
to understand it and we need to loolrat it. It is the stondards that 
have been applied here and how some of the judgments have been 
made. 

I think everybody agrees some of these judgments are really 
tough. And if you have 2 winmen or something who saw a plane 
go down and the plane exploded and there was no parachute and 
so forth, you have got to make some judgments. And nobody is 
going to contest that. Am I correct, Dr. O’Grady? 

Dr. O'Grady. Those are not cases at issue. 

'The Chairman. That is exactly my jwint. 

Dr. O'Grady. Yes, as long as there is a working hypothesis as to 
what the standards for identification as a discrepancy case are 
clear and objective. 

The Chairman. That is what we need to understand better. I 
think there needs to be more airing of that in order to help every- 
body. And I think it will help those in the field and it will help 
those back home tiydng to make choices and decisions. 

And again, that is part of the opening up here. And we are going ^ 
to open that up. And we are going to look at it. 

Dr. O'Grady. Senator, could I Just add one more piece of infor- 
mation relative to what Senator Smith stated? 

Beyond the more difficult judgments, there are certain definite 
judgments. Certainly there would be no debate, I would imagine as 
to category 2, category 2's, and many category 3’s. Let me just give 
you some examples of some of the numbers confusion done with 
smoke screens and mirrors that I have encountered in my own re- ^ 
search. I will be very brief. 
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But let me just tell you, and I finally got the Kissinger list re- 

A leased to me. And there were a total of 70 names. I also have the 
original list and the narrative. So it is interesting that one narra- 
tive was provided although the name was omitted from his original 
list. 

I then went hack to my own data base and cross-referenced those 
names with all of the men that as of 3/86 when this list was ap- 
proximately released, whose names did .not appear on the Kissinger 

^ list who were known category Ts, confirmed knowledge or capture. 

^ There were, and I know you're interested in data bases, 99 of those 

men at that time in addition, if you include other men who meet 
such criteria as radio contact on the ground seen in captivity alive, 
pictures in captivity, good parachute, no evidence of crash, difficul- 
ties. You can identify at least, and I'm not an expert, and I was 
able to find these men, you can identify at least another 110. 
That's over 200 right there. 

• And that's based upon my research. And I don't have the staff 
and the resources and the capability and the time or the money 
that the Department of Defense has had for a very long time. 

And in addition I will tell you I have some other confusion you 
might be able to help me with. I was reviewing General Vessey’s 
testimony of September 30, 1987 to which I had referred. Now at 
that time he referenced 224 total discrepancy cases. He broke them 

• down like this, 70 known POW's, seemingly consistent with the 
original Kissinger list, 28 having died in captivity, 58 probably cap- 
tured, 156 likely knowledge. And then further broke it down, 137 
in North Vietnam, 59 in South Vietnam. Those numbers don't even 
add up to 224. 

But more importantly, on July 17 he then quotes in his testimo- 
ny, 119 discrepancy cases. So we've lost about 100. And then fur- 

# ther breaks the list down as of 22 remains returned, 4 fates re- 
solved with no remains. Again, we don't know who they were or 
what criteria was used to resolve those cases— 31 fates resolved, re- 
mains not available. My guess is that they couldn't find them as in 
my father's case. And 62 fates still unknown. 

Now, again, the figures, I have been looking at figures using my 
computer for years. And I can’t come up with consistent figures. 

# CINCPAC lists don't correspond to Department of Defense and 
other Department of Defense list or DIA lists or other lists. And if 
you could unmuddy just the numbers for us, remembering those 
represent men, they represent fathers and brothers and husbands. 
They are not just numbers. And when we see 100 of them missing 
from one testimony and on day 2 another, we wonder who did they 
lose again. 

^ Please help us find out. 

'The Chairman. That is a fair inquiry. And as you know, yester- 
day I inquired about the data base and was not given a complete 
answer on that. And we will be talking about it shortly. And we 
will pursue that. 

Are there any other questions? 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, I have been able to watch most of 

^ the testimony from my office and I am sorry I missed it. It has 
been most interesting. I have no questions. 

The Chairman. 'Thank you very much. Senator Reid. 
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Mr. Apodaca. Mr. Chairman, I would like an opportunity to state 
a few things if possible? 

The Chairman. Absolutely. 

Mr. Apodaca. I was invited here because my father's case is— I 
think I was invited here because my father’s case is one of the 62 
discrepancy cases. And I've always kind of wondered why. You’ve 
got the narrative included as part of the attachment. I've gone over 
all Of the files. And there’s riot that much information iri them past 
that narrative. It pretty much contains all the details right there. 

And I've heard of files that have a lot more information in them, 
more than my father’s. And I keep wondering why it is a discrep- 
ancy case. I just have a gut feeling that there's a lot, there is some, 
more information out there that I'm not finding out about that 
somebody knows about, why it is discrepancy case. 

The Chairman. Have you made that inquiry of your Casualty 
Office? 

Mr. Apodaca. I always request and the Casualty Affairs Office 
provides me a copy of all the records they have. And they are at 
the mercy — 

The Chairman. Have you sought a briefing as to whether or not 
there is additional information? 

Mr. Apodaca. No, I have no credible evidence, just a gut feeling. 
I’ve got to think something else is out there or why is there- — 

The Chairman. Well, one of the things, as I said, we are going to 
try to do, I emphasize try, is unscramble the numbers issue, try to 
get some accountability on where. we began with numbers and how 
we moved from the_ beginning on down the road to different num- 
bers, what standards were applied to make the determinations 
about these cases that moved them from one category to another. 

Now my hope is, and I think Carl Ford is absolutely genuine on 
this, I have no reason to believe otherwise, there will be forthcom- 
ing a flow of information such as I think we have not seen before. 

I am told there will be a declassification. And there is strong 
commitment on this Committee in the private conversations we 
have had that other than the source and methods issue, which 
every Senator wants to legitimately protect, that the information 
ought to be forthcoming. And that families ought to get that infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Apodaca. 'There’s a huge data base of information out there 
that hasn’t even been correlated to any specific individual, I think. 

'The Chairman. Agreed. 

Mr. Apodaca. They published 15 volumes of information in 1978 
of information unconelated. Now it’s been, what is that, 13 years 
now since that information. Has anybody gone back through that 
uncorrelated information? We have many new technologies now 
available. Technologies where we can take photographs and image- 
ry and analyze that and make it into a high resolution. And you 
could possibly correlate it then. 

I don’t know what effort has been made on that part. It’s going 
to take a huge processing capability. Take all the information, load 
it into one data base, let one area manage this issue instead of 
JCRC having theirs, CILHI having theirs, DIA having theirs. It’s 
got to be managed and coordinated in a much better process. 


401 


The Chairman. Most of the people that have something to do 
with it are sitting here arid listening. And we are appreciative of 

# that. And I am confident that they will take 

Mr. Apodaca. One option or recommendation that I can come up 
with, 

I would like to talk about the League just for a few seconds. The 
League of Families, you know, it's a group of very personally in- 
volved, very emotional people, like a huge family. And like any 
family, youVe going to have arguments and differing views. I know 

# most people at one time have hated their brother or sister for a 
while. 

But recently, I’ve become heavily involved with the League. I 
was just voted in by the family members this past July as a 
member of the board. The board has a very diverse membership 
now. Family members have voted people who have differing views, 
who believe in different methods and different policies. 

# And the first board meeting was full of debate on some of these 
different policies. This allows different viewpoints to be heard. And 
I think some family members are getting some representation. 
There is a democratic process. They elect the people in there and 
the board members are trying to get those viewpoints heard. 

But one thing I would like to state is that the board of members 
must act with family members' concerns and best intentions. And 

# that’s one thing that I’ve tried to do. And I do see problems where 
family members feel that they’re not being heard. But I know from 
being at a meeting that they are being heard, but it's not the policy 
that the board -voted on. Arid the board tells Ann Mills Griffiths 
what to do and she follows that direction. 

The Chairman. Let us see if all of that begins to move in a new 
direction in the next days. I have a suspicion that it will. And 1 am 

H confident that it can. 

Thank you both very much. I think it is very, very helpful to us 
and we will be working with you in the months to come. 

Dr. O’Grady. Thank you both very much on behalf of Colonel 
O’Grady. 

The Chairman. We appreciate it. 'Thank you very much. 

If we could ask the last pjMel to please come forward. We have 

0 Mr. Dennis Nagy, Acting Director of Defense Intelligence Agency, 
Bob Sheetz, the Chief of the Spwial Office for Prisoners of War 
Missing in Action, Defense Intelligence Agency, and Charles Trow- 
bridge, the Deputy of the Special Office of Prisoners of War. 'Thank 
you, gentlemen, very much. Would you raise your right -hands? 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

H STATEMENT OF DENNIS NAGY, ACTING DIRECTOR, DEFENSE IN- 

^ TELLIGENCE AGENCY; ACCOMPANIED BY BOB Sheetz, CHIEF 

OF THE SPECIAL OFFICE FOR PRISONERS OF WAR MISSING IN 

ACTION, DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY; AND CHARLES 

TROWBRIDGE, DEPUTY OF THE SPECIAL OFFICE OF PRISON- 
ERS OF WAR, DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, thank you very much. You have 

V been extremely patient, although I must say I think it has prob- 
ably been helpful to listen to some of the panels and get a feel for 
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where we are heading here and what some of the observations of 
the witnesses \are. 

We welcome your opening statements, and obviously would ap- 
preciate to whatever degree you can sumniarize. The full state- 
ments will be placed in the record, if you can do that. 

Mr. Nagy? 

Mr. Nagy. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Vice Chair- 
man, and Members of the Committee. 

I have submitted a written statement for the record and in a 
moment I will take some time to summarize that statement. 

First, however, I feel compelled as you know 

The Chairman. Could you pull the mike a little closer? 

Mr. Nagy. First, I feel compelled as you know, having sat 
through now most of the first 2 days of testimony before this Com- 
mittee to note that I’ve listened carefully to what the families have 
had to say, the veterans, our own personnel who operate within the 
field, and DOD policy-makers. And I’ve had time to think about 
that some more. 

All of this testimony reaffirms in my mind the compelling rea- 
sons why we must continue to apply our absolutely best efforts 
toward making significant progress on this issue. I have personal 
reasons why this is compelling to me as an individual. Friends of 
mine are contained in the lists, Joe Ross, Larry Tatum, and a vari- 
ety of others. 

There is no holding back in terms of my personal efforts and de- 
sires with regard to seeking resolution of these issu^. 

As the Acting Director of DIA, an agency whose name has been - ~ 

mentioned frequently during the testimony so far on these 2 days, I 
feel a particular responsibUity to speak with candor and clarity 
about the role of DIA, both what DIA's role is and what it isn’t. I 
hope that my testimony and that of my colleagues today and in the 
days ahead will work toward accomplishing that end. 

As noted, I brought with me the Chief of our Special Office on 
POW/MIA Affairs, Mr. Bob Sheetz. Mr. Sheetz has many years of 
experience within the intelligence community and as an investiga- 
tor. He has just recently returned from his second visit to 'Thai- 
land. On that visit he was accompanied by Colonel Bailey, Bob 
Trowbridge, who is sitting on my left— I’m sorry. Chuck 'Trow- 
bridge— who, as you all know has many years of experience work- 
ing in this area, both as a uniformed officer and as a civilian em- 
ployee of DIA. 

Since my appointment as Executive Director of DIA some 18 
months ago and during my brief tenure as its Deputy Director and 
Acting Director, I have worked to insure that DIA is carrying out 
its responsibilities for accounting for POW’s and MIA’s fully and 
completely. The ^ency deeply comprehends the special nature of 
this mission and its importance to the American people. 

Moreover, the agency understands completely the need for us to 
share with the families of these missing men and the American 
people both our successes and our frustrations. As the Secretary of 
Defense promised yesterday, the agency stands ready to support 
this Committee’s efforts to bring together all of the facts on this 
issue as openly as possible. 
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I am heartened by the opening statements of the Committee 
Chairman and Members. And I must join with those who have pre- 

# ceded me in stating that DIA wishes to be a full and active partici- 
ppt in these deliberations in the hope that we can set aside past 
differences and work together toward a resolution. 

Much has already been said about the nature of DIA’s mission 
and the procedures we use to ascertain the validity of all reports of 
live sightings of Americans in Southeast Asia. I believe that it is 
essential for me to state again both what the agency’s role is and 

# what it is not. 

The essence of DIA’s role is the analysis of reports on the poten- 
tial existence of live Americans held against their will as a result 
of the Vietnamese conflict. The most urgent of these are what have 
come to be known as live-sighting reports. Before I go further I 
should note that there is often confusion about what is meant by 
the term live-sighting report. Such a report comes from first-person 

# sources who believe that they have seen individuals alive in South- 
east Asia who are or could be Americans. 

To determine the facts, these reports require extensive analysis, 
the tasking of additional collection systems, interviews with the 
sources, and investigation on the ground in Southeast Asia. Often 
it is felt by families and other Americans that by its very title, a 
live-sighting report is a valid indication of the survival of an unac- 

# counted for American. 

-As much as we would all like to believe this to be the case, it’s 
not. DIA's job is to determine the facts pertinent to the report and 
to follow the leads to their logical conclusion. Unfortunately, none 
of the reports so far have led to the recovery of a live American. 
Nonetheless, DIA will not rest until we have done our best to re- 
solve all of the unaccounted for cases. 

# As the analysis and other activities relative to a report are un- 
de^ken, DIA is charged to inform members of the Government 
and the families as quickly as possible of the report and our ac- 
tions. During this process, when the determination is reached, DIA 
IS to keep policy and decision-makers and the families inform^. 
This IS often a long and painstaking effort that sometimes seems 
overdrawn. 

0 But I must remark that there is no room for error in this mission 
and that I believe it is our responsibility to be thorough and com- 
plete. I believe that during the testimony it has been made clear 
that that was not often the case or not always the case in the past. 
While this analytic work is underway, DIA is rightly called upon 
oJh®rs in the executive and legislative branches to support their 
POW and MIA activities. 'The agency is also asked to support the 

# families directly and to assist POW/MIA organizations. In addition, 
the agency carries out ite mission by providing intelligence support 
in the recovery of remains and by serving as the intelligence advi- 
sor to the inter-agency group on Indochina POW/MIA affairs, as 
well as to the President’s special emissary to Vietnam, General 
Vessey. 

In the future DIA will also play a role in .support of the Pacific 

# Command’s Joint Task Force as noted by Secretary Cheney and by 
General Christmas. 
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I want to assure the Committee that DIA is dedicated to this mis- 
sion and to the role it plays in support of the families and the 
American public. I can assure the Committee that I will personally 
see to the provision of all possible information to the families. 

As to what the mission is not, DIA is not chartered as a policy- 
making agency and does not establish U.S. Government positions 
on POW’s and MIA's. Our role in the POW/MIA issue is analogous 
to that of the intelligence community in the arms control arena, 
that is one of providing intelligence in support of U.S. arms control 
policy. 

In terms of the final resolution of the unaccounted for cases that 
we address, it is important to note that the final decision as to 
DIA’s analysis rests with an inter-agency policy review group and 
that no case is completely closed until the return of confirmed re- 
mains or, of course, a live American. 

I must say that I was pleased yesterday to hear the introductory 
words spoken by you, Mr. Chairman, and by Senator Smith con- 
cerning the sincere desire of this Committee to bring together all of 
us involved in this vital matter. I believe the DIA has labored hon- 
estly in the past to carry out its mission, for some periods with in- 
adequate resources and in the heat of controversy. Those circum- 
stances have been counterproductive to the effective work of DIA’s 
analysts. 

I believe, as Senator Smith noted at the opening, that these hear- 
ings mark a new beginning. I can assure the Committee that nei- 
ther I, nor General Clapper, once he is confirmed as the new Direc- 
tor of DIA, will permit DfA to lessen its efforts to help resolve this 
issue. 

We look forward to working with the Committee in a full, coop- 
erative manner, establishing clearly that DIA is both professional 
and effective in carrying out its POW/MIA responsibilities. 

I’ll take a few moments to address the new aspects of DIA’s ef- 
forts. In the past, first-hand sighting reports could only be analyzed 
through the labors of file studies and indirect collection because we 
were denied direct access to ground locations in Vietnam, Laos, 
and Cambodia where the sightings were reported. 

Now, however, with various diplomatic approaches beginning to 
bear fruit, DIA is getting the kind of on the scene access that will 
allow prompt, first-hand investigations. We have, as the Committee 
discussed with Colonel Cole this morning, an operational element 
based in Bangkok, known as Stony Beach. It has begun to vigorous- 
ly carry out in country missions. 

This element was established in 1987 ostensibly to interview ref- 
ugees. It currently has 8 professional assigned to 9 actual billets. 
And as was noted this morning, it is being expanded with 9 addi- 
tional staff members, reflecting in large measure the access that’s 
now available. 

In addition, DIA has added 18 more positions to its Pentagon 
staff, bringing the number of DIA people addressing the issue to 58 
in Washington and 17 on board, or vnll be on boa^ shortly, hope- 
fully 18, in Southeast Asia. I need to note that we are just now be- 
ginning to fill these new positions. 

We have established an operational element in our office in the 
Pentagon to insure quick reactions to all incoming reports and we 
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have a standing policy with that new branch which insures that 
any report directly related to a family member is provided to that 
family member as quickly as possible. 

We’re working with professionals assigned to the new office in 
Hanoi, and as the Secretary noted yesterday, we are moving direct- 
ly to investigate reports in Vietnam. Mr. Chairman, I’m keenly 
aware of the challenges facing my agency and the Government re- 
garding this issue. In some quarters, DIA’s image vis-a-vis the issue 
is not what it should be. I believe that the image does not reflect 
the reality of DIA’s serious efforts in the past, the dedication and 
quality of its people, nor the enhanced current and future endeav- 
ors. I have no doubt that the DIA has not done as good a job over 
the years as it might have. 

Internal DIA management reviews of this effort conducted since 
1983 have clearly shown room for improvement. Since then, as I’ve 
already noted, we have increased the Pentagon staff, in fact, since 
1983, from 12 to 58, have established the Stony Beach element in 
Bangkok, and are now increasing its size, and stand ready to carry 
through on our commitment to the mission that Secretary Cheney 
confirmed yesterday. Mr. Chairman, this concludes my remarks. 
All three of us stand ready to answer your questions. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Na^ follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Dennis M. Nagy 

Mr. Chairman, distinwiahed Members of this Committee, I am pleased to appear 
before you today to explain the role of the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) in sup- 
port of the U.S. Government effort. to achieve the fullest possible accounting for the 
prisoners of war ^d missing in actionlPOW/MIA) in southeast Asia. 

Since my appointment as DIA’s executive director 18 months ago, and during my 
subsequent time as the agency’s deputy director and now as its acting director, I 
have come to appreciate fully the urgency implicit in our POW/MIA mission. I am 
kwnly aware of the U.S. Government's obligation to its fighting men and women to 
take all necessary measures to recover or fully account for all POW’s and MIA's. 
Moreover, I understand completely the necessity for us to share with the families of 
these missing men and the American public as a whole both our successes and our 
frustrations in achieving this full accounting, 

D/5?f?wT further, it is critical that you understand DIA’s role in the 

POW/MIA issue. DIA is an analytic organisation; it does not establish U.S. Govern- 
ment policy on POW/MIA’s. The agency was assigned the mission to fully apply all 
appropriate intelligence sources and methods to determine if Americans are being 
held against their will in Southeast Asia. 

DIA aggressively pursues this vital mission by; 

—fully investigating live-sighting reports and supplying the agency’s findings to 
policy and decision makers; 

—providing intelligence support to the fullest possible accounting mission, direct- 
ing our efforts toward assisting in the recovery of remains of those lost on the bat- 
tlefield and, in the absence of recoverable remains, toward confirming their fate; 
and 

—providing intelligence support to national decision makers as the intelligence 
adviMr to the interagency group on Indochina POW/MIA matters, as well as to the 
President’s special emissary to Vietnam, General Vessey. 

DIA spares no effort in pursuit of this mission, and this Committee, the families 
of the missing and unaccounted for, and the American people need to know that the 
^rwnnel DIA has managing and executing this vital effort are among the most 
dedicated and hard working in the entire intelligence community. 

In fact, on December 4, 1990, the director of Central Intelligence awarded DIA’s 
special office for POW/MIA’s a national intelligence meritorious unit citation In 
recognition of its exemplary performance, consistent excellence, and superior profes- 
sionalism. 

Additionally, DIA’s special office sustained this high level of performance 
throughout operations Desert Shield and Desert Storm when agency POW/MIA an- 
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alysts and technicians established a current operations cell in support of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. This cell contributed thousands of extra hours in providing current 
intelligence on the circumstances of loss or capture and the locations of imprison- 
ment of U.S. and coalition forces. As you know, all of the missing from the recent 
crisis and conflict in the Persian Gulf have since been accounted for. 

Among the 69 intelligence officers and support personnel assigned to DIA's spe- 
cial office, 25 are current or former members of the uniformed, services. They also 
represent a combined 305 years of uniformed service experience, and have 90 years 
of service in Vietnam and Southeast Asia. 

Mr. Chairman, I can assure you, these intelligence professionals are dedicated, 
motivated, and diligent in their pursuit of the U.S. Government's POW/MIA policy 
goals. That we will not waver in our effort to achieve the fullest possible accounting 
is a matter of trust, not only between DIA and the families, but also between us and 
our brothers and sisters under arms. We would not associate ourselves with any- 
thing less, or conspire— as some have suggested— to cover up our findings. 

At this point, I want to explain how DIA investigates live-sighting cases— a sub- 
ject you have indicated is of major concern to this Committw. In the past, first-hand 
sighting reports could only be analyzed through the intelligence process since the 
U.S. Government was denied access to the ground locations in Vietnam, Laos, and 
Cambodia where sightings were reported. Now, however, with various diplomatic 
approaches to these governments beginning to bear fruit, DIA is getting the type of 
ground access that will allow prompt, on-the-siMt investigations. In coordination 
with our field operatives, we are gradually establishing procedures to obtain the an- 
swers we need. In short, we want to be in a pwition to ask pertinent questions, then 
follow up immediately by inspecting appropriate facilities or locations ourselves to 
ensure all the facts have been gathered. This mission presently resides with DIA's 
Stony Beach detachment, based in Bangkok. The detachment commander. Colonel 
Cole, will explain this process in greater detail during his testimony. 

In addition to the collection effort just discussed, DIA also utilizes all of the 
rather significant data Collection means available to the U.S. intelligence communi- 
ty to investigate live-sighting reports. .1 can assure you that all of our intelligence 
systems and capabilities are being employed with the highest tasking priority in an 
effort to resolve-every, single, first-hand, iive<sighting report. 

In conclusion, I want to reiterate that with regard to the POW/MIA issue, DIA is 
an analytic intelligence organization, not a policy-making body for the U.S. Govern- 
ment. Our role in the POW/MIA issue is analogous to that of the intelligence com- 
munity in the arms control arena, i.e., one of providing intelligence in support of 
U.S. arms control policy. As regards the POW/MIA issue, DIA with the other com- 
ponents of the U.S. intelligence community, provides intelligence support to the 
overall efforts of the U.S. Government to achieve the fullest possible accounting for 
every POW or MIA. DIA remains fully committed to supporting this highest nation- 
al priority. Mr. Giairman, this concludes my statement for the record. I would be 
happy to answer any questions you or the other Members of the Committee have. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Nagy. I appreciate 
that and we do want to get to the questions. Let me ask you first of 
all about the database issue that has been raised. Why is there not 
one database? 

Mr. Nagy. Let me ask Mr. Sheetz to answer that question direct- 
ly. Mr. Trowbridge may also be able to add to that in terms of the 
diversity of the effort. 

Mr. Sheetz. There is one database within DIA. All our source re- 
porting, all the reporting on what we’ve come to categorize as camp 
reporting, all the firsthand live-sighting reports, all the dogtag re- 
ports, all of that material is contained within one computer system, 
so that when we make a query- in that system, we are able to ad- 
dress all of those databases. 

The Chairman. Address the databases of other agencies? 

Mr. Sheetz. Yes, the JCRC database. 

The Chairman. So the comment that was made, Dr. O’Grady 
talked about the cross-fertilization and so forth, is that accurate or 
inaccurate? 
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i Mr. Sheetz. Well, I'd just like to clarify it a "bit. Every intelli- 

I gence report that comes in to DIA from CIA, NSA, from our own 

V I # field element at Stony Beach, all those reports ultimately get added 
j to our database, so when we make a query, that query will pass 

, against all the data in our file. Periodically, we exchange tape files 

i with the JCRC. They give us their crash site and gravesite informa- 

tion and other kinds of reports that they get, and to the extent 
we ve been able to sanitize material to the level that we can give it 
to them, we do that in database format and pass that to them in 
I : 0 magnetic media. 

The Chairman. Is there any information regarding POW/MIA 
that is outside of your base? 

Mr. Sheetz. I can’t speak for outside the intelligence agencies. 

TTie Chairman. Weil, would all CIA, NSC, obviously the DIA, 
what other agency might^any, I suppose. State? 

Mr. Sheetz. Eveiy State cable, 
i ^ The Chairman. What about NSC, CIA? 

Mr. Sheetz. Well, NSC, the National Security Council is not a 
reTOrting element. TTiey don’t generate intelligence reports. ITie 
NSA, the National Security Agency would. 

The Chairman. Do they have records on this, for instance, in the 
1970's, would that have ever been accessed to your database? 

Mr. Sheetz. Every report that is issued by NSA would be in our 
^ database. Now, you may in closed session 

The Chairman. Any report issued? )^at about intelligence?- For 
instance, Brent Scowcroft is recently^ quoted as 8a3ring he does not 
believe there is anybody-alive. Now, where does he draw that con- 
clusion from, and -we will ask him eventually, but do you have any 
sense of that? 

Mr. Nagy. I have no information as to how Mr. Scowcroft has 
^ dra^ that conclusion. Let me mention with regard to the Nation- 
al Security Agency that in executive session we can address those 
kinds of issues. Generally what we do is we receive the published 
reports from the Nation^ Security Agency and those are entered 
into our files. We do maintain extensive day-today contact with 
the analysts. But rightly so, the National Security Agency has cer- 
tain processes that it follows in terms of reporting and 

^ The Chairman. Could your current database be expanded? 

Mr. Sheetz. I think you can — ^you could always want more data, 
but I’m not aware of any source of information that we’re not tap- 
ping into that we ought to be tapping into. I mean — and if some 
are identified. I’d be pleased to have that brought to our attention 
and we’ll take a look at it. 

Senator Smith. Excuse me. Senator Kerry, for interrupting you. I 
just want to see if I could ask you, when you say database, have 
W you put in previous information or have you just started at point 
A, 1982 and gone up, or have you put all the stuff in the computer, 
all the live sightings from 1973 on up? 

Mr. Sheetz. Senator Smith, it’s my understanding that every 
report that DIA has received back to, I believe, 1975, but it could 
go back further. Mr. Trowbridge can probably answer that. 

Mr. Trowbridge. When you say everything entered into the da- 
• tabaw, there are hard copy files, but what’s in the database and 
that’s automated, for instance, is source information or identifying 
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reports, and certain data from those reports are automated, so the 
database consists of both an automated database and also a hard 
copy database. But to answer your question, anything that is in the I 
office, we could query the database, the automated database, and 
go to those source files. 

Mr. Nagy. What we’re saying is, it is not a virtual memory. It is 
not all the reports, a picture of all of the reports in an automated 
fashion. 

Senator Smith. Location, name of individual, alleged POW or 
whatever? i 

. Mr. Nagy. A number of data elements. 

Mr. Trowbridge. That’s all in the database, sir. 

Mr. Sheetz. I would add to that. Senator Smith, that every criti- 
cal field that would be useful in terms of indexing and cross-index- 
ing, I’m certain or hopeful, at best, is in the database and should 
we find something in working with you and the Committee that 
you think ought to be added to that database, we'll be happy to do ^ 
it. • 

The Chairman. Mr. Trowbridge, how long do you go back with 
this issue? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Sir, I reported to the office in December 1971. 

The Chairman. 1971. 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is there any purpng of information that has 
taken place in the course of your service? • 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir. There has been information that was 
historical data that has no bearing on analytical work. Just for the 
saving of space, it-has been categorized and archived Jn Suitland, 
but it’s all indexed. There has been no purging. It’s been archived 
and it’s available for recall if we need to get it. 

'The Chairman. So it is your testimony that no data that was 
ever received with respect to any case has ever been subsequently ^ 
deleted or changed? 

Mr. 'Trowbridge. No, sir. Not to my knowledge. 

The Chairman. And, Mr.„ Sheetz, when you came to the office, 
can you share with us what sort of condition the office was in when 
you took over? What year was that, when did you take over? 

Mr. Sheetz. Well, I took over April 8 of this year, just after the 
departure of Colonel Peck. % 

'The Chairman. What shape was it in when you took over? 

Mr. Sheetz. It was, very honestly, in a state of turmoil. 'The cir- 
cumstances surrounding Colonel Peck's departure were controver- 
sial and there’s no use Mying anything else but that, and there 
was a lot of media attention on the office and you could almost say 
it was rather beleaguered. I set about being an intelligence profes- 
sional. I set about doing immediately some thinm that I thought % 
needed to be done. I took an immediate look at all the intelligence 
requirements that the office had on the books. A lot of people don't 
understand how the intelligence process works. 

You just don’t sit there and wait for reports to come in. You 
have to identify your requirements. You have to get them tasked 
with appropriate priority. You have to identify the collectors, get 
them energized, and only then will the flow of intelligence come in % 
to you in such a way that you can be satisfied that you're getting 


the material that you need to be getting. Those requirements had 
not been reviewed for some time prior, at least in the 9 months 

• prior to my reporting. So I did that. 

I went around and met with all my counterparts throughout the 
intelligence community at FBI, CIA, other places. That hadn’t been 
done for some time either. I went out to JCRC and to CIL-HI and 
met with the commanders of those two commands, who we work 
very closely with, and that hadn’t been done for some time. And 
finally, I got out to Southeast Asia and met with our Stony Beach 

# , collectors arid did an assessment of their resource position and 

made recommendation to Mr. Nagy that their staff needed to be 
doubled in size so that they could adequately cover all the refugee 
camps to solicit firsthand sighting reports. 

Most people don't realize that we collect those ourselves. I mean, 
if we had some sort of a conspiracy under way and a cover-up, we 
wouldn’t even be collecting those. DIA collects almost 90 percent of 

# the firsthand sighting reports ourselves. So those are some of the 
things I did in the first 6 weeks or so, upon reporting to the office. 

The Chairman. Well, that begs some other questions, but I want 
to turn to Mr. Trowbridge for a minute. Going back to 1973, after 
Operation Homecoming, were you aware of intelligence informa- 
tion that would lead one to believe that Americans were still alive 
in Southeast Asia, either being held or moving freely? 

• Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir. Based upon the information we held in 
that time frame, I was not aware of any. There was very little re- 
porting at that period of time. We were still in-country. The POW’s 
had just come home in 1^973. There was very little reporting rela- ~ 
tive to live sightings anyplace in Vietnam, Laos, or Cambodia. Ev- 
erything that we held in the office from that period of time up 
through 1975, was reviewed by the Select Committee. In the House, 

# I believe it was a 15- to 18-month period of time and they reviewed 
that information, and they came to the conclusion that they didn’t 
see any either. 

The Chairman. Were you in a position to see that data at that 
period in time? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir. We were a small office at the time, 
but I was the branch chief of that office. 

• The Chairman. Now, did you hear Mr. Bell testify earlier today? 

Mr. Trowbridge. I certainly did. 

The Chairman. Would he have seen different information? 
Would the information that he saw and was forwarding, in fact, 
have gone to you? 

Mr. 'Trowbridge. Senator, if it was in the system and the system 
worked, it should have come in to our office. I have no idea what 

# Mr. Bell is talking about. My interest is just as piqued as yours is 
at this point in time. 

The Chairman. I started a little early here and I have had a 
little longer. So why do I not give up some of my time here to Sen- 
ator Smith, well, it is almost up anyway. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Nagy or Mr. Sheetz, with the great opportu- 
nity for tunnel vision or armchair quarterbacking, or looking back- 

• ward, essentially two entities were harmed, I thought, by the Peck 
allegations. Mike Peck certainly was, and the agency certainly was. 
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at least in the public perception. If you had it to do over again 
after receiving his letter, what would you have done differently? 

Mr. Nagy. At the time, Senator, as you're well aware, we were C 
in the midst of Desert Storm. The office weis directly assigned to 
the command element. All 3 of us at that time, myself as the exec- 
utive director. Admiral Sheafer as the then deputy director, and 
General Soyster were deeply involved in that operation and one 
other important activity. And this is not by way of excusing what 

I’m about to say at all, but it’s the facts of the matter. 

We were also involved in the process of working with Mr. An- | 
drews and others on the restructuring of the defense intelligence 
community, resulting in the memorandum that was signed out by 
the Secretary on the 15th of March. Both activities occupied the 
leadership of the agency much of the time, 12, 13 hours a day, and 
throughout the weekends. When we received the letter— I need to 
say that as a backdrop— when we received the letter, Mike Peck 
handed that letter to me and the director, as he has stated that he § 
did, in a sealed envelope, one to each. 

I went back to my office and read that letter and called my as- 
sistant, whose name I think has been mentioned here, whom I was 
using because of our other activities to assist me in working with 
the POW/MIA issue, and I asked her to read the letter as well. We 
both felt a great concern for this letter. I talked with the director 
later on that day at a meeting we normally held at 1700 every day i 
and suggested if he hadn't read it, he needed to read it and that we 
nwded to talk with Mike concerning -what was in that- letter and 
what he_ meant. - 

FranWy, we focused on his request for retirement in the days 
that followed. 

Senator Sm™. I am sorry to interrupt you, but with only 5 min- 
utes, I am trying to jam in a bunch of questions and I do not doubt I 
any of that. There have been two statements made here, one that 
he resigned, and a letter of resignation, I thought, meant resign. 

But somebody else, and I cannot recall which witness it was today 
said he was fired. Now which is it, was he fired or did he resign? 

Mr. Nagy. Senator, he was fired. 

Senator Smith. Well, was he fired after you received his resigna- 
tion letter? ^ 

Mr. Nagy. No, sir. He was informed that we were going to re- 
place him on the 8th of February. We received that letter from him 
on the 12th. 

Senator Smith. And what was the reason— if you got the letter- 
if you decided to fire him prior to the resignation letter, then what 
was the reason why he was being fired? 

Mr. Nagy. The reason he was being fired was in our opinion two- I 
fold. One, he was not running the office adequately. He was not 
canying out the task that we expected of an individual in his posi- 
fion, and two, we were getting reports from General Vessey, from 
Carl Ford, from a variety of other sources that they did not feel 
themselves well supported. 

Senator Smith. I am asking these questions not to look back for 
any recriminations, but to try to look ahead as to how we Can look 1 I 
ahead here. 


I read his letter. There are some things, there is some language 
in the letter like conspiracy and other things that there is a broad 
range of disagreement on. 1 will grant that, but as I read it, trying 
to be objective about it, I believe that the thing that comes through 
more than anything else was frustration, number one, but also I 
i felt that he was also addressing the issue of two things. 

Orie, the issue of mindset to debunk, an often-used phrase, and 
also it was addressing the tasking, the ad-hoc tasking, the obfusca- 
tion, if you will, that took place, maybe not by anybody’s direction, 
'.0 but maybe because of misdirection. I felt that those two things, 
when you read that letter, if you are sophisticated enough to know 
what is going on in there or at least a little about the issue, those 
things came out. 

Conspiracy, that is a major charge and you can dispute that. But 
those things came through, and to support that, as I saw it, and I 
do not want to go back into the debate we had yesterday with Mr. 
^ Andrews, but to support that was the Tighe report and the Gaines 
report, both of which addressed mindset to debunk, both of which 
addressed ad-hoc tasking, and both of which addressed the need to 
make major changes. That is what Mike Peck said in his letter and 
when I ask^ you the question about whether you would have done 
anything differently, would you have, done this much, do you feel 
that the press release that was issued by Mr. Andrews, which says 
that his allegations were false, do you feel that is an accurate re- 
" flection of Mike Peck’s comments? 

Mr. Nagy. It is an accurate reflection of the investigation that 
- - WM conducted so far as I’m aware. With regard to the_twojpecific 

points you xaised, that being the mindset to debunk,^ which as you 
note is not a term originated with Mike- Peck, but in fact dates 
back in several other reports that occurred before and with regard 
to ad-hoc taskings. 

w Mike Peck and I talked about the ad-hoc taskings for a couple of 
months beforehand. I had repeatedly asked Mike, simply because I 
couldn’t draft it myself, to put together a memorandum that I 
would sign that we would send out to all of the parties that tasked 
us, telling them we were going to streamline the process assigning 
the tasking responsibility to a central office and attempt to fix the 
problem, which was true. And that was a valid problem. 

# Senator Smith. My final question, and my time is expired. 

Mr. Nagy. But just briefly, if I could. 

Senator Smith. Go ahead. 

Mr. Nagy. We finally did get that memorandum and that memo- 
randum was signed by me in the middle of March, and we sent 
that out to each of the offices that were concerned. 

Senator Smith. The final point, just state for the record. I know 

# you have, as I understand your process over there, af^ter analysis 
you have a senior review group that looks over what you have ana- 
lyzed prior to, I assume, it being bucked up to the interagency level 
or at policy level. Who makes up that group, I mean specifically by 
name, who are those individuals? 

Mr. Sheetz. On firsthand sighting reports, sir? 

Senator Smith. Yes, sir. 

^ Mr. Sheetz. There made up of representatives from each of the 
intelligence agencies, NSA, CIA, State Department, I&R, Intelli- 
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gence and Research at State. We have representatives typically 
from the Chairman's office, from Carl Ford’s office, NESA, and we 
request a representative from National Security Council come as 
well. Chuck, did I miss anybody? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, you didn't, but I'd like to clarify that. 
These are individuals that are on call to fill that board, not all of 
them are there. In other words, we don’t call all this membership 
in at one time. There's various members at different boards out of 
those agencies. 

Senator Smith. But I assume it would be some information that 
needed to be looked at. I mean, you wpuld want a second look. I 
mean, it is not urgent but something 

Mr. Trowbridge. For instance, any board has usually got 4 or 5 
representatives from these outside agencies, such as CIA, I&R, as 
Bob mentioned. 

Senator Smith. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, my friend. Thank you all for being 
here and thank you for being here at this late hour, and you have 
been patient for a couple of days now. We appreciate that very 
much. 

Mr. Nagy, was there a mindset to debunk that you know of at 
any time? 

Mr. Nagy. I think Senator Kerry and Carl Ford addressed this 
i^ue well in earlier testimony. It’s hard for me to imagine folks 
like Chuck Trowbridge, who have been in the office as long as they 
have and others, being frustrated dealing with alLof the thousands 
of cases that they've dealt with, without the success' of a returned 
American from their labors, to not have a sense — and this is my 
personal opinion now — to not have a sense that perhaps this effort 
is harder than anybody ever expected and that might color the way 
they approach it. 

Mike Peck and I talked about that attitude. I read the previous 
reports, all of them said that. I suspect there was an attitude of 
that amongst the men and women within the branch. However, 
I’ve got to note that from the mid-1980's until the time when Mike 
had charge of the office, we had increased it from 12 to 42 posi- 
tions. So many of the folks working in that office were new, rela- 
tively new. 

I don’t believe that they carried with them the same baggage, so 
I felt that it was a mixed problem, one that we had been working 
on. I dso felt that Mike, if he felt that seriously, needed to work on 
changing the attitude within the branch if it, in fact, existed. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Sheetz, you heard a lot of the allegations 
that Dr. O’Grady made. They were transmitted to us and we would 
like to transmit them to you and get a response to those allega- 
tions, and maybe a response to some of her recommendations that 
she and others have. We would appreciate that. 

Mr. Sheetz. It’s very powerful testimony. We’d be pleased to look 
at it. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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Department op Defense Response to Dr. O’Grady's Testimony 

The following is a summary of the most serious allegations raised by the testimo- 
they appear in the transcript of the hearing. The Department 
of Defense Response follows each specific allegation. 

pr. Opmdy] stated that records were "purged" from her father s files.— informa- 
tion had been changed subsequent to the Vietnamese participation in the interview 
with my father's captors. 

No information is changed as a result of Vietnamese participation in witness 
interviews. All of the statements and evidence remains a part of the investigative 
file. Analj^ical judgments may change as more information is received, collated and 
analyzed. That is the nature of the analytic process. 

No records were purged from Colonel O'Grady’s files. USAF casualty is unaware 
of any record of "Sergeant Walker’s" report ever having been included in the 
0 Grady casualty file, 

Records had disappeared— fingerprints and dental records— through willful and 
intentional acts. 

No fingerprint records nor dental records have disappeared through willful or in- 
tentional acts. No dental records on- file at the U.S. Army Central Identification 
Laboratory have ever disappeared. Each set of dental records is carefully main- 
tamed and the data therein input into an automated database for comparison and 
retrieval as forensic examinations require. Lieutenant Colonel Johnnie Webb, the 
Coinmander of the U.S. Army Central Identification Laboratory, is present and 
available to answer any Members questions in this regard. 

The fingeijrint records of 897 of the 2,271 POW/MIA’s are contained within the 
files of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The FBI is the sole U.S. Government 
agency charged with maintenance of fingerprint records. FBI Director William Ses- 
sions, in a letter to Congressman Solarz, explained the reasons why a number of 
fingerprint records either did not access into their system initially or were inadvert- 
ently purged after administrative presumptive findings of death were entered in in- 
dividual casw. Director Sessions also explained the efforts the FBI has undertaken 
to ensure that no further fingerprints are improperly purged. Director Sessions 
letter is attached. 

[TRe letter referred to may be found on p. 639.) 

Additionally, the Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs 
has requested the &rvice Secretaries to examine the feasibility of requiring that a 
hard copy fingerprint card be maintained within the field personnel jacket of every 
mdiyidual on active duty in the Armed Forces. This review is currently underway 
by the aervices. ^ 

Identifications made with teeth and fragments of teeth but when independent fo- 
rensK anthropolo^ts were consulted, there were no dental recorxis to be compared to. 

There is no suMtanoe to this allegation. In every case in which dental material 
has been^^ to form the basis for an identification of remains by the U.S. Army 
^ntral Identification Laboratory, dental records were available to support that 
identification. There have been instanws where ante-mortem dental X-rays were 
not available in the dental record, however, the information contained within the 
inividual 8 dental chart established the factual and scientific predicate for the iden- 
tification. There have been no cases where dental identifications have been made in 
the absence of a dental chart and dental X-ray. The Central Identification Laborato- 
ry 8 foreiwic odontological methodology and procedures are accepted within the fo- 
rensic Kience community and by the American Academy of Forensic Sciences. It 
should be noted that no other forensic identification laboratory in the world has as 
many independent procedural safeguards to assure valid identifications. Independ- 
ent and outside expert forensics experts are consulted at every step of the way 
within the CIL-HI s identification process. 

National League of Families at one time called for all family members to provide 
the dental records that they had on file so that they could be maintained ... and 
MW those records, either within Government files or within the National League of 
Families, cannot be found. ' 

No dental record provided to the Central Identification Laboratory by either the 
National League of Families or the individual family of an unaccounted for Ameri- 
can have been "lost." The Central Identification Laboratory maintains strict ac- 
countability of dental records provided by the families and by any other individual 
or organitttion. This allegation is totally false and without any factual basis. 
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We were led to believe both in all verbal contacts and all written, communications 
that my father had died. . . . And the baseline information that was ver^- helpful to 
me in my case is the fact (hat he was categorized as a category' 1. That means, sus- 
pected to have been captured. But this information was not discovered until 1985 by 
my independent research. 

Dr. O’Grady ’s father was carried in a Missing iri Action Status until 15 March 
1977 when his status was changed to deceased. The basis for her father initially 
having been placed in a Missing in Action, status was his apparent successful ejec- 
tion from his aircraft, good parachute and other aircraft sighting his parachute on 
the ground, suggesting he survived his incident of loss. Additionally, Radio Hanoi 
announced that 4 planes were downed over Quang Binh Province and Hay Tinh 
Province and a number of pilots were captured on 9 and 10 April 1967. Colonel 
O’Grady was the only pilot lost over Quang Binh on 10 April 1967. 

Pursuant to the Missing Person’s Act, 37 USC Sec. 555, prior to the end of his 
first year in a missing status. Colonel O’Grady's status was reviewed by the Air 
Force. Given the circumstances of Colonel O’Grady’s loss, the Air Force chose to 
retain him in a missing status and his family was so advised He remained in that 
status until his status was reviewed, at the request of his wife. Mrs. O’Grady sent 
the USAF a letter stating that her family needed to be released from the limbo 
status and requested that Colonel O'Grady 's case be reviewed for a status change to 
Killed in Action. The subsequent review was made pursuant to the next-of-kin re- 
quest. 

Until Colonel O’Grady’s status was changed pursuant to the family request, the 
Air Force never led the family to believe "from the outset" that Colonel O’Grady 
was deceased. In fact, the evidence was substantial that Lionel O’Grady survived 
his incident of loss. 

The first time I have ever known my father to have been captured alive, although I 
greatly suspected it based upon my own research, was in August 1991. 

The evidence provided to the family suggested, from just after Colonel O’Grady 
was lost on 10 April 1967, that he may have survived his incident of loss. 'This infor- 
mation was provided by the USAF Casualty Affairs Office to the family. The status 
of Colonel O’Grady was not changed until a request was made by the PNOK to 
review his status. “ 

1 asked [POW Debriefing^] of the men known to have been captured within 10,000 
meters of my father and I provided to names of those particular individuals. . 

But 1 have never been provided any of that. 

Prisoner of War debriefings are not releasable to families, nor indeed, to the 
former Prisoners of War themselves. Executive Order 11652, dated March 8, 1972, 
WM the basis for classifying manor portions of the POW debriefing information. The 
information the POW’s providw concerning military plans, weapons and operations; 
the vulnerabilities and capabilities of certain systems and plans; and intelligence 
sources and methods met the criteria of Executive Order 11652 and was classified 
Later under the criteria of Executive Order 12356, dated April 2, 1982, it was deter- 
mined that the information was still currently and properly classified. 

POW debriefing^lso produced confidential information obtained under a non-dis- 
closure promise. POW's were promised that their complete and candid statements 
about the conditions of their captivity and the events surrounding their capture, 
captivity wd release would not be disclosed. Release of this confidential information 
would violate confidentiality agreements and constitute an unwarranted invasion of 
their personal privacy. 

’Two options to the policy exist: 

1) Family members of Americans missing and unaccounted for in Indochina have 
b«n provided a detailed suinmary of the POW debriefs. TTie summaries have in- 
cluded all releasable information concerning missing family members. 

2) Returned POW’s who have requested release of their POW debriefing informa- 
tion have been allowed a one-time security clearance and provided access to read 
and review the debriefing files in a controlled environment. The authorization to 
review fiW did not constitute authority to copy, record or retain the debriefing file. 

Pursuant to the policy stated above, POW debriefs were properly withheld from 
disclosure. As no summaries were provided to the family of Colonel O’Grady, no in- 
formation relative to his fate was contained within the debriefs that Dr. O’Grady 
requested. 

/ know for a fact that the individual (a Marine sergeant named Walker) contacted 
the casualty office at Nellis AFB in the late 1960% that he claimed to have been 
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held in a camp in Laos with my father. At that time we were told that this claim 
was false, that could not possibly be true, and it was discounted. 

There was a POW who was named Walker who was captured and released in 
MutheMt Asia. Seaman Michael J. Walker was captured on 5 February 1970 in 
C^bodia. He was released after 23 days. He spent his entire period of captivity in 
a Carnbodian naval facility near Phnom Penh. There was no formal debriefing con- 
ducted but there is no record that he or the others with whom he was captured 
were held with or near other American prisoners. 

'That ^aman Walker would have had an opportunity to observe Colonel O’Grady 
in Laos is imprasible. Walker never left the Phnom Penh area and was never con- 
fined in Laos. Colohel O’Grady was shot down over North Vietnam. 'There is no in- 
telligence information whatever, from any source suggesting that Americans who 
were shot down over North Vietnam were ever transported to Laos or were later 
detained m Laos. Similarly, there is no credible evidence to suggest that Americans 
shot down in North Vietnam were ever transported to Cambodia, 

^There was no Marine named Walker who returned from captivity, either at Oper- 
ation HomMoming or m an early releasee. Additionally, no American Prisoners of 
War, to include Colonel John Dramesi, reported seeing Colonel O’Grady in captivity. 
Colonel Dramesi specifically stated that he saw no Americans during his trip to 
prison camp after his shoot-down. 

/ have also requested on numerous occasions, through every channel available to 
me, a list of the early returnees from Vietnam, and J have not been able to access 
that list either. 

The US^ Mining Persons and Casualty Affairs Office has no record of a request 
from Dr. 0 Grady for this information. The information will be compiled from 
among the services and it will be provided to her. 

Dr. O’Grad^ade a number of suggestions about improving the Government per- 
formance on POW/MIA matters. The following points were raised by Dr. O’Grady 
and provided with her points are the Department of Defense comments: 

The discrepancy cases, the names of the discrepancy cases for whom General Vessey 
w currently negot^ting are not a matter of public record. How can we verify who is 
being asked fori More importantly, how can we verify who is being omitted from the 
negotiations who should be being asked for? 

The diwrepancy cases, the 119 individuals who have been discussed in the testi- 
mony before the Committee, are not an exhaustive list. DIA, JCRC, General Vessey 
and the Office of the Secretary of Defense worked together to develop a list of illus- 
trative cases which we could provide to the Vietnamese to demonstrate that a cate- 
gory of caws existed which suggested American? might still be alive in captivity in 
Vietnam. The Iwt was not exhaustive, merely illustrative. These cases were selected 
1" ^ ® , W 2" prisoner issue. There are cases in addition to the 

119 individuals which fit into the discrepancy case definition. Not all of the 119 dis- 
crepancy cases involve individuals who were last known alive. Some of the discrep- 
ancy cases involve individuals who are known dead-but the Vietnamese should be 
able to pnnade information or remains. 

The definition of a discrepancy case is: 

A case about which the USG has convincing evidence that the Governments of 
Vietnam, Laos or Cambodia should have specific knowledge. 

There are three subcategories of discrepancy cases: 

Last Known Alive 

Those cases in which the U.S. has information that the individual survived the 
loss incident and fell into enemy hands. In the case of air incidents, this includes 
cases in which the crew members are believed to have successfully exited their air- 
craft and to have been alive on the ground. In the case of ground incidents, this 
includes cases in which the individuals were last known alive, were not gravely 
wounded, and were in proximity to enemy forces. 

POW At Homecoming 

A specific group of individuals who, during the Vietnam War, were classified by 
their commanding officers and Service Secretaries as POW’s but did not return 
during Operation Homecoming. These cases are also known to many families as 
last known alive" due to their POW status. There were 97 individuals so listed 
Subsequently, 42 "listed POW’s’’ have been accounted for through unilateral SRV 
repatriation. 
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Knowledge of the Incident 

Circumstances of loss or subsequent information is convincing that Vietnam, or 
Cambodia should have knowledge of the incident. In some of these cases, there is lii ^ 

convincing evidence that the individual did not survive the incident of loss. In many ^ 

cases, there is convincing evidence that Vietnam also has remains. 

In addition to the 119 individuals whose cases were presented to the Vietnamese, 
there are G-1 additional instances where the individuals were “last known alive" and 
la cases where the individuals were classified by the Service Secretary as a POW. 

These cases, in addition to the original remaining 119 in which fate has not been 
determined, will be the focus of the full time efforts of the Hanoi Office under the 
USCINCPAC Joint Task Force earlier described to this Committee by General ^ 

Christmas. They will all be investigated within Phase I of the USCINCPAC plan. '0 W 

Immediately acknowledge that General Vessey’s negotiations are limited to men 
lost in North and South Vietnam . , . and are ineffective in the matter of men lost 
in Laos or transported to Laos such as my father. 

General Vepy is the Special Presidential Emissary to Hanoi for POW/MIA Af- 
fairs. As his title suggests, he is responsible for negotiating with the Vietnamese on 
matters concerning America's unaccounted for in Vietnam. General Vessey has 
time and again raised the issue of Americans lost in Vietnam-Laos border areas 
with the Vietnamese, suggesting that tripartite negotiations would be required to 'd ‘ % 

resolve the fates of those individuals lost along the border. Further, he has repeat- 
edly pressed the Vietnamese to provide information on individuals lost in Laos in 
areas controlled by PAVN forces, Americans lost in areas under PAVN control ac- 
count for nearly three fourths of the Americans unaccounted for in Laos. 

Take immediate action to induce or compel Laos to release the names of hundreds 
of men known to have been captured alive in Laos and who still survive in Laos. 

Vie have repeatedly requested that the Lao release a list of all Americans held 
captive by the Pathet Lao. The Lao have not provided such a list. Neither wartime a 

intelligence nor current intelligence suggests that "hundreds" of Americans were • ^ 

captured alive in Laos. No current intelligence exists that confirms that any Ameri- 
cans remain alive and captive in Laos. If Dr. O’Grady possesses such information, 
the Department of Defense would be pleased to receive it from her. 

/ have been told on numerous occasions we do not have the capacity to cross-fertil- 
ize databases. That means if for example, a report of a live-POW should come to CIA 
it cannot be entered in a computer bank that essentially cross references and cross 
fertilizes a DIA computer bank. 

All intelligence reports involving POW/MIA’s are provided by the reporting § • 

agency to the Defense Intelligence Agency. Upon receipt all such reports are en- 
tered into the DIA database. In addition, DIA and JCRC exchange data tapes fre- 
quently to assure that the two data bases contain the same information. Despite Dr. 
p Grady s assertion, the capability exists and is used on a daily basis by the Defense 
Intelligence Agency. The Department of Defense would be pleased to explore this 
allegation further if Dr. O’Grady would provide the names of one or more of the 
individuals who have provided this information to her on "numerous" occasions. 

Immediately establish, outside the control of any federal agency or branch of Gov- ^ A 

ernment, an immediate and mmprehensive investigation that will honestly accom- • ^ 

plish the return of live Americans and the generation of professional and honest re- 
ports, ensuring unlimited and unconstrained access to all of the information without 
challenge and resistance, and the consideration 'of independent counsel to investigate 
any possible criminal violations. 

The Department of Defense is unaware of a modality that would permit an inves- 
tigative bo^, outside of any Government agency or branch of government, to inves- 
^ate the Departmmt of Defense or to carry out the other functions she describes. 

^e Department of Defense welcomes the opportunity to continue to cooperate with 

the Committees of Congress with oversight over the TOW/MIA issue. ^ 

Immediately arrange for all family members who are relatives of category 1 's, cate- 
gory z 8, and category Ss to testify before Congress of the cumulative record of decep- 
tion and dishonesty so that it can be exposed. 

The Department of Defense does not oppose this suggestion. The Department 
would, however, request equal time to respond to allegations raised in such testimo- 
ny. 

In addition, to immediately arrange for a family member who alleges an official ^ A 

file contains information that is or has been incomplete, inaccurate concealed, al- ^ 

tered, or purged, to testify in open hearing. 
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The Department of Defense does not oppose this suggestion. The Department 
would, however, request that anyone who provides such testimony be required to 
make precise and specific statements of fact as to what material they allege was 
provided to them incomplete or what materials may have been concealed, altered, 
or purged and by whom or what agency. 

Immediately pass an Act of Congress that retroactively restores Captain Carr and 
Colonel O'Grady and all of the other known and suspected POW's to prisoner of war 
status until they are proven dead beyond any reasonable doubt. 

There is insufficient evidence to change the status of either Captain Carr or Colo- 
nel O’Grady. The Department of Defense has complied with the applicable law, the 
Missing Person’s Act, in both cases. If a change of the law is warranted, the proper 
forum is Congress, 

Ann Griffiths, Senator, controls the information flow. She controlled all the infor- 
mation on live Americans and [the information] was prohibited and prevented from 
being provided to the family members directly. 

Ann Mills Griffiths has no control over information provided to the families by 
the Department of Defense, First, information on specific cases is transmitted by the 
reporting agency to either DIA or JCRC. That information is provided by DIA di- 
rectly to the service casualty officers for distribution to the Primary Next-of-Kin. 
Ann Mills Griffiths is not in the chain of distribution and is not provided the infor- 
mation for distribution. She may review information in her capacity as the National 
League of Families representative to the Interagency Group, but she has no say 
over whether the information will be provided to the family. All such information is 
required to be provided to the families pursuant to Federal law. 'This allegation is 
without factual basis. 

I am saying, Senator, very clearly that Ms. Griffiths participated in deliberate con- 
cealment of information by and with various agencies of the U.S. Government. 

Dr. O’Grady provided no factual basis for this allegation. She provided no con- 
crete examples of such "deliberate concealment." Ann Mills Griffiths is not a D^ 
fense Department employee and she has no say over what material will be provided 
to the families. To the best of oiir ability, we attempt to provide to the families all 
information relevant to their cases on a timely basis. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Trowbridge, you are obviously the corpo- 
rate memory. How many years now have you been associated with 
the issue? 

Mr. Trowbridge. It will be 20 this December, sir. 

Senator McCain. So you have been there when it was very small 
and you have seen it grow large, and you have seen the ups and 
downs of this issue, sometimes painfully so. 

Mr. Trowbridge. I have seen the good and the bad, and I feel 
like the flak bearer drawn across the sky for a long time. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Trowbridge, during your years, did you 
have much contact with Mr. Bell? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Other than reading reports and things, I have 
not iiad much personal contact. I know Bill through the years 
fairly well, but to say that we worked on a daily basis, no. 

Senator McCain. Did you ever hear him mention that he 
thought there was some hard evidence at some time that Ameri- 
cans were alive? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir. What he said today took me totally by 
surprise. Tm very interested to find out what he had to say. 

Senator McCain. And interested on what he bases his state- 
ments? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. Because you never saw any evidence or any ac- 
cumulation of evidence that would have convinced you that there 
was a likelihood of Americans being alive? 
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Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir. And I would like to go back to the 
statement I made, I think it was in answer to Senator Smith about 
information, in the 1973 time frame, In the 1973 time frame there 
was nothing. I don’t recall anything that would support that and 
then I talked in terms of going up to the 1975 time frame, before 
the Select Committee reviewed that information. I was speaking in 
terms of right after Operation Homecoming, and 1 interpreted the 
question to mean when the POW’s came home, did we have any- 
thing that would indicate that they didn't all come home, and my 
answer there was, I don’t recall anjd;hing of that nature. 

Now, subsequent to that we were still in-country, of course, and 
there was the fall of Saigon. There were Americans that were in 
• captivity after that point. We did track them, we did have that in- 
formation, and they did return. So I just want to make that clear. I 
was talking strictly in terms of the prisoners at Homecoming. But 
no, I don't know where Mr. Bell' is coming from on that. I'm anx- 
ious to see what he has. 

Senator McCain. Now, Mr. Trowbridge, during this period of 
time you served under many directors, and there are at least two. 
General Tighe, if I remember right, and Admiral Tuttle. 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. Both of whom, amongst I do not know how 
many directors that you have had 

Mr. Trowbridge. I can’t remember either, so 

Senator McCain. 'Two of them 

Mr. Trowbridge. Senator, Admiral Tuttle was not a director of 
the agency, but he was a part of the agency at the time. 

- Senator McCain. Then one director, in the case of General 
Tighe, and one associated with the agency. Admiral Tuttle, Who 
both now state that they believe that there are Americans alive in 
Southeast Asia, due to, as I understand it, the weight of evidence, 
or the cumulative weight of evidence, is my best understanding. I 
understand we are going to have General Tighe, who can probably 
describe his views a lot more succinctly than I can, but did you 
have any conversations or dealings with them that gave you an 
idea as to why they formed the opinions that they did? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Well, I camt quote Genersd Tighe word for 
word, but just before he did retire, there was testimony and, I be- 
lieve, his testimony was that we didn’t have evidence. As I say, I 
can’t recall the exact words, but when asked his personal opinion, I 
think that’s where he came in and said I believe there mav be 
somebody there, and then he expanded beyond that in the follow- 
ing years. Of course, he’ll have to speak to that. I can’t. 

Senator McCain. And you, even though in absence of hard feel- 
ing to not have, and this a very unfair question to you, Mr. Trow- 
bridge, and I apologia before saying it. Do you have a personal 
opinion that there might be Americans alive in Southeast Asia? 
And the reason why I ask is that I am not sure that there is 
anyone besides you that has been constantly involved in the issue, 
perhaps Mr. BeU, nearly so as you and he have been. 

Mr. Trowbridge. Sir, I’ll answer it in these terms. Are there 
prisoners there, I don’t know. I’ve looked— my personal opinion is 
the same as my professional opinion. I’ve looked at an awful lot of 
reports over the years and I’ve gotten excited over ones, over the 
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years, and the ones I got most excited about are the ones that 
turned out to be something that was orchestrated. Somebody did a 
good job of putting a story together. However, I haven’t seen anv- 

L • me that American prisoners of war are 

still being held there. 

^ Senator McCain. Thank you. I thank you, Mr. Chairman and I 
hope that one of my colleagues will ask you about your experience 
with some of these concocted or manufactured stories, because I am 
MrChairman ^^^teresting experience with that. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator, we will be glad to come 
back and give you more time to do so. Senator Grassley 
Senator Grassley. Mr. Trowbridge, I would ask you first, I be- 
lieve, and I think some of the information that I wanted for back- 
ground has probably been pretty well covered. You said you had 
been mth the agency since December 1971, so obviously, you have 
been there a long time, and I suppose that Mr. McCain states it 
right, that you are kind of the corporate memory, the institutional 
memory for the organization. 

Before December 1971, what were you doing? 

Mr. 'Trowbridge. I was a naval officer, sir 
Senator Grassley. Naval officer. Could I ask you what qualified 
in December 1971, to be an intelligence analyst? 
Mr. 'Trovvbridge. Well, I was the branch chief. You say an ana- 
lyst, I wasn t an analyst. However, as far as my background is con- 
^ 4 .“ u aviator I got into the intelligence communi- 
la intelligence was in 1964. 1 served as staff 
intelligence and operations oh staff. I was on 7th Fleet 
staff ashore in Vietnam in 1967 and 1968. We were their eyes and 
ears lor shore. And, again, there I was an intellieence officer T 
went to CINCPAC staff where I was an intelligence officer dealing 
with reconnaissance reqdrements, both at the national and the 
tactical level in Vietnam. Then I came to this position ' 

Mn^r Grassley. No prior analytical experience? 

Mr. Trowbridge. While you say no prior analytical experience, I 
intelligence community when I was in 
7th Fleet staff in Vietnam and it certainly was my duty to provide 
the commander intelligence information that was gathered. I was 
there and I interfac^ mth the 7th Air Force and that information 
was provided up to the fleet. 

Senator G^ley. And the POW office where you work how 
many bona fide intelligence analysts are there? 

Mr. piowBRiME. I don’t have the exact number right in front of 
me, but maybe Bob knows. 

Mr. Sheetz. No. 

Senator Grassley. Well, if you want to answer, Mr. Sheetz 
do. I just want the statistic, that is all I am after. 

® total of 58 billets in the organization right 
now. Stt of them are what I would call the management team. We 
have SIX clerical and administrative support people, 29 analysts 
and 1/ intelligence technicians, and enlisted personnel who per- 

L analytic and technical support 

work, lhat adds up to 58. 
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Senator Grassley. I think, Mr. Trowbridge, you probably an- 
swered this, but let me ask it my way. I do not expect a different 
answer, if you assume you have spoken to it before. In any of your t- 

analysis of live-sighting reports or other information, have you ever 
concluded that an American serviceperson is being held against his 
will in Southeast Asia— all of Southeast Asia? 

Mr. Trowbridge. As a prisoner of war? 

Senator Grassley. Being held, yes, as a prisoner of war. 

Mr. Trowbridge. I don’t believe we have, sir. 

Senator Grassley. OK. Now, you say strictly a prisoner of war. I j;, 

would rather say against his will You know, I do not know— I am 
not a lawyer. I do not know the true legal definition of prisoner of 
war, but somebody being held against his will. 

Mr. Trowbridge, Not to my knowledge, sir. Now, we had reports, 
as I mentioned just a little earlier, after Operation Homecoming 
there were individuals that were still in the country. There were— 
was an American presence there until 1975. There were individuals 
that were c^tured. We did have reporting that equated to these 
individuals. &me of them were moved through Vietnam to North 
Vietnam. We knew where they were. We had reporting that we 
equated to these individuals. We did have someone in Laos at the 
time and we did equate reports of these individuals. So that is my 
answer. 

Senator Grassley. OK. I am willing to accept that judgment. I 
want to follow up and this is just to clarify it from the standpoint 
of your responsibility. I assume that you are aware that if you or 
any one of. your colleagues in the organization have ever made 
even one mistake in analyzing live-sighting reports, it could mean 
that we have left someone over there against his will. Is that a fair 
statement? 

Mr. Trowbridge. I think about it every day, sir. 

Senator Grassley. OK. Again, this is probably repeating, but just 
to emphasize, I think, what Mr. McCain brought up, and this is 
without any discussion with him. Well, I guess 1 did not ask this 
question of you, so I am asking of you, Mr. Trowbridge, do you be- 
lieve that there is a problem in DIA with regard to the mindset to 
debunk? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir, I don’t. Mr. Nagy addressed that a ^ 

little, and I would be more than glad to address that issue with ^ 

you. So often the Defense Intelligence Agency gets this handle of 
debunking information. We have received approximately 1,500 
sighting reports. We presently have a little over 100 on the books 
that are unresolved. We have a fair number of those reports— I 
think it is about 68 percent— where the individuals have come in 
and given us this report, the analytical work has been done, and 
we have equated that information to someone that is accounted for ^ 

in one form or another. 

In other words, the reporting had to do with somebody that went 
down during wartime, the information where they talk about an 
individual being captured is right on the money. They have told us 
the truth. They tell us about somebody in Vietnam, say in that 
period of time, 1975 time frame, sightings of individuals that are 
being held, and when we equate that to the individual we know I 

who the individual is. Again, they are accounted for or they came 
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home. Maybe they were a missionary, someone that was working 
there. 

II Senator Grassley. Maybe I could save you some concern, because 
what I think maybe you feel implicit in my question when I talk 
about a mindset to debunk, I do not necessarily say that that is a 
bad motive. I would say that it could be a case where, as I said a 
couple of times yesterday, it may not be possible to see the forest 
for the trees, you know, that sort of a thing where sometimes you 
could be so close to a situation, and with no bad motive, just maybe 
% not read something correctly. I guess I would ask you to ansWer the 
question yes or no, if you know that is where I am coming from 
when I ask you this question. 

Mr. Trowbridge. I certainly know where you’re coming from sir, 
and I think an analyst makes a judgment based upon their experi- 
ence, and they look at the situation, they look at that particular 
report, and if it is not a good report, then that is what you want 
^ out of your analyst, he should say that. Now the mindset to 
debunk, how can we debunk reports if people are coming in and 
telling us the truth and we’ve equated those reports that people 
are telling us the truth. As I said about 68 percent. We also have a 
portion of them where somebody actually did come in and tell us a 
He. But all of that information is then provided in front of another 
board to review. 

^ Senator Grassley. Well, let me accept your answer, and only 
finish that part of my question by saying that yesterday Mr. Ford 
was talking about the fact that a minuet to debunk may be part of 
the problem, and I guess I would conclude that if Carl Ford is cor- 
rect, then directly or indirectly that reflects on you and other ana- 
lysts in the DIA. And I just think that is something that you have 
got to think about. Again, I do not equate any bad motive to that. 
^ Mr. Nagy. Senator, if I could say something, and not detracting 
from your time, my explanation to Senator McCain was a personal 
view with regard to how people worked and minds operate in 
stressful situations, and these have been stressful situations for 
these individuals for many years. I don’t believe there’s an analyst 
within our shop, not one, who comes to work every day saying to 
himself, well, if I get any reports today. I’m going to put those 
^ down, because I don’t think there’s anybody over there, and it 
doesn’t matter what the report says. I don’t think they are con- 
scious at all, or operate that way in any way whatsoever. These 
are, in my view, honest, dedicated men and women who function as 
well as they can within a very difficult environment. I know what 
Mr. Ford said yesterday, I know what I said earlier with regard to 
the way attitudes develop over time with the pressures of the job. 

Senator Grassley. I think you are repeating, and legitimately so, 
^ the point I made about the forest for the trees. Let me ask Mr. 
Sheetz a question. Is it DOD’s policy to pve classified information 
to the Vietnamese or have we, in fact, dven some classified infor- 
mation to the Vietnamese pertaining to POW/MIA matters? 

Mr. Sheetz. ’That’s a hard question for me to answer because I’ve 
not been over there in the Hanoi office and I’m not personally 
aware of— I haven’t been there to see what has been passed to the 
^ Vietnamese. Certainly, I have seen case narratives that were pre- 
pared expressly for the purpose of passing information to the Viet- 
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namese. Descriptions of the loss incidents, map segments with criti- 
cal positions plotted, pictures of the lost and unaccountedrfor indi- 
viduals. I know all those files were passed to the Vietnamese, and I 
would be certain that in some instances probably material was ex- 
tracted from classified, and properly sanitized and passed, in that 
loss information that was ^ven to the Vietnamese. That happened 
long ago, but I have seen those files. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Sheetz and Mr. Trowbridge, DOD policy 
has been stated by Secretary Cheney and Assistant Secretary Ford, 
that family members can have access to all information in their 
loved one’s files except sources and methods. Do you agree that this 
is the policy? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nagy. Yes. 

Senator Grassley. Has either of you ever denied a family 
member access to information that he or she has a right to accord- 
ing to this policy? 

Mr, Sheetz. Not with knowledge. I could have made a mistake, 
but not with knowledge. 

Mr. Trowbridge. I will answer exactly the same, sir. There is no 
need to deny any of that information to the families beyond 
sources and method. 

Senator Grassley. If a family member asked for information, 
and just happens to show up at your doorstep and asks to see, say, 
a casualty file, do they get it right away? Can they see what is in it 
right away? 

Mr. Sheetz. We are rMuired by procedure to work through the 
service casualty ofricers.“There have b^h times ^hen family mem- 
bers have come in, in what you might call exigent circumstances, 
that those procedures have b^n short cut. I might add that 

Senator Grassley. WeU, I should not interrupt you, I am sorry. 

Mr. Sheetz. Dealing with the family members is at one time the 
most important and one of the most draining parts of my job. 
Draining in that~and I think useful— but draining in that I take 
phone calls from family members who are extremely emotionally 
distraught at times. And Senator, I have to tell you it’s absolutely 
gut-wrenching. My heart goes out. 

Senator Grassley. But what they want is information, and I 
guess the only thing that bothered me in what you said, is what 
you immediately said after I asked my question, when you say ac- 
cording to proc^ure. I do not know exactly what that means. I am 
sure you dp know what it means, but it may be that according to 
procedure, that there is something wrong with that aspect of your 
policy that rives the families the feeling that they are getting the 
runaround. What we are really after here is that we need to get 
families immediate access and whatever this runaround is they 
talk about, not have it. I can understand the necessity for sources 
and methods, but beyond that, I cannot, and I am sure they do not. 

Mr. Nagy. Senator, we have no reason to withhold anything 
other than sources and methods, and in fact if we have, we 
shouldn’t have, and I can guarantee you we won’t for as long as 
Mr Sheetz and I are in a position to see to it that that’s the case. 
With regard to the procedures, these were not established by DIA. 
DLA functions within the process, as you say. 
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I The Chairman. Well, is Secretary Ford now establishing that 

^ ^ procedure? I mean, Secretary Ford could dictate that this is not 

^ ! % going to go through the casualty office and we are going to have 
! the capacity right there to deal with it. 

i Mr. Nagy. Certainly, Senator. The Assistant Secretary could 

I either change the policy himself, or ask the Secretary to change 

the policy. As you know, we function through the casualty offices 
within the services. 

, . The Chairman. I think what we have suggested here today is, re- 

' % spectfully, that it may be necessary, you were here when I made 

the comment earlier, to get a more streamlined and accountable 
process so that— what the Senator from Iowa is saying is, do not let 
the procedure stand in the way, create a procedure that does not 
stand in the way. 

Senator Grassley. I hate to suggest this, but you ought to get a 
bunch of politicians in there. We are good at handing out things. 
' [ % Let me ask maybe one final question. How long a period must pass 
; before a family member gets access to new live-sighting informa- 
tion, and I guess to answer that question I would like some citing 
; of policy governing that. 

; Mr. Nagy. I mentioned that in my opening remarks. Let me ask 

! Bob to outline the policy that we have in place now with regard to 
j that question. 

> > I % Mr. Sheetz. Most firsthand sighting of reports— Senator, do not 
mention a particular individual’s name. Most of the firsthand 
sighting reporte that come in require an analytic job to equate 
those to a particular case. What we try to do is once we make that 
relationship, that analytic judgment, that equates it at that point. 
Then it is incumbent on us to do whatever sanitization or whatever 
processing that is required to get it in the form that we can get it 
^ ^ to the families. There are times when we are perhaps overworked 
and that doesn’t happen as quickly as it should. One of the things 
we just did within the last 2 months was reorganize the office to 
create a new branch called the Current Operations Branch, which 
basically is responsible for reading every piece of traffic that comes 
into our office. And any piece of traffic that comes in that we can 
immediately correlate to a particular case, the watch officer who is 
Ai ^ on duty at that time is responsible for making a copy of that report 
and immediately putting it into the process of getting it to the cas- 
ualty officers. Where things, I think, do sometimes breakdown is in 
reports that cannot be immediately correlated, and they have to go 
through an analytic loop to get correlated, but I will admit that 
this is an area that needs more management attention and a 
higher standard of excellence, and I promise to give that to you. 
V A Senator Grassley. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. ’Thank you, Senator. We have been here almost 9 
hours today, and I think similarly yesterday, and I would like to 
try to move into a couple of sort of snappy answer questions if we 
can, and move this along a little bit. 

I am troubled. We have got a situation where in 1973 we had Op- 
eration Homecoming and people came home. TTie Defense Depart- 
^ , ment said there is nobody else alive, they are all dead, that was the 

^ policy. And yet families said no, they are not all dead. Today, 20 
years later, we have got how many discrepancy cases? 
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^neral Vessey presented 119 cases to the Vietnam- 

The Chairman. 119 cases, 20 years later, in which there was ' ' 
cause to believe we could not know what to believe. But there was 
a reason in a number of those cases to say that a person was last 
^ Tvlr acknowledged they were last alive— accurate? 

Mr. Sheetz. There were some other cases in that 119 that were 
n generally speaking that’s correct. 

The Chairman. ^ 20 years later we have knowledge of last 

Defense Department announced that they > 

ml nut intelligence in 

nnH 1 ° k Suggested there were discrepancies then, 

^ became discrepancies later? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Sir, let me try and clarify that for you. You 
answer^when you get into discrepancy situations and 
numbers its going to take a long time, but I’ll answer you with a 

intelligence was concerned, reports \ 

^ mdivi^is still teing held in captivity at that 
flhSiit Tb® discrepancy cases that we’re talking 

atwut today-were individuals that were last known alive. 

alive then? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir, we did. 

Then why is that not evidence of somebody being v 

iXr * are all dead? ^ ' 

Mr. Trowbridge. I never said they were -all dead, and I don’t see 

how you can prove they wera all dead. .. ’ luxuumsee 

were alUead^^' with the statement then that they 

Mr. ^OWBRIDGE I didn’t make that statement. 

Tv/r ® Did you agree with the statement? ^ 

^r. Trowbridge. I didn’t agree with it then, I don't agree with it ^ 

^^^^aMAN. Did you say you did not agree with it then? 
anybody ^ ^ remember specifically saying that to 

and^Lv*^df Intelligence Agency stand up 

alive? ^ ^ ^ evidence some people may be , 

well-known to everybody 
w^ the situation was on last Imown alive individuals. ^ 

^e Chairman. What does that mean? Does that mean it was 

'*'•'8^ it 

Mr. ^owBRiDGE. Well, I would think so. 

JI’saw'tteTi^re’drd?’'’* 

Mr. Trowbridge. I didn’t make that policy. 

^0^ have had evidence 

that people were alive? You said earlier there was not evidence It 
'vas last known to have been alive 
vearJ later that thev were dead, and we do not know 20 

years later that they are dead, presumably 19 years ago we know 
to an even greater certainty that they might be dive 


425 


So the question is, what happened to them? Why was there not 
an effort, I mean that is what is leaping out at everybody, this is 
^ not that complicated. You have said that there was evidence that 
those folks might have been alive, correct? Is that correct, Mr. 
Nagy? 

Mr. Nagy. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Is that correct, Mr. Trowbridge? 

Mr. Trowbridge. The circumstances surrounding the incident, 
the last we knew of them they were alive. 

% The Chairman. Now what did we do to collect that data or to 
further that effort back in 1974, 1975, 1976, 1977, 1978, 1979? 

Mr. Trowbridge. -Well we certainly did. Any information that 
was collected or anybody that reported information relative to 
that— came into our office. Did we have any in-country assets to 
follow up on that at the time? Absolutely not. 

The Chairman. You see it strikes me, respectfully, that this is 
% more of a burning issue today than it was then. That we are more 
concerned about trying to find those guys alive today than we were 
19 years ago. 

Mr. Nagy. If I'm right, it seems that way to me too, but I think 
we need to place this in the context of the environment at the 
time, which I think Mr. Ford and others have done, or attempted 
to do. The environment then was to pull away from the rest of the 
^ world, to a degree. A number of changes were made within intelli- 
gence, for example, that reflected that, where we diminished sig- 
nificantly the assets we had devoted to the Third World. 

I think there was an attitude with regard to Vietnam that has 
been talked about even today, that we wanted to disassociate our- 
selves as a Nation from that terrible time. I’m afraid that as you 
look back, the questions you ask are unanswerable by us here, be- 
^ cause it was a matter of not only national policy, but almost a na- 
tional fervor to move away from that. 

The Chairman. And maybe that is the answer. Maybe, respect- 
fully, I would say to you that that is the answer, that that is why 
the families had to create an effort and an entity that stood up 
against the Government and against that attitude. 

Mr. Nagy. I have no doubt about that sir, with regard to the atti- 
tude of the families. I can only say that I believe that to the degree 

• that vou can recover, you can't, from the immediacy of the situa- 
tion following the homecoming. That the Government should have 
acted to a greater degree to be certain, that the kind of assets that 
we have now applied against the problem would have been best ap- 
plied then. I can’t recover from that, and I can’t apologize enough 
to the families personally. 

'The Chairman. Well, that is a very fair and, again, one of the 
^ most honest statements that we have heard, and it is the kind of 
honest statement that we heed to hear, and I appreciate it. It 
strikes me that what may be hap^ning here, Mr. Trowbridge, is 
that Bill Bell is responding, as he did then, to that information, but 
that the agency, for whatever reasons back then, and they are well 
described— there was a retrenchment and so forth— did not view it 
the same way, so there was a difference, just as there is a differ- 

# ence within the league about how to do methodology, there was a 
difference then in perceptions. Is that a fair statement? 
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Mr. Trowbridge. I would say yes, certainly. 

The Chairman. Now, with respect to this sort of debunking con- 
cept that was raised a little bit earlier, you are all familiar with 
the Dooley case, are you? 

Mr. Trowbridge. You would have to refresh my memory. 

The Chairman. Well, let me refresh you with it. This comes from 
the report of the minority of the Foreign Relations Committee. 

This IS a situation where a Navy pilot, Lt. Comdr. James E. Dooley, 
was shot down on October 22 1967. He was conducting a bombing 
run near Hanoi. He was flying an A-4E. He crashed just south of 
Do San, Haiphong Province in North Vietnam. A fellow pilot saw 
his aircraft ^ter it was hit. They watched it go down gradually 
until it hit about 1 mile offshore in the vicinity of Do San. They did 
not see an ejection, but there was limited observation by fellow 
pilote because of the weather and because of the swiftness of the 
incident, so there was some uncertainty. He was listed as KIA, 
body not recovered. He was not returned or accounted for during 
Operation Homecoming. 

In 1987, a North Vietnamese refugee was interviewed by U.S. in- 
telligence personnel at a refugee camp, and he described the shoot- 
down of an American jet aircraft that he had witnessed in 1968 
while in the area of Do San in Haiphong Province. According to 
the source, he said he saw the pilot bail out with a tricolored para- 
chute, try to swim out to sea to avoid capture. The pilot fired a 
pistol at his pursuers before he was captured. The refugee said the 
captur^ pilot was stripped of his one-piece flight suit, placed in 
the sidecar of a motorcycle, driven across Do San airfield, and 
taken away by North Vietnamese officials to a waiting automobile. 

-Early DOD evaluation of the fisherman's information concluded 
that he probably witnessed the shoot-down of a pilot, J.M. Hicker- 
son, vmo was shot down 2 months after Dooley in the same general 
area. Hickerson was captured, he was repatriated from North Viet- 
nam in 1973. 

After Operation Homecoming, however, information began to 
surface tlmt Dooley was alive. In 1973, a U.S. POW who was repa- 
tria^ he s^ Dooley's name written on a wall of a prison cell 
m Hanoi. Two Thai special forces soldiers released from North 
Vietnam custody in 1973 identified his photograph as a fellow 
inmate. Fmally, a Communist propaganda photograph of U.S. • 
pilots captured in Hanoi, dated after Dooley was shot down, appar- 
rSoley a partial profile of a person who strongly resembled 

Now in 1989, the former prisoner POW Hickerson, in a written 
statement described the details of his parachute landing and cap- 
ture, and he was disturbed— Hickerson was disturb^— that the 
fisherman s eyewitness account of the shoot-down of an Navy pilot • 
was wrongly attributed to him. He said that he landed on the 
inside of a peninsula at Do San, could not have b^n swimming out 
to sea when he was captured, as the fisherman described. Further- 
more, he wote, he did not fire his pistol before he was captured. 

He said his parachute was all white, not tricolored as the fisher- 
man stated. He stated that when he was shot down he wore a 
Marme utility uniform consisting of pants and shirt, and not a one- m 
piece flight suit as the fisherman described. And finally, he was 
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taken to prison riding on the back of a bicycle, and not in a jeep or 
not in a motorcycle or car. 

These contrasting differences, however, did not result in a DOD 
change in the conclusion regarding the shoot-down or the status of 
Dooley. Apparently Colonel Childress noted in the file that Dooley 
was listed with a presumptive status of dead, body not recovered. 
His case was presented to North Vietnamese officials in 1984 
during the technical meeting that took place then, and so the ques- 
tion I guess is, that with respect to a case like that, first of all, is 
that sequence true, does that refresh your recollection about that 
case, or are any of you familiar ^ith that? 

Mr. Nagy, fm not familiar enough to answer your question sir. 

The Chairman. Are you, Mr. Trowbridge? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No sir. I’m not. The Dooley case I remember 
looking at at the time. I can't sit here and argue the merits as to 
why we did one thing or another. 

'The Chairman. Do you know whether or not there was a re- 
evaluation? 

Mr. Trowbridge. I know we took a look at it. I can’t tell you 
where it stands today. 

The Chairman. Do you have any idea why the Dooley case might 
not be— this raises, you see, this question of how we have got some- 
thing listed that is not even perhaps on the discrepancy list, but 
that perhaps ought to be. Now maybe there is a rationale, maybe 
something did happen to Dooley subsequently, and obviously the 
Vietnamese might know it, but if it is not even being presented to 
them as a case, how do we know? - _ 

Mr. Nagy. Senator, let me offer to provide all that we know with 
regard to this case to the Committee within the next day or so. 

[The Dooley case file, including classified material was provided 
to the Committee.] 

The Chairman. I would appreciate that, but obviously it raises a 
larger question which the Committee cannot walk away from and 
which we need to work on ^ether, and that is the question of how 
many of these cases exist like that. And I think what we are going 
have to do for this Committee to be effective, and for families to 
have their questions answered, is we are going to have to look hard 
at this issue of what those classifications are, how they get there, 
and whether or not we need to do some reevaluating with respect 
to them and include them in this process as we go along from here. 
And I think an openness to that reevaluation process and so forth, 
will lend, again, a lot of credibility to this. 1 do not have the 
answer to this. It may be that you guys have evaluated the hell out 
of it, that you have ^t 25 different reasons why it was not recate- 
gori^, and that is precisely what I tlunk we need to know now. 
Does that make sense? 

Mr. 'Trowbridge. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sheetz. I might just note that each and every one of the 
2,273 cases, the ones in Vietnam, are going to be made part of the 
2-year work plan that CINCPAC is putting together for on-the- 
ground verification and investigation in Vietnam. 

The Chairman. That is great to hear, that will help do it. 

Mr. Sheetz. If we have somehow made a mistake, not only will 
the review of this Committee be useful in going over those, but ev- 
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eryone heeds to understand that the Defense Department plans to 
investigate on the ground in Vietnam each and every lost— every 
missing, unaccounted-for individual. 

The Chairman. That is a very significant statement, and a very 
ambitious and significant project, and clearly the changes in Viet- 
nam welcome that. And I think there will be an enormous opportu- 
nity to do it, and so the key issue then will be, obviously, sufficient 
assignment of personnel, so that Bill Bell and company are not 
going crazy trying to fulfill that obligation in changing circum- 
stances without an ability to follow through on it. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. It is getting late, and you gentlemen have been 
very patient. Let me indulge you just for a few more minutes just 
to pick up just briefly in a comment on the line of questioning Sen- 
ator Kerry was talking about, 1971, 1972, 1973. It is the intention 
of the Committee to call witnesses who were in the policy roles of 
that time to answer those questions which obviously I believe were 
more appropriate that they answer them probably than you. 

The only connection might be, Mr. Trowbridge, was the fact that 
you were there at the time. You kind of transcend all of these ad- 
ministrations, and it just seems to me that if you had any feeling 
that there was no justification for saying everybody's dead, that 
considering the severity of the issue, it would seem like— and I am 
not saying you would have to make it publicly because soldiers do 
not do that, but you can do it through channels — and there was 
nothing that you felt had to be sent up through channels that 
would dispute the fact of that statement,-,based.upon your intelli- 
gence where you were at the time. - . 

Mr. Trowbridge. That is correct; sir, but to say you had intelli- 
gence that would say everyone is dead, there is no intelligence that 
would say everyone is dead. 

Mr. Sheetz. Senator, could I please add something? It’s really a 
critical point. It seems to be a point in the minds of the Committee 
here on what happened back there in 1973 and the incidents that 
occurred up to that point. I might add here that the loss incidents 
and the information that is reported, that is the basis for the 
making the decisions on last known alive, that is not even intelli- 
gence information, sir. That information comes from the operation- 
al community, so I would just jwint out that DIA wasn't the only 
organization and Chuck Trowbridge, though he is the last remain- 
ing analyst and manager from that period, that is not just intelli- 
gence information, that’s operational information. 

Senator Smith. I understand that. I was just trying to see from 
your perspective, since you were there. 

I mean, when you look back through the press reports, I mean, 
the papers, any of them, they’re very credible— The Wall Street 
Journal, New York Times, Post — all the stories, as you well know, 
you’ve all seen the clips. 

They just simply go along, prisoners, prisoners, prisoners, and 
then boom, everybody's dead, that’s the end of it, and then it just 
seems to me that I don’t know how— and I used to coach high 
school baseball. If I told my team to go out and lose every day, you 
guys make sure you lose this game, make sure you lose this game— 

I mean, it would seem to me if any mind set to debunk occurred, it 
started there. 
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If it’s not there now, then CTeat. But I certainly have nbt ruled 
out the possibility that it didn i exist at some point in time because 
of policymakers, not necessarily because of individual analysts. But 
I want to move off of that quickly with a couple of quick points. 

Mr. Trowbridge, have you ever seen any intelligence from— and 
we’re in open session here, but aerial photography or related mat- 
ters that would give you any indication that there were American 
prisoners of war during the war or after the war in Laos or in Viet- 
nam? 

Mr. Trowbridge. We had good indications that there were Amer- 
icans in the reporting. Now, if you want to just talk about aerial 
photo^aphy, there were some individuals that thought we had 
good imagery of some folks in a location where there were some 
individuals, located, and we looked at that very seriously and hard, 
and we looked at that with General Tighe, as a matter of fact, and 
the answer was no. 

Senator Smith. Now, you can— if you wish to clarify this now, 
fine, and if not we can do it in executive session, but I was told 
that the individual— and I won’t mention his name, but you will 
know who it is— who was the expert on this type of imagery was 
absolutely convinced that the image^ that was presented was in 
fact Caucasian, or were in fact Caucasians, and that when the Tighe 
report brought that matter up, that another view then was offered 
which said that was not correct. Is that accurate, as far as you 
know? 

Mr. 'Trowbridge. There was a report relative to imagery that 
was in the Tighe report that did not make its way into the final 
report. That wm an error. General Tighe and his group sat in on 
that presentation as to what our findings were relative to that, and 
the reason it’s not in there is they bought off on it. 

Senator Smith. In other words, something that had stood there, 
an imagery analysis that had taken place that had stood there for 
a numl^r of years was reviewed during the Tighe report and an- 
other view was taken that was different? I mean, I just want to es- 
tablish that that is in fact what happened. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Nagy. I think it would probably be better if we address this 
in a forum where we could talk this ail the way through. I am con- 
cerned that Chuck may not be thinking of the same facts that you 
are. 

Senator Smith. I will accept that. We will do it there. 

Just a couple more questions, and it seems like I’ve known you 
forever. Chuck. We have had our differences, as you know, over the 
years. We’ve had some things we’ve agreed on, but one of the 
things where we’ve disagreed is GarwoiS, and I just want to ask 
you a couple of questions, specific questions on Garwood. 

To the best of your knowledge— and anyone else can answer 
this— did you know at the time, any time after 1973, after Oper- 
ation Homecoming, did you have direct intelligence knowl^ge 
from any source that Robert Garwood was alive in Vietnam? 

Mr. 'Trowbridge. Do you mean, until the time he came home? 

Senator Smith. At any time between 1973, after Operation 
Homecoming, and 1979 when he surfaced? 

Mr. Trowbridge. In the 1973 time frame I would have to say no. 
We had indications that he had moved north, but actually where 
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he WM, we did not know that, and I don't think we knew that, and 
I can t specifically say 1979, until he came home. I guess I would 
have to say I reallv don't know, but I don't think we had any infor- $) % 
mation until just before he came home, or until the time he came 
home. 

Senator Smith. So you had — and I want to be very clear, and I’m 
not trying to trick you or anything. I just want you to be honest 

with your answer. You had no knowledge that you felt was good 

intelligence, good information, good evidence— whatever you \vant 
to call it— that Robert Garwood did exist in whatever capacity in a m 
Vietnam from 1973 until such time as we were informed that he 
wanted to come out via the note in Hanoi? 

Mr. Trowbridge. That is why I hesitated there, sir. We did start 
people out, and in my mind I can't remember 
whether we had a refugee that may have come out and indicated 
that he was up in that reeducation area or not. I just can't recall at 
thw pomt m time, but if it was it was very close to his coming out. 

Senator Smith. So nothing at the lower end of it? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir, not to my recollection. 

&nator Smith. So we didn’t track Garwood, we didn’t know 
where Garwood was on a month-to-month or week-to-week or year- 
to-year basis? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir. 

Senator Smith. We had no idea? 

Mr. Trowbridge. That is correct. 

&n^r Smith. You indicated to me, and I believe to a couple of 
other Congressmen in a meeting, I believe_it was, in— I can't re- 
meinber which Congressman's office it was. I know he passed away, 
the ^ngTMsmair from Alabama, a couple of years back, that after 
the debriefings with Garwood that you did not believe him. You 
used the term, fabricator. 

Would you just state for the record, without — not a long explana- 
tion, just why you did not believe Robert Garwood’s story about 
live Amencans, and I would just qualify that by saying I think you 
wll ^ee, and if you don’t, say so, but based upon the 7 or 8 days 
that 1 sat m on numerous hours with you and Garwood, he did give 
you a great deal of information which I will not go into here in 
public seraion, but he did give you information that you felt was 
M correct, that part of the question? • • 

Mr. ^OWBRIDGE. Sir, as you well know, you were instrumental 
m m^g him avmlable to us on two occasions. We spent exten- 
sive time with Mr. Garwood in those interviews. We have an agree- 
ment with his attorney, to the best of my knowledge, not to discuss 
that m public, and we will make all of that information available 
to this Committee. I think Mr. Ford said that to you the other day. 

^nator Smith. OK. That’s all the questions I have. Thank you. • # 
'me Chairman I presume that you’re talking about his attorney 
at the time, Mr. Waibel? ^ 

Mr. Trowbridge. During the interviews. 

Senator Smith. That was Vaughn Taylor, 
tio^w? Grassley, do you have any more ques- * 

Senator Grassley. I do not have any more questions, thank you i # 
very much. • j ▼ 


# • 
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The Chairman. With respect to the Garwood interview, when he 
was immediately— when he was flown out of Vietnam, were you 
folks part of the decision-making with respect to any debriefings, or 
how he would be met, greeted, and dealt with? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No, sir. We expressed our desire to get to Mr. 
Garwood as soon as possible. In other words, we wanted to get to 
him as soon as he stepped off the airplane. Our concern was what 
he may have known about anybody that iriay still be there. 

The Chairman. Did you express that concern and put it in a re- 
quest? I mean, did you try to see him immediately? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir, we did. We were denied that access. 

The Chairman. Who denied you that access? 

Mr. Trowbridge. I think it was twofold. His attorneys didn’t 
want us to have access to start with, and then there were some pol- 
icymakers. I think it was the Marine Coitis. 

The Chairman. Where was the decision made that he would 
need attorneys? I mean, I understand when he got on the airplane 
and was greeted by an Air Force crew, he was served champagne 
and treated very well. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Sir, I can't address that. 

The Chairman. I further understand that when he got off the 
plane, rather than being met with more champagne he was met 
with an arrest and reading of his rights. 

Mr. Trowbridge. I can’t address that, either. I don’t know. 

'The Chairman. So you have no knowledge of— well, when was 
the first time that you did get to debrief ^b Garwood? 

Mr. Trowbridge. After his court appeals went through the whole 
court system, and it was many years later. I think it was through 
the good offices of Senator Smith that we did get to him finally. 

'The Chairman. So it is fair to say that here is this person who 
came out of Vietnam, whatever his status was, who was not de- 
briefed by United States officials for years afterward? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Well, I wouldn’t say that, exactly. As you will 
see in the file, he was talked to by the Marine Corps. He was 
talked to by some Members of Congress that headed the POW/MIA 
task force from the House side very early on. 

'The Chairman. But not from an intelligence perspective? 

Mr. Trowbridge. No. 'They did ask the questions relative to the 
prisoner issue, though, and they are part of the record. 

'The Chairman. Would you say in retrospect that that is a gap, 
that that is a mistake, that this man should have been debriefed 
the moment he stepped off the airplane? 

Mr. ’^OWBRIIWE. In my mind it is, or we wouldn’t have been 
faced with the situation that we were many years later with Bobby 
Garwood. 

Mr. Nagy. I think we've learned that lesson, in a sense. As you 
know, with the other returnees in other circumstances and situa- 
tions, such does take place. 

'The Chairman. Well, every single one of the Operation Home- 
coming returnees were debriefed immediately upon stepping off, 
and so we knew the lesson before that, didn’t we? 

Mr. Trowbridge. Yes, sir. We wanted to talk to him. 

The Chairman. He was treated differently, 
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Senator Smith. Excuse me, John, I think that is again— and it's 
not necessarily your area, but just to put on the record, I think 
that is what concerns me. 

Garwood stated, contrary to what has been said in the press, that 
he had information on live Americans, but when he was arrested, 
charged with desertion, court-martialed and all that stuff, his attor- 
neys at the time advised him not to talk. 

But it just seems to me, if you wanted to put together some type 
of logical information, if you just, 6 years before, had declared ev- 
erybody dead as a policy and somebody comes out alive, your policv 
doesnt look too good. r j 

It just seems to me that when I think— now, you have to remem- 
ber, knowing the Garwood case as well as I do, Robert Garwood 
couldn t speak English when he came out, No. 1. No 2, he was in a 
terrible mental state. No. 3, he was placed under arrest, received 
no psychiatric help, no offer of medical attention to speak of, of 
any kind, that the other people who came home got, so he was, to 
put It very bluntly, scared to death. 

Now, I think these are mistakes, obviously, and we tried to cor- 
rect some of those by interviewing Mr. Garwood, but we lost 6 
years— 12, actually, but 6, and his memory was pretty good, as— it 
had to be gouged a little bit, but I think there's a lot of misinfor- 
mation out about Garwood, and I think that misinformation has 
contributed to his lack of credibility. 

But the bottom line is that he was at one time a POW, he was a 
PUW that did come out. Now, what he did— again, you have to 
start getting mto the time frame of what he did when he did it. If 
he was a PO^T and he wasn’t let go, and he collaborated with the 
enemy in 1974, maybe you w I would have done the same damn 
thing if you thought your country left you, and so I think all of 
going to end the discussion here. 

'Hie bottom line is, the thing that I'll never understand and no- 
DMys ever explained to me, and somebody's going to have to at 
the policy level when they come in here, is why it was so important 
to court-martial Robert Garwood in a severe psychiatric and 
addition to not even being able to speak Eng- 
bsh. Why was that more important, that interviewing Mr. Garwood 
hke^we did, everybody else about possible American prisoners of 

^mebody made a decision, and I haven't been able to find out 
who it IS yet, but I’m going to try. Who made that decision? I think 
those kin^ of decisions is what you guys look bad today and you 
ou^t to be mad as hell about it, and you ought to speak out about 
It. You ought to be not afraid to speak out about it. 

If you know anything about it, you ought to put it on the record 
and say it, because those kinds of decisions dumped on you guvs 
you re taking a lot of crap today in the DIA, all of you, and I know 
how hard you work. I know because I’ve spent-how many days did 
we spend down at Ocracoke on Garwood? — and we weren't iust 
fishing, either. ^ 

^ we know this, but you ought to respond, and if there's some- 
body out there that deserves some of this heat for doing it, and 
that can take it off of you, then we ought to make them come 
lorth. 
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The Chairman. Let me just sav that as I have said previously, as 
a part of trying to understand how information has bwn treated 
and how we have got from here to there, we are going to go 
through all of that. And this has been an interesting day with re- 
spect to a lot of this. 

Let me come back to the current status because a significant 
focus, obviously, of the Committee is on our capacity to do this 
now, on our ability to follow through now. And we all acknowledge 
that there were mistakes made and we are going to try to chronicle 
them as we understand it. 

But are you satisfied that you have the resources today, the com- 
mitment today, the capacity today so that we do not have to go 
through a reevaluation of the intelligence evaluation process 
again? Are we where we have to be? 

Mr. Nagy. Let me answer that. Senator. 

In terms of the process as we saw it 2 months ago and we began 
to make the decisions with regard to increases in manpower, I 
think that here in Washington we have sufficient manpower allo- 
cated to the job according to that criteria. With the chartering of 
your Cominittee, with the other changes that we see coming, as 
they should, in our view with regard to relationships with the fami- 
lies, the provision of the material, of a variety of other actions 
which we all agree are necessary and appropriate, I feel that 58 
here in Washington is probably too small a number. 

The Chairman. So you think you need some more folks? 

Mr. Nagy. I would think so in terms of this if we are to continue 
the normal analytic process and provide service to the families as 
th^ deserve it and to you, Senator. 

'The Chairman. I would concur with that. I think you do. And I 
think it has got to happen notwithstanding the expense because 
the expense of not doing it in terms of good faith and people's per- 
ceptions is just that much more costly. And obviously, the families 
are under the impression that this is a matter of the highest na- 
tional priority. One day longer is too long. And we ought to be 
Desert-Storming the evaluation process here in order to guarantee 
we do not have to wait any longer. 

If we can do it for that, if we can do it for the oil in the desert 
and so forth, we can sure do it for our fighting troops that we have 
questions about. 

I hope you are going to put this in writing. And I hope it is going 
to be on the Secretary's desk or whoever is appropriate so that de- 
cision is made. 

This Committee is going to be here. And I do not want to come 
back in 2 months or 3 months and say, well, what happened; we 
did not follow throuffh on it. So I think that you need to think 
about what ought to happen for the data base, for cross-evaluation, 
for the ability to go through these cases, for the ability to support 
General Christmas and this new structure, and for the ability to 
support the people in Vietnam itself. 

Mr. Nagy. I would only add that we are in a time of declining 
resources and DIA’s resources overall have declined, particularly in 
the 1992 fiscal year. 

The Chairman. I think you have to make the request for this. I 
am quite confident the Secretary of Defense did not come here yes- 
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terday to promise that this is a high priority without being willing 
to do that. ^ 

^ if we are able to find 

$I«U billion for the S&L's we can find the personnel to complete 
this task after 20 years. 

to the photographs, four of the five have been dis- 
credited. There is one photograph or two photographs that remain 
outstanding and in question, the Carr photograph and the Robert- 
son, Lundy, Stevens photograph. 

Mr. Sheetz. There is a new Stevens photograph we have under 
investigation as well. 

Mr. Nagy. That is still working. 

What specifically can you tell us with respect to 
the three-person photograph? What is your evaluation of that at 
tnis point 

Mr. Sheet^ After a lot of on the ground work this summer and 
continuing efforte on the ground now and in Vietnam, and indeed 
around the world, we are unable to say where that photograph 
originated. r o r 

The families remain fully committed that their identifications 
are operative. I mean, those are their men in their view. And as 
long as they feel that way, we have to keep that as a number one 
priority. 

The Chairman. Now when you say you have to keep it as a 
number one priority, several families have identified, have they 

Mr. Sheetz, Well— - ' _ ’ 

these^pe^e^^^^“ ^ niean, yop have competing families claiming 

other families that have indi- 
cate that the middle individual appears to them to possibly be 
their missing family member. 

The Chairman. Now you have, I take it, in the enhancement, 
tnese men carrying weapons. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Nagy, ^nator, if I might, you do not even need to enhance 
the photograph to sw the possibility or what appears to be three 
rifle butts down in the lower left-hand comer of the photo, two or 
three- 1 mean, they appear to be rifle butts. 

The Chairm^. Arid the individual who provided the other pho- 
tographs that have ^n since discovered in the Soviet magazines, 
You have not yet been able to locate him, is that 

Mr. Sheetz, One of the key individuals is basically, he’s unavail- 
able and our mformation 

j ^^onel Cole, I think, has some input on this 

And ^lonel, if you want to come up, that is fine. 

Mr. Nagy. Would the Colonel still be under oath, Senator’ 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Colonel CoLE.^Excu8e me. Senator. The ceramic tile merchant in 
Kmpongsom who went underground after our initial investigation 
interview in late July, we believe is a key player in this. The Thai 
police are assisting us in locating this man. They believe they’re 
going to find him, it s just a matter of time. 

We think he’s a key part of it, sir. 


435 

The Chairman. And has he been involved in prior supply of pho- 
• # tographs? 

Colonel Cole. Not that we know of, sir, just with this particular 
group. 

Now there are his colleagues in Trat’ in Thailand where you 
make the smuggling runs from Kampongsom to Trat’, back and 
forth. There are some known previous, if you will, scam artists in- 
volved there. There’s an x-ray technician who has been involved on 
9 ) ^ other cases. 

The Chairman. Have Thai authorities agreed to bring charges 
against these people? 

Colonel Cole. Sir, we have not asked for charges. We have not 
proceeded that far on the legal standpoint. We’ve only asked for 
their assistance in making this man available for questioning, sir. 

That probably is a possibility. But we haven’t gone that far, sir. 
f] 0 The Chairman. Is that advisable as a policy? I do not know if 
you want to comment on that. 

Colonel Cole. Sir, I’m not prepared to comment now simply be- 
cause I’m not sure it is a violation of Thai law. I haven’t re- 
searched the legal implications yet. We, can pursue that if it looks 
like that is our only recourse. 

Mr. Sheetz. I think we are just pleased that the Thai authorities 
f % are willing to work with us. 

The Chairman. Well, let me express the gratitude of the Senate 
and the Committee, obviously, I think the Thai authorities are to 
be -thanked for their willingness to be helpful here. And I also 
know the Cambodians were particularly helpful. And I think those 
are extremely promising signs and we are delighted with that kind 
of cooperation, obviously. And I think it makes a great deal of dif- 
I 0 ference. 

Well, gentlemen, the hour is late and it has been a long day. You 
are not, any of you, going anywhere, we hope, soon. And so we can 
pursue other matters as we will. And as you know, there are some 
matters we left unexamined here. 

I want to say for the public record that the fact that the Commit- 
tee leaves something unexamined at this point in time does not 
I 0 mean that it will not be public if appropriate at a later point in 
time. 

I have said since the beginning that the Committee is committed 
to the notion of openness. Obviously, we are not going to help this 
if we start becoming part of the problem by secreting things away. 
But the Committee is going to try to guarantee, as Senators and 
members of one of the branches of Government, that we are not 
0 destructive of the process by seeing things released that do compro- 
mise national interest somehow. National interest in terms of 
sources and means and not in terms of prior defined interest 15 
years or 20 years ago. 

And I think the composition of this Committee is such that 
people can have a good sense of trust that the Committee as a 
whole is not going to operate contrary to that interest. 

, ^ Do you have anything you want to add to clarify? I know Dr. 

O’Grady made some fairly strong comments. I do not know if you 
want to address any of those at this point in time, any of you. 
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Mr. Sheetz. I think whatever comments we would want to make 
would probably be best saved for the wrap-up session tomorrow. 

The Chairman. Fine. We appreciate that very much. We are 
very appreciative to you for the time you have put into this and 
Mr. Trowbridge, a lot of years and a lot of effort. And we certainly 

respect that very much. 

Thank you very much. We are adjourned until, I believe, 9:30 to- 
morrow morning. 

[Whereupon, at 7:35 p.m. the Committee adjourned, to be recon- 
vened at 9:30 a.m., Thursday, November 7, 1991.] 




POW/MIA POLICY AND PROCESS 


^ f THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1991 

U.S. Senate, 

Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs, 

Washington, DC. 

The Committee met, pursuant to notice at 9:30 a.m., in room SH- 
. 216, Hart Senate Office Building, Hon. John F. Kerry, (Chairman 

' • of the (Committee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Kerry, Smith, McCain, Brown, Grassley, Kohl, 
Helms, Kassebaum, Reid, Robb, and Daschle. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN F. KERRY, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 

^ ^ The Chairman. The Senate Select Committee on POW/MIA will 

• come to order. 

Mr. Usry, before you sit down, why don’t you just save some time 
here, and raise your right hand? 

Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Usry. I do. 

^ The Chairman. We are conducting today the third day of our ini- 

W tial hearings on the POW/MIA issue. And I repeat very briefly 
that the purpose is to set out the parameters and lay the founda- 
tion for this investigation. 

I think we have had a very interesting and informative first 2 
days. And today we hear from a number of those who are critics of 
the process thus far, and we will finally wind up with a return 
panel from the Administration to address some of the statements 

• of concern and allegations that are made by those who are critics 
of the process. And then I will have a word to say about where the 
(Committee goes from here. 

Senator McCain, do you have any opening comment you wish to 
make? 

Senator McCain. No. 

'The Chairman. Mr. Usry, if you would identify yourself and 
vS # share with us your opening statement, please. 

STATEMENT OF TRACY USRY, CHIEF INVESTIGATOR, SENATE 

FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE, REPUBLICAN STAFF, POW/ 

MIA ISSUE 

Mr. Usry. Mr. Chairman, my name is Tracy Usry. I’m the Chief 
. Investigator for the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Republi- 

“ can Staff, responsible for the POW/MIA issue. 
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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, let me thank you for 
the opportunity today to address you. 

As I said previously, I am presently employed by the Minority 
Staff, U.S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee as an investigator. 
Since September 1989, 1 have been the chief investigator responsi- 
ble for the legislative inquiry regarding the Prisoner of War/Miss- 
ing in Action issue. 

The investigative staff for this inquiry are highly trained profes- 
sionals with a total of more than 68 years of investigative experi- 
ence in the Executive Branch, including criminal investigative ex- 
perience, as well as more than 17 years of experience in intelli- 
gence analysis. In addition to investigative staff, there are minority 
staff, as well as concerned individuals providing assistance in this 
inquiry. 

This inquiry was initiated in September 1989 when Senators 
Helms and Grassley were concerned as to why a good portion of 
their constituents, as well as others, felt the Government's han- 
dling and position on the POW/MIA issue was suspect. 

As one family member indicated, and I quote, “I don’t trust the 
government. They lied to me in 1968 when my husband was de- 
clared missing and they have been lying to me ever since,” un- 
quote. 

Our investigative effort resulted in the publication of "An Exam- 
ination of U.S. Policy Toward POW and MIA's.” Our conclusions in 
this report include that "any evidence that suggested that an MIA 
might be alive was uniformly and arbitrarily rejected, and all ef- 
forts were greeted toward finding and identifying remains.” 

Further,' we had previously found "the executive branch has 
failed to address adequately the concerns of the family members of 
POW/MIA’s and has profoundly mishandled the POW/MIA issue.” 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to request that this 
report that I reference, prepared by the U.S. Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, Republican Staff, be entered into the record. 

The Chairman. Without objection, so ordered. 

[The material referred to may be found on p. 106-226 of the ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. UsRY. The report was a result of interviewing in excess of 
one hundred people, reviewing in excess of 3,000 documents, which 
consisted of classified, declassified and unclassified government doc- 
uments such as First-Hand Live Sighting Sports, both classified 
and declassified; the Defense Intelligence Agency’s "Uncorrelated 
Live^ighting Reports,” published in 1978; classified as well as de- 
classified Central Intelligence Agency reports; classified and un- 
classified Department of State reports; reports both classified and 
dwtaified from the various military intelligence organizations 
within the uniform services; unclassified internal memos from 
Presidential administrations, dating from 1972 forward, as well as 
individual casualty reports provided by families of those missing in 
action. 

In most instances, when the staff requested assistance from the 
Defense Department, the assistance was belated and begrudging at 
best. It routinely took in excess of 30 days for the reply, when in 
most instances the reply was in the negative. 


The most controversial example was access to the classified first- 
hand live-sighting reports. Access was initially denied on the 
grounds that it was a request to review classified documents. Yet 
the Senators, as well as pertinent staff, had clearances far exceed- 
ing the miaterial to be reviewed. 

Access became such an issue that Ann Mills Griffiths, the Execu- 
tive Director of the National League of Families wrote a memo to 
the Defense Department stating that access to these documents 
should be denied. 

It would seem strange for anyone to take such a stand since all 
that WM intended was to ensure that the government was doing 
everything that it could on the issue. This is the stated purpose of 
the National League of Families. 

Additionally, some of the critics of the government's actions on 
this issue are members of the National League of Families. I might 
add that Ms. Griffiths, although not a member of the government, 
has routine access to these documents. 

When access was finally grant^, the conditions of access were so 
restrictive that we were able to review the live-sighting reports 
only during a 4-day period. The Defense Department decreed that 
Senators and staff could review the documents only so long as the 
Senators themselves were present. 

This is directly contrary to normal Defense Department proce- 
dures in which DOD staff normally review documents and prepare 
a report or identify pertinent information for their superiors to 
review at a later date. 

The results of those jive-sighting documents indicated the follow- 
ing: Analysis of live-sighting reports in many instances were closed 
prematurely when additional work could have affected the nega- 
tive conclusion; the summary and conclusions prepared by the ana- 
lyst in many instances did not always accurately portray the infor- 
mation in the raw intelligence; arbitrary conclusions were made, 
not based on the pertinent facts of the case; Congressional inquiries 
made on behalf of constituents were not accurately answered. 

Jn some of the cases reviewed,- the answer on the part of DIA had 
little resemblance to the available information in their files. Cer- 
tain personnel within the POW/MIA office of the DIA reached con- 
clusions on issues regarding live-sighting reports to which they 
were not qualified to do so. 

Because of budget and time constraints, we were unable to inves- 
tigate further certain relevant problems, which I’d like to add, or 
provide to you. 

'The first is, attempts by the administration to infiltrate private 
“activist groups; illegd surveillance and investigation of individual 
activwts of this issue by the Department of Defense; questionable 
identifications by the Armed Services Graves l^gistration Office; 
questionable liaisons between administration, activist and identi- 
fied membere of organized crime; the failure of DIA to address the 
MIA/POW issue for World War 11 and Korea; sanctioned rescue 
missions by the Department of Defense after 1973; problems with 
the operation of the Central Identification Laboratory, Hawaii, in- 
cluding the utilization of unscientific methods to identify remains, 
USACIL personnel lying to previous Congressional Committees; 
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and a premature closure of a criminal investigation by the U.S. 
Army Criminal Investigation Command concerning USACIL. 

The substantiation of even a portion of the allegations would 
have been an embarrassment to the Department of Defense. 

In summation, I would like to state for the record that I believe 
this issue can be resolved successfully. It is imperative that this 
Committee review what the government historically has foiled to 
do or has done poorly; for in the past exists the answer to the ques- 
tion, “Did we leave men behind?" 

Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Usry follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Tracy Usry 

Mr. Chairman, Membars of the Committee, let me thank you for the opportunity 
to address you today. 

1 am presently employed by the Minority staff, U.S. Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee as an investigator. Since September 1989, 1 have been the chief investi- 
gator responsible for the legislative inquiry regarding the Priwner of War/Missing 
in Action (POW/MIA) issue. The investigative staff for this inquiry are highly 
trained professionals, with a total of more than 68 years of investigative experience 
in the Executive Branch, including criminal investigative experience, as well as 
more than 17 years of experience in intelligence analysis. In addition to investiga- 
tive staff, minority staff as well as concerned individuals provided assistance in this 
inquiry. 

This inquiry was initiated in September 1989, when Senators Helms and Grassley 
were concerned as to why a good portion of their constituents as well as others, felt 
the Governments handling and position on the POW/MIA issue was suspect. As 
one family member indicated “I don’t trust the government, they lied to me in 1968 
when my husband was declared ciissing, and they have been lying to -me ever 
since . ' 

Our investigative effort r^ult^ in the publication of “An Examination of U.S. 
Policy Toward POW/MIA s . Our conclusions in this report include that "any evi- 
dence that suggested that an MIA might be alive was uniformly and arbitrarily re- 
jMted, and all efforts were directed toward finding and identifying remains." Fur- 
ther, we had previously found “the executive branch has failed to address adequate- 
Ifi fmily members of POW/MIA’s, and has profoundly mishan- 

dled the POW/MIA problem. 

Mr. Chaiman. I request that this report, prepared by the U.S. Senate Committee 
on foreign Relations, Republiwn staff be entered into the record. 

The report was a result of interviewing in excess of one hundred people, review- 
ing in excess of 3,000 documents, which consisted of classified, declassified and un- 
c assified government documents such as: First Hand Live Sighting Reports, both 
daMified and declassified; the Defense Intelligence Agency's “Uncorrelated Live- 
sighting Reports, published in 1978; classified as well as declassified Central Intel- 
ligence Agency reports; classified and unclassified Department of State reports; re- 
poi^ both classified and declassified, from the various Military Intelligence organi- 
zations within the unifom services; unclassified internal memos from Presidential 
administrations, dating from 1972 forward, as well as individual casualty reports 
provided by families of those missing in action. 

In most instances when the staff requested assistance from the Defense Depart- 
begrudging at best. It routinely took in excess 
ofw for the reply, which in most instances was in the negative. 

The most controversial ewmple was access to the classified first hand live-sight- 
ing reports. Accew was initially denied on the grounds that it was a request to 
review classified documents. Yet. the Senators as well as- the pertinent staff had 
clearances far exce^ng the material to be reviewed. Access became such an issue, 
that Anne Mills Griffith, the Executive Director of the National League of Families 
wrote a memo to the Defense Department stating that access to these documents 
should be denied. 

It would seem strange for anyone to take such a stand since all that was intended 
was to ensure that the government was doing everything that it could on the issue 
This 18 the stated purpose of the National League of Families. Additionally, some of 
the critics of the government s actions on this issue are members of the National 
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League of Families. I might add that Ms. Griffith, although not a member of the 
government, has routine access to these documents. 

When access was finally granted, the conditions of access were so restrictive that 
we were able to review the live-sighting reports only during a 4-day period, The De- 
fense Department decreed that Senators and staff Could review the documents only 
so long as the Senators themselves were present. This is directly Contrary to normal 
Defense Department procedures, DOD staff normally review documents and prepare 
a report or identity pertinent information for their superiors to review at a later 
date. 

The results of the review indicated the following; 

1. Analysis of live-sighting reports in many instances were closed prematurely, 
where additional work could have affected the negative conclusion. 

2. The summary and conclusions prepared by the analyst in many instances did 
not always accurately portray the information in the raw intelligence. 

3. Arbitrary conclusions were madCi not based on the pertinent focts of the case. 

4. Congressional inquiries made on behalf of constituents were not accurately an- 
swered. In some of the cases reviewed, the answer on the part of DIA had little re- 
semblance to the available information in their files. 

5. Certain perronnel within the POW/MIA office of the DIA reached conclusions 
on issues regarding live-sighting reports to which they were not qualified to do so. 

Because of budget restraints, we were unable to investigate further certain rele- 
vant problems, including the following: 

1. Attempts by the administration to infiltrate private activist groups. 

2. Illegal surveillance and investigation of individual activists of this issue, by the 
Department of Defense. 

3. Questionable identifications by the Armed Services Graves Registrations Office 
(ASGRO)bMrd. 

4. Questionable liaisons between administration, activist, and identified members 
of organized crime. 

5. The failure of DIA to address the MIA/POW issue for World War II and Korea. 

6. Sanctioned rescue missions by the Department of Defense jifter_1973. 

the operation of the Central Identification Laboratory-Hawaii 
(USACIL-HI) including: 

Unscientific methods used to identity remains; 

USACIL-HI personnel lying to previous Congressional committees; and 

Premature closure of a criminal investigation by the U.S. Army Criminal Investi- 
ption Command. The substantiation of even a portion of the allegations would have 
been an embarrassment to the Department of Defense. 

In summation, I would like to state for the record that I believe this issue can be 
resolved successfully. It is imperative that this Committee review what the govern- 
ment historically has failed to do, or has done poorly. For in the past, exists the 
answer to the question “Did we leave men behind"? 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Usry. 

Let me just say that I think that eveiy’one respects your commit- 
ment to this issue. You have certainly put a lot of time and energy 
into it. 

One of the questions I have, having looked at the report, is, and I 
do not want to say this sweepingly about the report, but there are 
some statements that I think sort of leap to a conclusion that may 
be overly encompassing in nature. 

Let me give you an example, for instance. On page 5-3 to 5-4 you 
talk about the issue of the prisoners left in Laos, and you make the 
following statement, quote, “Notwithstanding the fact that no U.S. 
POW’s held by Pathet Lao forces have ever been repatriated." I be- 
lieve that is on page 5-4, down in the last paragraph. 

“These statements were made notwithstanding the 80 men cited 
by Henry Kissinger held by the North Vietnamese, and notwith- 
standing the fact that no U.S. POW’s held by the Pathet Lao forces 
have ever been repatriated." 
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But, in fact, it is true, is it not, that nine Americans were turned |; 

over to the U.S. in 1973 from Laos, who were nominally Pathet Lao f 

prisoners? Those were counted as repatriated from Laos. •| • 

Mr. UsRY. Sir, it’s my understanding that the nine people— the I 

nine prisoners that were repatriated were, in fact, taken by Viet- | 

namese military and then transferred to Hanoi for the release, | 

The Chairman. But they were nominally Pathet Lao. I mean, I 

what I am saying is, you see, this is where the confusion enters | 

into it. They were considered to be, I believe, held by Pathet Lao | 

and were considered— I see heads shaking over here. That is not if | f 
accurate? f 

Mr. UsRY. Sir, those particular nine prisoners were taken— actu- | 

ally taken prisoner, it’s our understanding, by the North Vietnam- ? 

ese in Laos, and therefore really were never in the hands of the ^ 

Pathet Lao. ; 

The Chairman. OK. Well, the larger point is that we have rnet ^ 

with Ambassador Sullivan a few days ago. He will be testifying in- # 

cidentally down the road here. But what he really said was that, , r 
quote, “The Pathet Lao were a figment of Hanoi’s imagination, a I 

Potemkin regime, just a few people who ran operations. The North | 

Vietnamese really ran everything. The POW’s shot down in Laos 
were transferred to Vietnam and nine were held just to say that 
the Pathet Lao had some. The border was really irrelevant.’’ [ 

Did you examine that perception of what really existed then? 0 ; ^ 

Mr. UsRY. No, sir. We didmt go into the in-depth specifics as to ^ 

what political party jwas actually operating at the time in Laos. j 

From the information that we reviewed^ it 4 ndicated_to us that al- 
though there were North Vietnamese Communists and Pathet Lao ;■ 

in Laos, those particular nine people we're, in fact, prisoners of the ■ 

North Vietnamese. S 

The Chairman. Well, see, I think there is a lot of confusion g. 

about it, which is what we have to sort through, and I think that i; ^ 

without talking to Sullivan or without talking to other people, it ^ 

just strikes me that there is an incompleteness. 

I am not challenging the whole report- at all. I think you have 
some very, very sound and good stuff in here and there is no ques- 
tion obviously about the relationship that has existed, sort of ad- 
versarily, in trying to get this information. But I think this raises 
some questions which the Committee is going to have to do further * • 
work on before one can really draw a conclusion. 

I, at least, am confused about who held whom with respect to f 

Laos and what the reality of the Pathet Lao was at that time, and I 
think the Committee is going to have to try to sort that out before [ 

we can make a declarative statement that X were turned over or 
none were turned over, because it is not clear to me that we really | 

know yet. • 

Do you sense the disparity there? I mean, if Bill Sullivan, whom I: 

I am sure you recognize as pretty knowledgeable about the area, 
since he was over there and was part of the talks, et cetera, says 
these guys were not real and you are talking about a country of 70 
million people versus 3 million people, and we all know the. North J; 

Vietnamese had massive numbers of forces up there, and basically f 

we are controlling the entire border area, there was really a fiction #■ f 
about the existence of Pathet Lao. \ 
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So I think that needs to be sorted out, is all that I am suggesting 
here. 

Let me ask you if, based on what you heard yesterday and the 
day before, an(i based on what Secretary Cheney has set forth, Sec- 
retary Carl Ford has set forth, the DIA through Mr. Na^ and com- 
pany has set forth, are you encouraged now that there is, in fact, a 
different relationship and that there is an ability to get the an- 
swers that you and others have been seeking? 

Mr. UsRY. Sir, I don’t know if you’re aware of it, but I’m a re- 
tired Army officer with 22 years in the Army. And, in those 22 
years, I have seen repeatedly where the people at the head of the 
organization or the head of the command have routinely pledged 
undying support and cooperation in every way, and I'm sure that 
they greatly mean that. 

However, when that gets down to worker level, sometimes that 
degree of cooperation is watered down. I certainly believe what Sec- 
retary Cheney said, what the Defense Intelligence Agency said, and 
what everyone else or anyone else that testifies here on the part of 
the Administration says concerning support. 

However, when it gets down to the lower level, sometimes that 
cooperation is watered down and that has been our experience al- 
ready in the past 2 years, when we die this inquiry. 

The Chairman. So the proof will really be in the pudding, obvi- 
ously? 

Mr. UsRY. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. But do you- sense that the framework that has 
been put in place with General Christmas and the new command 
structure and the assignment of personnel is adequate to do the job 
at this point? 

Mr. UsRY. I believe that is a portion of what is necessary to do 
the job, yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What more do you think is necessary? 

Mr. UsRY. Well, I think that the work set forth by this Commit- 
tee, along with the cooperation pledged by the Defense Department 
and the Administration, hopefully, will be what’s necessary to re- 
solve the issue. 

Without looking at what has come to pass, and what has dropped 
through the cracks, regardless of what is done now, that is not 
going to resolve those problems in the past which impact on this 
issue. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Usry, one of the results of your review indicated that arbi- 
trary conclusions were made, not based on the pertinent facts of 
the case. Is the case of Lt. J.G. James Dooley, one of the examples 
that you give in your report, what leads you to the result that indi- 
cates that arbitrary conclusions were made, not based on the perti- 
nent facts of the case? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. Well, Mr. Usry, you just happened to have 
touched on a personal experience of mine and I can tell you you 
are way off base. You state in your live-sighting reports— as part of 
your rationale for saying that Lt. Comdr. James Dooley was alive— 
that there was an improper evaluation. For example, two Thai spe- 
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ci^l forces released from North Vietnamese custody in 1973 identi- 
fied Dooley's photograph as a fellow inmate. 

Mr. Usry, are you aware of the fact that we were in constant 
communication with these two Thai special forces; in fact, they 
were with us at the end? 

Mr. Usry. I don’t understand what you mean by us, sir. 

Senator McCain. By the other American POWs. 

Mr. Usry. No, sir, I was not. 

Senator McCain, You were not aware of that. Were you aware 
that if there had been any information concerning Lieutenant J.G. 
Dooley or then Lt. Comdr. James G. Dooley, they would have com- 
municated it to us? 

Mr. Usry. No, sir, I’m not aware of it. 

Senator McCain. You were not aware of that. Well, if you were 
not aware of that fact, Mr. Usry, you did a very incomplete job, be- 
cause you could have asked any one of the POW's, former POW’s, 
or anyone who was involved in the issue, and learn that our pri- 
mary goal was to keep track of all the names of anyone, that we 
had any information about. 

So your allegation that the two Thai special forces identified 
Dooley’s photograph as a fellow inmate is false. “Finally, a propa- 
ganda photograph of captured U.S. pilots in Hanoi dated after 
Dooley was shot down shows a partial profile of a person that 
strongly resembles Dooley." What photograph was that? 

Mr. USRY. Sir, if you would submit that question for the record, I 
would be mote tlran happy tp. answer it after I consult my notes. 

^nator McCain. You ma^e a -very serious allegation here, Mr. 
Usry, and I am surprised that you would not even know what pho- 
tograph it is. 

Mr. Usry. Well, I think the difference between your information 
and my information, sir, is, one, your information is firsthand and 
mine is secondary, dependent upon other people. 

However, you have only brought in two examples concerning the 
Dooley issue and there are more than those that caused us to come 
to the conclusion that we did. 

Senator McCain. “A U.S. POW who had been repatriated said he 
saw Dooley’s name written on the wall of a prison cell in Hanoi." 
Who was that TOW? 

Mr. Usry. TTiat information has not been provided to us because 
the Department of Defense, at the time we were doing this inquiry, 
would not share any information concerning POW’s with us unless 
there was a Senator present with us at the time we were going 
through the documents. 

The Senators’ schedules precluded us from looking at those docu- 
ments for more than a 4-day period. 

Senator McCain. So your allegation 

'The Chairman. Will you yield for a minute? I’m confused by 
that. 

Senator McCain. So his allegation basically, Mr. Chairman, has 
been relayed to him with no basis in fact. 

Mr. Usry. I don't agree with that statement at all. Senator. 

Senator McCain. What facts do you have to back up your allega- 
tion that a U.S. POW who had b^n repatriated said he saw Doo- 
ley’s name written on the wall of a prison cell in Hanoi? 
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Mr. Usry. Besides that information, which was provided to us by 
family members, there was additional information provided to us 
by the particular prisoner that the instance was accredited to, and 
in the interview with him, the circumstances described were so out 
of whack to what actually happened to him that what we’re s^ing 
is that what was attributed to— I believe it was Commander Hick- 
erson, could have very easily also have been attributed to Lieuten- 
ant J.G. Dooley at the time of his loss. The arbitrary conclusion 
was, based on JCRC or Defense Intelligence Agency who had indi- 
cated to Mr. Hickerson, when he shared some years later his expe- 
riences and said that it was not him as DIA had indicated, made 
the comment to Mr. Hickerson was, “Well, that may be, but we re 
going to attribute it to you anyway and it really doesn t matter. 

Senator McCain. That has nothing to do with my question, Mr. 
Usry. That was very illuminating. It has nothing to do with my 
question. My question was: Where did you get the information that 
a U.S. POW, which you state as fact in your report, said he saw 
Dooley's name written oh the wall of a prison cell in Hanoi? 

Mr. Usry. That’s in the information that’s provided to the family 
members, and I would be more than happy to research that and 
provide you an answer for the record. Senator. 

Senator McCain. In other words, you do not know at this 
moment? . i j 

Mr. Usry. I don’t know every nuance of this report in my head 
_at this particular time, since it was published in May, no, sir. 

^nator McCaih. I have now covered three or four of your allega- 
tions. You have no information about them, but you are willing to 
publish them as fact, when clearly you do not have a basis in fact. 

Mr. Usry. Sir, I don’t believe I said I did not have the informa- 
tion. I believe that I said I would be more than happy to research 
the information in our files and provide it to you. 

Senator McCain. “The information that Dooley was alive Mgan 
to surface. In 1973, a U.S. POW who had been repatriated said he 
saw Dooley’s name written on," you do not have that information 
right now? 

Mr. Usry. No, sir, because I have 10 file drawers full of informa- 
tion, and, again, if you submit that for the record, I would be more 
than happy to research that and provide it to you. 

Senator McCain. You have 10 file drawers, but you have had 
enough information to make a report from the Minority Staff to 
the American people, alleging these as fact, and yet you have to 
provide the answers for the record, one, that a U.S. POW had been 
repatriated, said he saw Dooley’s name written on the wall of a 
prison cell in Hanoi; two, Thai special forces soldiers released from 
North Vietnamese custody in 1973 identified Dooley’s photograph 
as a fellow inmate. 

Do you have any factual information on that? 

Mr. Usry. With me? 

Senator McCain. Any knowledge of that fact. 

Mr. Usry. Again, I will address the statement I made earlier. 

Senator McCain. I see. And, finally, “A Communist propaganda 
photograph of captured U.S. pilots in Hanoi, dated after Dooley 
was shot down, shows a partial profile of a person that strongly re- 
sembles Dooley." Do you have any knowledge of that? 
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Mr. UsRY,. I have the photograph. 

Senator McCain. You have the photograph? 

Mr. UsRY. I do. 

Senator McCain. Where is that photograph? 

Mr. UsRY. It's up in my office. 

Senator McCain. Yet neither the DIA nor any government 
agency has that photograph, according to them. 

Mr. UsRY. Well, that may very well be the case, keeping in mind 
that not all information concerning all missing prisoners goes to 
DIA because there's a lack of the faith in the way they have oper- 
ated in the past. 

Senator McCain. I see. It goes to you? 

Mr. UsRY. Some of it does on occasion, yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. Like your trip to Thailand that you just took? 

Mr. UsRY. That's correct. 

Senator McCain. Tell me about that trip, would you, Mr. Usry? 

Mr. Usry. Are there any thing specific you would like to know or 
would you like to start from the beginning? 

^nator McCain. I would like for vou to answer the question. I 
said tell me about the trip. That is what I would like for you to do, 
Mr. Usry. 

Mr. Usry. Sir, I would be more than happy to provide you the 
briefing that I provided to the Secretary of Defense which led to 
the trip, if you're interested. 

Senator McCain. The Secretary of Defense says that absolutely 
nothing was gained from that trip. - 

Mr. Usry. Well, that's his opinion, sir. I don't necessarily agree 
with that. 'There is still a questioned photograph. 

Senator McCain. 'That necessitated a trip to Thailand? 

Mr. Usry. That's correct. 

Senator McCain. What did you do there, Mr. Usry? 

Mr. Usry. We contacted the individual who provided a photo- 
graph which, after forensic examination, indicate it might possi- 
bly be, or in the words of the forensic anthropologist, “was, in fact, 
Lieutenant Commander Stevens.'' 'The individual was polygraphed 
and the results were that he wasn't telling the truth about any- 
thing other than he had obtained the photograph from a Vietnam- 
ese. 

Senator McCain. So at least according to Secretary Cheney, he 
was lying? 

Mr. Usry. 'That's correct. 

Senator McCain. I see. Mr. Chairman, the witness obviously, in 
my view, is acting in such an adversarial fashion that I am not 
really going to get any good answers from him, so I will not ask 
any further questions. 

I thank you, Mr. Chmrman. 

Mr. Usry. Mr. Chairman, I'd like to make a statement for the 
record. 

'The Chairman. Absolutely. 

Mr. Usry. I believe that I offered you the opportunity to have 
the same briefing that I had provided to Secretary Cheney to start 
the information concerning the trip to Thailand, and Tm prepared 
to do that. I am here presently just for that reason. So I doni un- 
derstand how this is an adversarial comment. 
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Senator McCain. Who did you offer it to, Mr. Usry? 

Mr. Usry. I just offered it to you. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. You mean right now? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCain. I see. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. You make a historical case for the Soviet Union 
being involved in accepting American POW's from Vietnam. What 
evidence do you have to support this, because I have asked a 
number of the witnesses we have had the last few days if they have 
any information to this effect, and they say no? 

Mr. Usry. Part of the information comes from statements made 
by a Mr. Gerald Mooney, who is a former NSA analyst. 

Senator Reid. What statements did he make? 

Mr. Usry. He’s provided affidavits off and on for the past several 
years that he tracked a group of prisoners that were, in fact, bound 
for Moscow and he made that — - 

Senator Reid. Bound to Moscow? 

Mr. Usry. Bound to Moscow from Southeast Asia, yes, sir. 

Senator Reid. What do these affidavits say? 

Mr. Usry. Basically that he tracked a group of prisoners and 
that because of their particular skills they were transferred to 
Moscow. That same information has recently come out in an Octo- 
ber 27 publication in the L.A. Times in their Sunday Section of the 
L.A. Times Magazine that again states the same thing, along with 
another individual who was at the time employed by the National 
Security Agency, and his name is Terry Minarcin and he makes 
the same statement.- - ' 

Senator Reid. These statements are that there were prisoners of 
war in Vietnam and because of their specialized skills, they were 
sent to the ^viet Union? 

Mr. Usry. 'That's correct, sir. 

Senator Reid. How many prisoners were sent? 

Mr. Usry. Right now I’d be pulling it off the top of my head. 
However, I believe that it was mentioned somewhat in excess of 
200, but I'm not accurate on that, and I'd have to look at the docu- 
ments again and provide it for the record. 

^nator Reid. 'This man worked for whom, did you say, that gave 
all these affidavits? 

Mr. Usry. 'They were analysts in the military 

Senator Reid. You mentioned one man’s name. 

Mr. Usry. That was Jerry Mooney. He was an analyst in the 
military, specifically the U.S. Air Force, and at the time he was as- 
signed to various posts with the National Security Agency, both in 
^utheast Asia and then later at Fort Meade, MD. 

Senator Reid. Are any of these affidavits that he prepared based 
upon personal knowledge of these prisoners? Meaning, did he see 
any of the prisoners? 

Mr. Usry. No, sir. They're based on the radio intercepts that he 
would be responsible to analyze, and those radio intercepts in- 
volved communications within the North Vietnamese military or- 
ganizations. 

Senator Reid. Then you indicated that there was an article last 
month in the L.A. Times? 
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Mr. UsRY. Yes, sir, on October 27, the Sunday edition. 

Senator Reid. That was based upon Mooney's information? 

Mr. UsRY. Mooney and Minarcin. Minarcin was a subordinate of 
Mooney^ working for Mooney at the time. 

Senator Reid. They both agree? 

Mr. UsRY. Yes, sir. 

Senator Reid. Do you know where those two men are now? 

Mr. UsRY. I believe that Mr. Mooney is in Montana and Mr. Min- 
arcin is in the State of Washington. 

Senator Reid. They're both out of government service? 

Mr. UsRY. Yes, sir, they're both retired~or I don’t know whether 
Minarcin retired or just left the service, but Mr. Mooney did, in 
fact, retire from the Air Force. 

Senator Reid. Does Minarcin say anything different from 
Mooney or did they both say basically the same thing? 

Mr. UsRY. There is a little bit difference, and the reason for that 
is Minarcin ended up staying involved in the issue longer than 
Mooney did, but basically it's fiie same information. 

Senator Reid. Has there been anything done, to your knowledge, 
to follow up on whether or not these men are credible? 

Mr. U§RY. In what way? By our Committee, sir? 

Senator Reid. By anybody that you know of. 

Mr. UsRY. I'm not aware of anyone else, other than different ac- 
tivist organizations and the media interviewing either Mr, Mooney 
or Mr. Minarcin, besides myself. 

Senator Reid. Because thejtateraent, as you know, is alarming. 
To think that there would be 200 prisoners of war shipped off to 
the Soviet Union of whom now some 20 years later we have no 
knowledge whatsoever, even though relations during the past 10 
years have changed dramatically between the Soviet Union and 
the United States. 

Mr. UsRY. I would have to agree with you on that. ]Even more 
alarming, sir, is the fact that Vietnam is not the only tirhe that the 
Soviet Union has received our prisoners of war. There is an over- 
abundance of information concerning American prisoners of war 
being taken by the Soviet Union after World War II. 

^nator Reid. I have read that report. Of course, the charge of 
this Committee is not with what went on in the Second World War, 
it is what has gone on during the past 20 years in Southeast Asia, 
and I think that's what we have to focus on. 

My question is that it is alarming, or for lack of a better word, 
startling, to think that, in effect, we would not be able to see, hear 
from, tdk to any one of those 100 to 200 p^ple who were in the 
Soviet Union, which is now a society that is not behind the Iron 
Curtain. 

Mr. UsRY. I agree with you. Senator. 

Senator Reid. So do you think that the Mooney and Minarcin 
statements are factual? 

Mr. UsRY. I have no reason to doubt what they have said thus 
far. I see no reason that they could gain anything personally from 
making that kind of statement, other than total embarrassment, if 
it were proved to be untrue. 
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Senator Reid. How do you account for the fact thfat there is no 
independent evidence, or that no one has seen, talked to, or heard 
from these 200 plus people in the 20 odd years since that time? 

Mr. UsRY. Sir, I don't know that that’s necessarily the case hon- 
estly. Not having seen what is available within the archives or in 
the intelligence communities within the administration, I don’t 
know that, in fact, that has not occurred. 

Senator Reid. What motive would anyone working for this gov- 
ernment, military or otherwise, have to subvert or conceal that in- 
formation? What would be the reason? 

Mr. UsRY. If little else, certainly embarrassment, and the only 
reason to reach this conclusion is from looking at the information 
from the previous wars, specifically World War II, although this is 
not what the Committee is looking at. 

It was quite apparent that there was an overabundance of infor- 
mation that American prisoners of war were taken at that particu- 
lar time by the Soviets. Other than an occasional inquiry on the 
part of a Congressman due to a constituent’s concern, little or 
nothing came of it. There certainly is an overabundance of infor- 
mation to indicate that. 

So for that same thing to have occurred in Vietnam by our gov- 
ernment is not unreal, because I would think that they have al- 
ready established a historical precedent in the way they handled it. 

Senator Reid. I'll conclude, Mr. Chairman. 

It is your statement that the only reason for concealing this 
would be some type of a conspiracy or silence because it would em- 
barrass the government if any knowledge came out that there were 
prisoners in the Soviet Union? 

Mr. UsRY. I would certainly state that it would be an embarrass- 
ment to this government if that were, in fact, true. I would like to 
add that in that same Sunday Magazine printed October the 27th, 
there were interviews with KGB officials or former KGB officials 
that indicated they were, in fact, involved in the interrogation of 
American soldiers. 

Again, I’d have to research it for the record, but I believe one of 
the KGB officials who is a former colonel, indicates that he was 
still interrogating American soldiers or knew of the interrogation 
of American solders in Vietnam as late as 1974. 

Senator Reid. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. UsRY. Thank you, Senator. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

1 might add, one of the great difficulties here is that here we 
have sitting next to me a former POW, who spent an awful long 
time there, who knows about as much about this as anyone from 
firsthand experience, and he was never interrogated by Soviets, nor 
were any of the people that he knew of interrogated. 

Is that correct? 

Senator McCain. Cubans, but not Soviets that we know of 

The Chairman. On the other hand, that does not mean that in 
certain areas there were not Soviets. I have read the article, it’s a 
very interesting article, and the Committee is going to pursue that 
whole question of the Soviet angle to determine whether in those 
Laotian camps where the Soviets were present, because they were 
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across the border, there was not a capacity for some people there to 
have done it. It is a legitimate question. 

I do not want to suggest— all I .am saying is that it is a puzzle- 
ment that it was so reserved to a particular locale, 

Mr. UsRY. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman? 

The Chairman. Yes? 

Mr. UsRY. I believe you will also find some of that similar infor- 
mation in the files of the Defense Intelligence Agency. 

The Chairman. Senator Daschle. 

Senator Daschle. I think there is an important procedural ques- 
tion that we have to consider here. We are charged, among all of 
our responsibilities, with trying as best we can to separate conjec- 
ture from fact, and I think that it is extremely important. We are 
already putting everybody under oath, and I think the second thing 
we ought to do for the record, with all of our witnesses, when they 
make statements that they present as fact, that we ask that all rel- 
evant data to support their statement of fact be entered as part of 
the record. 

I think that it is critical, in this case, that it be done. I am not 
sure we have satisfied my desire to do that in this case. I would 
hope that all of the requests made for additional data and all the 
information volunteered by Mr, Usry, be made part of the record 
at the earliest possible date. 

I always think of things as being put in the record at some date 
in the distant future. In fact, I would like to see it tomorrow. I 
would like to see it as soon as you can. provide it, because it may 
have a lot to do with other questions that I itiay want to ask other 
witnesses. 

So, to the extent that you can get us that information you say is 
in your office or wherever, I would like to be able to follow up. I 
think we ought to demand of all witnesses, when they sav they 
have things available— I would tell them ahead of time, ‘Tf you 
think you have justification for the things you are saying, we do 
not want you to leave it in the office when you come before the 
hearing, we want you to bring it with you.” 

You were not briefed, I am sure, in that regard, so I am not 
faulting you for doing that, but I hope future witnesses, even if it 
takes a wheelbarrow, I want them to bring it to the microphone so 
we do not have to say, “Well, we have it in the office and we are 
going to have to wait to get it back.” 

I would like to see it brought and I would like us to be able to 
analyze it. I would like us to ensure that when things are said as a 
statement of fact, that there is some kind of justification for it. 

The Chairman. Senator Daschle, your point is extremely well 
taken, and, in fact, it has been previously discussed by the Commit- 
tee, and let me just inform you that it is because Mr. Usry works 
for the Senate and, in fact, he was in his capacity as working for 
the Senate that he has set forth this report, that it is being made 
part of the record now in this way. 

However, this is why we have said that most of the work of the 
Committee will not be done in hearings; most of the work of the 
Committee will be done from this point foi*ward through deposi- 
tions, interrogatories, interviews and so forth, so that when people 
come to the hearing this Committee will have a story that it feels a 
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certainty about telling based on documentation that the Committee 
will have reviewed at that time. 

What we are doing here is really setting out the parameters of 
this, but I think it is a fair inquiry. 

Mr. Usry, let me ask you this — - 

Senator Daschle. Mr. Chairman, could I- — 

The Chairman. It disturbs a lot of people that there are items 
that the DIA is not aware of or does not have or that there are 
things that have come through separate files that perhaps are not 
available elsewhere, so I take it that you will turn over to the Com- 
mittee any documents or any supporting materials or any evidence 
that you have that would shed light on this issue as a whole? 

Mr. Usry, Absolutely. 

Senator Daschle. Mr. Chairman, my concern 

The Chairman. Senator Robb wanted an intercession. Let me 
just recognize Senator Robb. This will not come out of your time. 
Senator Daschle. 

Senator Robb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It again was a proce- 
dural question. It seems to me that it might be advantageous to 
excuse this witness and allow him to return when he has the mate- 
rial. . , n 

I think he clearly ought to have all of the information that Sena- 
tor McCain asked for and any other information that is going to 
elicit the kind of questioning 

The Chairman. I think that is a good suggestion and I would be 
happy to do that. 

Mr. Usry, since -your materials are locals why do not we inter- 
rupt at this point in time, if all members are agreeable, you 
could 

Senator Daschle. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection. I think it is 
an excellent idea, but I have a couple of other comments I want to 
make in this regard. 

The Chairman. The floor is yours. 

Senator Daschle. My concern, frankly, is that if statements are 
made as statements of fact and they go unchallenged under oath, 
that lends even greater credibility to the statement. I think that 
we all have to be very concerned about this. 

My experience in the past has been that, people come to various 
committees and subcommittees, under oath they say something and 
then that statement is used later on. “Well, he said it under oath, 
it has to be true. No one challenged him, there was nobody to con- 
front that.” 

So, ! think it is important that we have the opportunity to ana- 
lyze this. 

Mr. Usry, you made some other statements— and 1 hope when 
you do come back we can address them. There are two concerns 
here: One concern obviously is your deep dissatisfaction with the 
position by the government with regard to the status of POW’s, 
MIA’s, and I understand your concern in that regard. 

You make a number of other statements that have far broader 
ramifications that I think also are important to discuss, and that 
is, the way the government has conducted itself in this process. 
You make several charges that I think, if they are true, have to be 
addressed. 
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Number one, attempts by the administration to infiltrate activist 
groups. That is a very significant charge. Second 

Mr. UsRV. Excuse me, Senator. 

Senator Daschle. Well, no, let me finish and then you can 
answer all of them, with whatever time I have. 

Illegal surveillance and investigation of individual activists. That 
is a pretty significant charge. 

Mr. UsRY. I agree with you. 

Senator Daschle. What I am asking, in the context that I have 
just stated my concern, is, we had better have ample documenta- 
tion. 

Third, and the one perhaps that troubles me the most here, is 
questionable liaisons between administration, activists and identi- 
fied members of organized crime. I have to tell you, of all the 
things you have said, that one is perhaps most troubling of all. 

Before we are willing to take any of this as fact, and I am not 
challenging your veracity at all — - ^ 

Mr. UsRY. I understand. 

Senator Daschle. All I am saying is that before I am willing to 
say under oath that I accept what you have said under oath, that I 
just want to make sure you have ample documentation to make 
charges like that. 

Mr. UsRY. Sir, I would just like to make one statement concern- 
ing what you have just read to me. Keep in mind that those are 
the issues that we were aware of, that there was some degree of 
concern that that had, in fact, occiirred, but we were not able to 
complete that-during the time frame that we were running this in* 
quiry. 

Senator Daschle. But you are stating them as fact. 

Mr. UsRY. No, sir. I don’t believe m stating them as fact. Let 
me readdress my statement. What I stated was, “Because of budget 
restraints we were unable to investigate further certain relevant 
problems including the following:’’ 

Senator Daschle. But you call it a relevant problem. Now, that 
is a real problem. 

Mr. UsRY. I agree with you. 

Senator Daschle. There is a difference between a problem, ac- 
knowledged to be a problem, and a charge that somebody may have 
made, an accusation, is there not? 

Mr. UsRY. No, sir, I don't believe so— well, let me rephrase that. 
I believe there is an extreme difference between stating that there 
is a problem and levying a charge. What I. had indicated in my 
statement was that those were problems that had been brought to 
us, and that we had not had the opportunity to fully investigate. 

However, some of what 

Senator Daschle. What you are saying is, they are accusations 
that mav or may not be founded? 

Mr. UsRY. No. In some instances they have already been found- 
ed. I would address one in which I indicated infiltration of activist 
groups by the administration, and later this morning, I believe 
you’ll hear testimony from Mr, Sampley, in which he was hired to 
do exactly that. Here is a copy of his statement concerning that. 

Concerning No. 2, that’s a documented occurrence that the De- 
partment of Defense Inspector General did, in fact, look at and 


agree it had occurred. However, it was never further pursued by 
the Department of Defense because their indication was there was 
no harm meant or done. 

Concerning No. 3, that, in fact, is a relevant problem. We have 
seen indications in which there are questionable identifications and 
there are family members readily available to provide you that in- 
formation, 

Senator Daschle. Since this is your testimony, I am hoping that 
you will provide the documentation. 

Mr. UsRY. That’s not a problem here at all. 

Senator Daschle. OK. 

Mr. UsRY. Now, the only question I would ask is that so far I 
have questions from Senator McCain and yourself concerning cer- 
tain portions of this report. Considering that the entire documenta- 
tion relevant to this report is about four file cabinets full, I need to 
know exactly what you’re interested in seeing or would you just 
rather that I brought everything down here, because it is quite a 
bit of information. 

Senator Daschle. You and I have been around files long enough 
to know that there is a lot of stuff that may not be as relevant as 
others. I want you to pick what you think to be the most relevant, 
the best supporting data that substantiates the charges and accusa- 
tions that you have made in your testimony. 

Mr. UsRY. All right, sir. 

Senator McCain. We did not get to No. 4, Mr. Usry. 

"Mr. Usry. No. 4, questionable liaisons between administration, 
activists and identified members of organized crime. We have infor- 
mation and we have some documentation and know where further 
documentation exists to reflect on that particular problem, yes, sir, 
we do. 

Senator Daschle. I am out of time, Mr. Chairman. 

, The Chairman. Is the Committee in agreement that it would be 
advisable to follow up on Senator Robb’s suggestion and have Mr. 
Usry come back with the materials later in the day when we could 
review it? 

Senator Grassley. That’s OK with me, except that for what I 
have to ask him now and to discuss with him, if there is any fur- 
ther information he cannot give me, I would rather have my re- 
sponse in writing, so I want to go through my series of questions 
lifore he leaves the table now. 

’The Chairman. Senator Grassley, that is your privilege. The 
Chair will recognize you now. 

Senator Grassley. First of all, I think the entire Committee 
needs to know how I first got acquainted with Mr. Usry. He was an 
employee of the Defense Department at a time when a report that 
was not supposed to be outside the Defense Department came to 
me, at least came to my attention. 

It was a report on an investigation of Mark Smith, which is not 
relevant to this point that I am trying to make, but just so you 
know that over a period of 26 months now, 26 months, that eventu- 
ally gets us around to a point where it is costing the taxpayers 1 
and 9/ 10s million dollars to keep this Committee going. 

I called up the Defense Department and said that I knew about 
this Mark Smith report and that Mr. Usiy was involved in some of 
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the investigation of it, and I needed Mr. Usry to come to my office 
to do nothing more than tell me what was in a government report, 
that is all I wanted. 

I just wanted somebody personally familiar with it to brief me on 
it, nothing more, because at that point I did not even know that I 
needed that sort of briefing to know where to proceed. 

He was supposed to be in my office a certain morning arid some- 
body called my office and said they are not going to let him come 
until they brief him first, which is— that may be bureaucratese, but ^ 

I believe that that’s their way of saying to me that he cannot talk ^ 

to me until somebody in the Defense Department says what he can 
tell me about the Mark Smith report. 

So I sent word back that if he is not in my office by a certain 
time, I am going to go out there and I am going to meet with him. 

He was not in my office by that time, so I went out to get him. 

The General had absented himself from his office and I talked to ^ 
some low level person— I should not say low level person— I talked 
to a colonel. 

I thought that I was going to have a big battle with the colonel, 
but 1 said, ‘T am in pursuit of my legislative and constitutional 
functions of seeking information and all I want is some informa- 
tion, 1 want nothing more, and I think Mr. Usry can contribute to 
that information.” ^ 

I said, 'T wani him to brief me in my office. Can he come with 
me to my office?” I was shocked that they said he could, because, 

- ^u know, back in 1983 I had this same problem -with Chuck Spin^ 
ney, and DOD was not going to let hiin come and talk to me, or 
just brief me in his office. So eventually we had to have him before 
two committees and eight television cameras to get the information 
that could have been given to me in the privacy of my office. Q 

. So I am not unfamiliar with dealing with the Defense Depart- 
ment on just getting basic information. Mr. Usry came to my office 
and briefed me and then we got into a lot of other matters and 
eventually Mr. Usry ended up being detailed, I believe— am I 
right— to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee or is there some- 
thing in between there? 

Mr. Usry. That’s correct, sir. ^ 

Senator Reid. Just so I can understand it, at the time you were 
asking him to come to your office, was he in the Army? 

Senator Grassley. Yes. 

Were you in the Army or a civilian employee? 

Mr. Usry. I was in the Army. 

Senator Grassley. Anyway, I didn’t know anything about Tracy 
Usry before then and I am not saying that I know a lot about him ii 
now. I am just saying that that is how we got acquainted and I 
want that to be known for the record, because that is just one ex- 
ample, another example, of the Defense Department just not want- 
ing to share information. 

Then, of course, I related yesterday how it took 6 weeks to get to 
view files in the Defense Department that they usually are willing 
to bring over to S407, for us to view here in the Hart Building or in ^ 
the Capitol Building. We had to go over there. 


455 


Mr. Usry was one of four people, cumulative, that had 68 years 
A of investigative and intelligence analyzing experience that was 
^ over there those 4 days I went through the files. 

Mr. Chairman, can I continue, since I am the only one that 
wanted to question him? 

The Chairman. How long do you think you are going to be in the 
questioning? 

Senator Grassley. I would say 7 or 8 minutes. 

- The Chairman. Well, technically we really have reserved time of 

^ 5 minutes, which other Senators have been adhering to. 

Senator Grassley. Then what I would like to do is go to my 
second round then. In other words, whatever time I use now, 1 will 
not use when he comes back before the Committee, lam not asking 
for more time than other members have, I am just asking for 

The Chairman. The Senator is recognized. 

Senator Grassley. OK. In regard to what Mr. McCain asked you, 
^ yesterday the Chairman raised the Dooley case before the panel of 
Mr. Nagy, Mr. Sheetz and Mr. Trowbridge. Neither of them knew 
any of the details of the Dooley case, even though they are respon- 
sible for such a case, and even though the report has been out for 6 
months, and they are not unlike Mr. Usry, in response to Mr. 
McCain. They asked to provide details for the record and I do not 
think this is an unreasonable request. But on the other hand I 

• think that matter is taken care of by the fact that the Committee 
is going to have Mr. Usry bring all of these materials to.-the Com- 
mittee. 

So I think that that will be satisfied. 

Mr. Usry, you have a unique perspective of4his issue compared 
to most of us here, because of your background as a criminal inves- 
tigator. Now, of course, you are not conducting a criminal investi- 
(| gation; is that right? 

Mr. Usry. That’s correct. 

Senator Grassley. You were simply using the methodology of 
criminal investigation, as I understand it? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Grassley. You have now been in the political world for 
2 years since you were first detailed to the Foreign Itelations Com- 

# mittee staff. Given your experience and given your impressions of 
politics and how Congress investigates issues, I would like to know 
what advice or recommendations you would give as we embark 
upon this 1 year investigation. 

Mr. Usry. Well, I would like to start by saying that the Senate— 
and I would have to limit my comments to the ^nate side, because 
that’s basically where I work, is not unlike any other large bu- 
§ reaucracy. Certain things take a little bit longer than maybe they 
should, but that’s understandable, given the large and diverse re- 
sponsibilities that this prticular House has. 

The one thing that I would urge more than anything else, and 
one of the things that I have seen in the past, and it’s certainly not 
meant to in any way, shape or form embarrass anybody or speak ill 
about anybody or diminish an individual’s capabilities, but the one 
g thing that 1 would state that is most necessary in this issue for a 1 

^ year Committee is that you must ensure that you have the best 

people available to do the work. 
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This is not a Committee in which people need to learn how to do 
research or to be educated in the investigative process, because if 
that's the case, their education will certainly be worthwhile, but it 
will diminish the effectiveness and the timeliness of this Commit- 
tee. The greatest statement that I could make and assistance that I 
could offer is to ensure that the people that are on the Committee, 
the staff personnel, have that requisite experience in order to go 
through this issue, which is very, very complex, as well as volumi- 
nous, in what needs to be reviewed, so that at the end of your year 
you’ll be able to answer the questions that are the reason why you 
are in existence. ^ 

Senator Grassley. In your testimony you state that one of the 
conclusions of your May report is that the DIA rejected informa- 
tion about, live MIA’s and that all efforts were geared toward re- 
turning remains of lost ones. 

I would like to have you elaborate on that and how widespread is 
the evidence of that conclusion. 

Mr. UsRY. In the 4 days that myself and others reviewed the live- 
sighting reports, one of the overriding problems that I noticed was 
an incompleteness in the files, a failure to have an organized file, 
and as such, be able to methodically go through and determine 
what needs to be done to resolve a live-sighting case. 

Above and beyond that, I saw conclusions reached which had no 
basis in fact from the raw intelligence provided. I might add that 
that was not the case in every instance. However, that certainly 
was the case in many instances and my concern was we were not 
talking about somebody losing money or property not biing recov- 
ered. 

In this instance, when there is a mistake, and when they’re per- 
petual and they’re the same mistakes all the time, and they affect 
the possibility of an individual being alive and being left in South- 
east Asia, that is a legitimate concern. 

It seemed to me that wherever there was a possibility of either 
being positive or negative on an issue, whether a glass is half full 
or half empty, the attitude taken was that it was a half empty 
glass and therefore was not relevant to an actual live-sighting 
report. 

In other instances, I saw just plain ignorance of the facts provid- 
ed in the raw intelligence and a conclusion reached that in no way 
was supported by the intelligence at hand. I’d like to give one ex- 
ample, if I can, without going into specifics that might violate any 
clearances. 

There was information provided by a source who had seen six 
what he felt to be live Americans left over from the Southeast 
Asian war, somewhere in Laos, and he saw them for about a 3 
minute period of time, if my memory serves me correctly, and they 
were poorly dressed, emaciated, gesturing for help. They were 
bound, and he indicated that he had seen these people for the dura- 
tion of driving in front of them and then passing them and then 
watching them in his rear-view mirror. 

'The analysis and conclusions reached at that time were that 
these people were either Soviet advisors or they were volunteers, 
probably from the Mennonite Church in Laos. I asked— by the way, 
these people were being guarded, and I asked why, in effect, would 
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volunteers or Soviet advisors be guarded by Laotians, and I was 
told that the reason for that is there’s some hard feelings concern- 
ing basically Caucasians in that part of the world and that it was 
for their own protection, which seems to me to make a lot of sense, 
except that they were emaciated, they were poorly dressed, they 
were gesturing for help and they were manacled or bound in some 
way. 

The particular analyst at that time told me that the individual 
who had provided this information withdrew that portion of his 
statement in which he said they were bound. There was no original 
statement that I could see on the part of the individual that had 
made the report. 

There was simply a summary of information provided by whom- 
ever talked to him. I understand in many instances that these 
people are illiterate and therefore cannot read or write, but if 
youTe dealing with something of this magnitude and you are pro- 
fessional enough to maintain the proper type of documentation in 
order to resolve an issue, certainly at a minimum you would have 
tape recorded this individual’s information so that you could refer 
to it later. 

When I asked the individual and he said he reneged on that por- 
tion of the statement, as the analyst had indicated to me, I asked 
him where in the report it said that, and it was not there. 

Yet based on that information, they said that that particular in- 
dividual did not see live America that could possibly be left over 
from the Southeast Asian War. 

In another example, an individual passed a' polygraph on three 
separate occasions as to what he had seen. Yet his information was 
arbitrarily ignored, simply because the analyst at that time, who 
had no understanding or training in the polygraph field, stated 
that since this man was a maryuana user he passed the polygraph. 

Certainly that is a contributing factor, if, in fact, he had smoked 
or ingested marijuana at the point in time just prior to the exami- 
nation. However, it’s been my experience in the past 18 years that 
when a polygraph examiner administers an examination, he en- 
sures that that has not occurred or can tell by what the particular 
instruments can reveal as far as heart rate, breathing and galvanic 
skin response. 

Yet based on those conclusions and that individual saying that 
the only reason this man passed a polygraph examination is that 
he’s a known drug user, the information that that individual had 
was disregarded. 

In my 18 to 20 years experience in the investigative field, very 
rarely do you have people of high morale, high moral concerns, and 
people in good positions that provide that type of information. 

The type of information that would normally be provided con- 
cerning live Americans routinely will come from refugees, truck 
drivers, known drug users, probably child molesters in some in- 
stances. "That does not negate the validity of their information, In 
this case that was arbitrarily ignored. 

Those are only two instances and I saw many more. 

Senator Grassley. My last question; whether or not DOD has 
ever issued a formal response to the Senate Foreign Relations Mi- 
nority Report? 
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Mr. UsRY. If they have, I’m not aware of it. 

Senator Grassley. Your judgment as to why you think they have 
not or have been reluctant to? 

Mr. UsRY. It’s my feeling that if they ignore it, they feel it will 
go away. The less mess or action you take with it, the quicker it 
will be forgotten and therefore not something you will have to ad* 
dress later.. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Usry, before we excuse you temporarily until later, let me 
just emphasize why Senator Daschle and others of us are con- 
cerned and why it is so important, and I think you understand this 
importance. 

Mr. Usry. Oh, yes. 

The Chairman. There are a lot of families, a lot of people listen- 
ing, a lot of folks who hang on every nuance of every single asser- 
tion with respect to this issue. Now, in your report here, which I 
read yesterday incidentally, it says, and I read from your report, 
“In 1973 a U.S. POW who had been repatriated said he saw Doo- 
ley’s name written on a wall of a prison cell. Two Thai special 
forces soldiers released from North Vietnam custody identifi^ his 
photograph. Finally, a Communist propaganda photograph shows, a 
partial profile,” and so forth. 

I have information here on the actual debrief of Captain Hicker- 
son. While you assert that he was not swimming and so forth, let 
me read to you from it. _ : 

He told debriefers, quote, “He-collapsed his parachute, He found 
himself face to face with about 100 civilian personnel. He immedi- 
ately separated from the parachute and started running out into 
the shallow water. After going a short distance, he detached his 
seat back and commenced swimming seaward.” 

Now, in your report you assert that he was dropped near the 
land and was not near the water, but here in his own report he 
says he was swimming seaward. “About this time rifle shots start- 
ed splashing in the water around him. At this point Hickerson saw 
he was about to be captured, so he pulled out his survival radio 
and sent the message to his wing man. He then stopped, put up his 
hands pd surrendered to the DRV swimmers.” 

In his debrief he goes on to describe how he was stripped of his 
clothing, blindfolded, hands tied behind his back, put on the fender 
of a motorcycle, taken to the fishing village. Later that day he was 
also moved in the sidecar of a motorcycle, during which time he 
was seen by crowds of people who threw rocks and sticks at him. 

So, in point of fact, you have asserted certain things of fact that 
do not correlate to his own debriefing. Now, that raises the whole 
question before this Committee of trying to follow up on each and 
every one of the assertions that come to us at a later point in time, 
and I think it underscores why it is so critical to have what ^na- 
tor Daschle said, and to be able to verify these kinds of items. 

Mr. Usry. I agree with you. 

The Chairman. So with that in mind->^xcuse me. I think Sena- 
tor Kassebaum had one question. 

Senator Kassebaum. Sori 7 , Mr. Chairman, I came in late and I 
would just agree. I think it is terribly important, as a matter of 
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fact, today to be able to have some of the documents that I guess 
are there to kind of back up the assertions on the infiltration and 
the ties to organized crime. The sad thing is this is all being played 
out on television, and once those statements are made, unless there 
is something concrete to go on, it is out there and I think that is 
just a problem. I would back that up. 

But I have a question, Mr. Chairman, on the results of the 
review that you gave concerning the fact that the live-sighting re- 
ports were closed prematurely, that arbitrary conclusions were 
made not based on pertinent facts of the case and so forth. There 
are five there, the results that you found, but you did not give any 
real reason why you think this was so. 

I would be curious why you believe that files were closed prema- 
turely and so forth. What was your evaluation of this? Is it that 
there was a mindset to debunk the whole question of concern about 
whether there were live prisoners still there? 

Mr. Usry. I think that there were several factors that impacted 
on that. As I had indicated earlier, one of the problems was I be- 
lieve that those personnel responsible for the analysis of informa- 
tion, in some instances, were just not capable of understanding 
what leads might need to be pursued in order to resolve an issue 
rather than just close it out prematurely. 

Above and beyond that, I believe that the attitude again, as I had 
indicated earlier, between a half full and a half empty glass was 
that, in fact, they looked at things as a half empty glass. Therefore 
where there was a choice, the choice was that this did not, in fact, 
apply or relate to live Americans that possibly were from the 
Southeast Asian War. 

In the 4 days that we reviewed the documentation we looked at 
approximately 400 live-sighting reports, give or take. Because of 
the constraints placed on us by the Defense Department in the 
review of the documentation, which were; no notes, nothing would 
leave this office, the only time you could look at these was w'hen 
you were in the presence of a Senator, and those notes that we 
made stayed at the Defense Intelligence Agency POW/MIA office. 

Above and beyond, what we were looking at initially were curso- 
ry examinations for the most part, to see whether there was any 
indication that analysis was incorrect or premature in reaching a 
particular conclusion. A great many of those cases that we would 
have looked at again in depth, we were unable to do so. 

However, as always when you review this type of work, there are 
those that interest you right away and therefore you read through 
them before putting them in another pile, and I based my conclu- 
sions on those particular cases that I reviewed in depth. I would 
say there were at least a hundred of those that I reviewed in depth. 

I would also add that not in every instance was there bad analy- 
sis. In many instances there was relatively little information or it 
was a very cut and dried situation that was easy to analyze. 

One of the additional reasons I say that cases were closed prema- 
turely is there was one situation in which a refugee had provided 
information and then subsequently was moved from one relocation 
camp to another and settled in a foreign country. 

This particular refugee went amok at a particular point in time 
in this other country and attacked some other people. Therefore he 
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was jailed. The analyst indicated that the individual was no longer 
available for interview or subsequent polygraph examination, yet 
there was nothing in that file to indicate there had been any cable, • 
telephone conversations or correspondence with the appropriate 
authorities in this foreign country to see whether or not that indi- 
vidual could be made available for further interrogation or inter- 
view. 

So that again is one of the reasons why I said there were prema- 
ture closures. 

Senator Kassebaum. Do you believe, Mr. Usry, as you have ^ 
quoted a family member saying that they don't trust the govern- 
ment and that the government has been lying? 

Mr, Usry, Having been an employee of the government, either as 
a military member or civilian since 1969, I would have to tell you 
there are many instances in which I have seen the government 
make mistakes, and rather than admit that mistake, do more to 
cover up what eventually becomes a lie, yes, ma’am, # 

Senator Kassebaum, Sad commentary, I think, and it is one that 
I think we have a real responsibility, Mr, Chairman, in making 
sure that we have every bit of documentation that we can to back 
up those statements. Thank you. 

Senator GrasslRy, Let me comment on that. 

The Chairman, Senator Grassley, 

Senator Grassley. That should not shock you, Mrs. Kassebaum, ^ 
that people in government lie. Politicians lie all the time. We are 
part of the government, too, and we do not set a very good exam- 
ple. If we would all follow the Tule that if you always tell the truth, 
you never have to know what you told somebody else, there would 
not be any lying, but we do not set a very good standard for the 
rest of the government employees ourselves. 

Senator Kassebaum, But we are adding to an atmosphere here * 
where we are designated to try and bring the very best conclusions 
that we can and get to the bottom of this, which I believe that we 
can. You have made that statement yourself, but somewhere we 
have done a disservice if we do not address this loss of trust. 

Senator Grassley. It has to start with us. 

The Chairman. Well, if I can interject, I think both Senators are 
correct. I think Senator Grassley is accurate. This Senator has had ^ 
the sad experience of having three individuals plead guilty or be * 
indicted in the iMt couple of years for lies that they made before 
the Senate Forei^ Relations Committee, an^ I am referring to 
Claire George, Elliott Abrams and Alan Piers, and the lies were in 
answer to questions that were asked by this ^nator. 

So, indeed, I am not surprised, I do not think anybody here is 
surprised that that happens. On the other hand, what Senator 
Kassebaum said is absolutely true. It is a sad commentary. I think • 
that is what she was saying. This Committee has an obligation to 
guarantee that we are not going to be part of the problem, that we 
are not going to sit here and simply accept something as a fact if it 
is not or if it is not shown to be, and that the purpose of this Com- 
mittee is to separate fact from fiction, and that is why, Mr. Usry, I 
do not want you to feel that you are being picked on. 

There is not any witness coming before this Committee for whom • 
we are not going to have to do research and so forth, and as I say. 


and I repeat, it, these 3 days of hearings are really an exception to 
^ the way in v^hich we will be presenting evidence. 

® The hearings are designed to set out the parameters of this issue 
for the Members of the Committee and for the public and they will 
establish the foundation from which we will proceed. After this, 
our staff is going to have an extraordinary amount of work, to sit 
down, to correlate, to establish the data base, to do the cross-tabu- 
lations, to begin to go through the 2,273 cases, which is precisely 
what the Defense Secretary, through Mr. Nagy and Mr. Ford, have 
^ said they are going to do, that each and every case is now going to 
be subject under General Christmas’ new structure to a reexamina- 
tion. We are going to have to separate fact from fiction here, and 
that is precisely what the effort is going to do. 

I guarantee to you that I do not want this Committee, at the end 
of its tenure, to have people pointing fingers at it that suggest that 
we did not do that or that we have simply added to this problem. 

• So Senator Daschle is correct and I think everybody feels that 
very strongly. There is na desire by any of us to become the next 
tar babies on this issue. 

We have a vote on. 

We will return in a few minutes from the vote to hear Colonel 
Bui Tin, but before we do, Senator Robb. 

Senator Robb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

# Just a brief note, I want to take exception to a comment just 
made by my colleague from Iowa. I do not think he meant to 
impugn the integrity of all people in government, saying that ev- 

_ erybody lies, either on the elected side or -the other side, but to 
accept that standard or to accept it by silence, I think would be a 
big error. There are too many people that have spent a lifetime 
trying not to be in that position to be tarred by those who have 
d fallen into that particular trap. I do not think that my colleague 
meant to impugn those— but I think it needs to be said. 

The Chairman. I think the Senator’s point is very well taken 
and a good note on which to recess for the vote. We will be back in 
about 10 minutes and we stand in recess. 

Mr. Usry. Thank you. 

[Recess.] 

A The Chairman. The Hearing will come to order. 

Colonel Bui Tin, could I ask you, please, to stand and take the 
oath? 

Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth so help you God? 

Mr. 'Tin. I do. 

Mr. Long. I am an inteipreter and I need to be sworn. 

A The Chairman. I am going to swear you in, also. 

^ You are accompanied by a translator. Dr. Pho Ba Long. And he 
has been secured by the Committee. Doctor, do you swear that you 
will translate fully the truth to the best of your ability so help you 
God? 

Mr. Long. Yes. 

The Chairman. Colonel, would you bring the microphone close to 

^ Let me say at the outset that we are very pleased to have you 
here. I know you understand English and speak pretty well, be- 
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cause we have had a conversation. If you want to try to do your 
testimony yourself in English, obviously, we would appreciate that. 
And, if you have any difficulties, the translator can assist. 

Your being here to testify is, in itself, an historical occasion be- 
cause of the role that you played in the war and because of your 
knowledge of the full history, if you will, of the 1970s and transi- 
tion period. 

It is also significant in the respect that it is my understanding 
that, during the war, you were one of, at one point, John McCain’s, 
Senator McCain's, interrogators. Is that accurate? 

Mr, Tin. (Shaking head.) 

The Chairman. So it is a rather remarkable event now to be sit- 
ting here. And I know Senator McCain has met with you and you 
have talked, and that is, in and of itself, an extraordinary meeting. 

As you know. Colonel, the effort to get to the truth in this 
matter is of deep concern to all Americans. And whatever you can 
do to help us shed light on this matter would be of great impor- 
tance and much appreciated. 

We will be talldng with a number of Vietnamese people who 
took part in the war over time. And I think that is another thing 
that will make this inqui ]7 somewhat different from previous ones, 
is the breadth of the inquiry. You are really here today as a begin- 
ning of that. 

lit me, if I may, simply turn to your statement, because I know 
you are going to explain some of your history and background and 
rather than spend further time doing that myself, we would like to 
hear from you. 

Mr. Tin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Could you bring the microphone very close. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. Yes. 

The Chairman. Thank you, 

STATEMENT OF BUI TIN, VIETNAMESE DEFECTOR, FORMER COM- 

MUNITY PARTY MEMBER AND EDITOR; ACCOMPANIED BY DR. 

PHO BA LONG, TRANSLATOR 

Mr. Tin. Mr. Chairman, Senators, ladies and gentlemen, I wish 
to thank the Committee, the U.S. Government, and most impor- 
tantly the American people for your kind invitation and for the 
honor of appearing before you to testify on this extremely impor- 
tant subject. 

As you know, I am Bui Tin, a 64-year-old former Senior Colonel 
in the Vietnamese Peoples Army. I was the former deputy editor of 
the Vietnamese Communist Party's daily newspaper, Nhan Dan, 
and also the editor in chief of the Sunday Nhan Dan. 

Forty years ago, when I decided to devote myself to fight for in- 
dependence and freedom for my country, I was then happy to join 
the Vietnamese Communist Party, Today, those who want to 
pursue this same goal should leave the party or, as in my case, ^ 
expelled by the party. 

My individual story was told in detail in my article that ap- 
peared in the Sunday Washington Post in October 1991. 1 want the 
Committee to know that I have not applied for political asylum. I 
have just asked to prolong my stay in France. 


Furthermore, I am determined that I will return home to work 
for democracy in Vietnam. I am very glad to be here, and let me 
state categorically, before the Senate Committee and all present 
that, firstly, there are not any MIA’s or POW's alive in Vietnam 
today, and, secondly, 1 call upon Americans to support full diplo- 
matic relations with Vietnam as soon as possible to encourage 
democratic reform. 

Although I was expelled from the party and I am now regarded 
as a traitor by my government, my position is the same with 
Hanoi— Hanoi government on these 2 issues. However, my motiva- 
tion is far different. 

Regarding normalization, I believe that it will help to promote 
democracy in Vietnam. It will also encourage a democratic move- 
ment from the people and reform from the party. More important- 
ly, normalization will create opportunity for our people, especially 
the Community Vietnamese, to learn about an America that is far 
different from the one that they knew during the war years. Only 
the hardliners and the stubborn security in Hanoi want to prevent 
the normalization with the U.S.A. 

The U.S. policy of isolation toward Vietnam will strengthen the 
hardliner position and put them into the Chinese camp. The Chi- 
nese use of Vietnam card is a dangerous threat to us all, and it will 
interfere with democratic development. Above all, it is against the 
aspiration of the Vietnamese people. 

Regarding the MIA issue, I am a soldier for 37 years. I have ex- 
perienced the pain and sadness of seeing my comrades disappear 
without any information about their tra^c end. In Vietnam, there 
are 200,000 missing in action, and we have never found their re- 
mains. In my own family, 2 out of 5 are still missing. 

Being a soldier and also a member of an MIA family, I would 
like to take the opportunity to share the sadness and pain of the 
American POW and MIA families. One of the first actions I did 
when I came to the U.S. was to visit the Vietnam Memorial and 
pay my respects and pray for those young men. 

However, about this emotional issue, I believe that the Hanoi 
government wants to cooperate and are being honest enough. How- 
ever, because they have lied many times on many issues, this time 
they are not trusted regarding this issue. In reality, Vietnam is a 
closed society. People live by rumors and speculations. 

Many in Vietnam still believe that once they find remains or 
give information about live Americans they will get a visa to go to 
the U.S. and receive a $1 million reward. A number of peasants go 
out every day to 

Mr. Long. Dig. 

Mr. Tin. Yes.— every day to dig at cemetery or anywhere they 
believe they can find MIA remains, with the hope that they would 
find American bones. 

One woman— one woman in the Delta stored hundreds of bones 
in her house, but they turned out to be either animal bones or Vi- 
etnamese bones. People have provided fake information to Amer- 
ica. Some even said that they know about live Americans. But, in 
reality, no one has told us they themselves have seen with their 
own eyes or spoken with these Americans. 



464 


During the war years, I was a full member of the Four Party 
committee in Tan Son Nhat Air base and also the spokesman of 
the North Vietnamese army. At that time, I had the right to read 
all the documents and the secret telegrams from the politburo on 
this issue. 

In addition, I had special authorization from the General Vo 
Nguyen Giap, then Defense Minister, to go to any camps, to meet 
with any officers, and to interview any POW’s and read their files. 
My rank, then Lieutenant Colonel, required the officers of the 
camps to consider me their boss. Therefore, they had to cooperate 
with me at all times. 

This is to say, the government or any leaders could not hide any 
information on MIA or POW from me. In 1964, by the instruction 
of Chairman Ho Chi Minh, each province had its own flag in a 
campaign. On the flag, there are 2 numbers: The number of all 
American planes shot down, and the number of all Americans cap- 
tured. 

And each prisoner and plane shot down must be reported to the 
Cue Dich Van, the Center for Propaganda for Enemy, belonging to 
the Defense Ministry’s Political Department. The local unit chief 
officers must send a report of every captured prisoner to this 
center every day, and the total every week and month. 

Once a POW is put in jail, he then had his own file in which de- 
tailed information was kept, such as what he had to eat, if he was 
sick, what medicine he used. The cadre had. to report his behavior 
and thought process. And I Relieve that the files are still in Viet- 
iiam. 

About this issue, I can say that I know as well as any top leader 
in Vietnam and, in my opinion, I state categorically that there is 
not any American prisoner alive in Vietnam. 

There is the only single case of Robert Garwood who lived freely 
in South Vietnam in Hanoi and returned to the U.S. Some people 
may argue that if there is one Garwood, there would be many Gar- 
woods. And, if there were some French left over after Dien Bien 
Phu in 1954, there would have to be some Americans left over after 
1975. In my unit after the Japanese withdrew in 1945, there were 2 
Japanese who volunteered to help Vietnamese resistance. All of 
them, Japanese and French deserters, returned home later after 
their governments ordered clemency. 

As a journalist, and a curious man who had much interest in this 
issue, if there were any American alive and willing to live in Viet- 
nam, I would have known about them, and people would have spec- 
ulated and spread rumors. I would have gone there and talked to 
them and written an interesting article for my paper. I believe the 
Japanese and the Chinejse could live with the Vietnamese, but it is 
very hard for the American to do so, because of the visible appear- 
ance. 

Not only under oath, but more importantly, on my honor as an 
officer, I categorically state that there is not any MIA’s or POW’s 
alive in Vietnam today. As for Laos and Cambodia, I do not know 
the situation as well as in Vietnam. But I trust that the Laotian 
and Cambodian governments are not interested in keeping any 
Americans. 
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I have heard that some Cubans and Russians interrogated some 
^ American prisoneirs and treated them badly. But I do not know any 
information about Russia and Cuba keeping Americans. 

I want to include as an attachment to this statement my three 
point proposal to the U.S. Administration, the Congress and oth^er 
organizations concerned with the issue to consider. Last week, for 
the purpose of reconciliation, I gave my diary to the Pentagon, In 
this diary were all my personal notes of the conversations held in 
g the Hanoi Hilton with about 150 POW’s. 

^ The war is over 16 years for the Vietnamese and 18 years for the 
American and we have never ended the last chapter. Let us forget 
the past and work for the future together. Let us put aside our own 
interests to work for the interest of our two peoples. Let the two 
people embrace each other. . 

I want to end my statement by calling upon those in Vietnam, if 
g they are honest, to fully cooperate on this issue. They should open 

^ the door widely and welcome any delegations to enter Vietnam to 

search for the truth. To those in the USA who still believe that 
Vietnam still holds MIA and POW’s, work for quick normalization, 
and go freely to Vietnam to search for the truth. 

Those who want to use this emotional issue for their own pur- 
pose either political or for their own benefit are criminal in front 
A of the souls of the American and Vietnamese who died for the 
^ cause in which they believed. This is why I am here today. 

Thank you for your attention. 

[The prepared statement of Ml 'Hn follows:] : 

Prepared Statement of Bui Tin 

Mister Chairman, Senators, ladies and gentlemen. I wish to thank the Committee, 
the U.S. Government, and most importantly the American people, for the honor of 
appearing before you to testify on this extremely important subject. 

As you know, I am Bui Tin, a sixty-four year old former Senior Colonel in the 
Vietnamese Peoples Army. I was the former deputy editor of the Vietnamwe Com- 
munist Party's daily newspaper NHAN DAN and also the editor-in-chief of the 
SUNDAY NHAN DAN. j j 

Forty years ago, when I decided to devote myself to fight for independence and 
freedom for my country, I was then happy to join the Vietnamese Communist Party. 
Today, those who want to pursue this same goal should leave the party or, as in my 
case, be expelld by the party. My individual story was told in detail in my article 
® that appeared in the Sunday Washington Post in October 1991. 1 want the ^mmit- 
tee to know that I have not applied for political asylum, I have simply asked to pro- 
long my stay in France. Furthermore, I am determined that I will return home to 
work for democracy in Vietnam. I am very glad to be here, and let state ca^orical- 
ly, before the Senate Committee and all present that (1) there are not any MIA s or 
POW’s alive in Vietnam today, and (2) I call upon Americans to support full diplo- 
matic relations with Vietnam as soon as possible to encourage democratic reform. 

Although I was expelled from the party and I am now regarded as a traitor by my 
government, my position is the same with Hanoi government on these 2 issues. 
# However my motivation is far different, . , 

Regarding normalization, I believe that it will help to promote democracy in Viet- 
nam, it will also encourage a democratic movement from the people and the reform 
from the party. More importantly, normalization will create opportunity for our 
people, especially the Communist Vietnamese to learn about an America that is far 
different from the one that they knew during the war years. Only the hardliners 
and the stubborn security in Hanoi want to prevent the normalization with the 
USA 

^ The U.S. policy of isolation toward Vietnam will strengthen the hardliner position 

▼ and put them into the Chinese camp. The Chinese use of Vietnam card os [he dan- 

gerous threat to us all. and it will interfere with democratic development. Above all, 
it is against th^ aspiration of the Vietnamese people. 



466 


Regarding the MIA issue: l am a soldier for 37 years. .1 have experienced the pain 
and sadness of seeing my comrades disappear without any information about their 
tragic end. In Vietnam, there are 200,000 missing in action, and we have never 
found their remains. In my own family, 2 out of 5 are still missing. Being a soldier 
and also a member of an MIA family, I would like to take the opportunity to share 
the sadness and pain of the American POW and MIA families. One of the first ac- 
tions I did when I came to the U.S. was to visit the Vietnam Memorial and pay my 
respect and prayers for those young men. However, about this emotional issue,'!, be- 
lieve that Hanoi government wants to cooperate and are being honest enough. How- 
ever, because they have lied many times on many issues, this time they are not 
trusted regarding this issue. In reality, Vietnam is a closed society, people live by 
minors and speculations. Many in Vietnam still believe that once they found re- 
mains or gave information about alive Americans, they will get a visa to go to the 
U.S. or receive a one million dollar reward. A number of peasants go out everyday 
to dig at cemetery or anywhere they believe they can find MIA remains, with the 
hope that they would find American bones. One woman in the I)elta stored hun- 
dreds of bones in her house, but they turned down to be either animal bones or Vi- 
etnamese bones. People have provide fake information to America. Some even said 
that they know about alive Americans. But in reality, no one has told us they them- 
selves have seen with their own eyes or spoke with these Americans. During the 
war years, I was a full member of the Four Party Committee in Tan Son Nhat and 
also the spokesman of the North Vietnamese army. At that time, I had the right to 
read all the documents and the secret telegrams from the politburo on this issue. In 
addition, I had special authorization from the General Vo Nguyen Giap, then de- 
fuse minister to go to any camps, to meet with any officers, and tp interview any 
POW s and read their files. My rank, then Lieutenant Colonel, required the officers 
of the camps to consider me their boss. Therefore, they had to cooperate with me at 
all times. 

This is to say, the government or any leaders could not hide any information on 
MIA or POW from me. In 1964, by the instruction of chairman Ho Chi Minh, each 
province had its own flag in a campaign. On the flag, there are 2 numters: the 
number of all American planes shot down, and the number of all American cap- 
tured. And each prisoner and plane shot down must be re^rted to the Cue Dich 
Van-^the Center for Propaganda for Enemy, belonging to the Defense Ministry’s 
Political Department. The local unit of chief officer must send a report of every cap- 
tu^ prisoner to this center everyday, and total every week and month. Once a 
POW is put in jail, he then had his own file, in which detailed information was kept 
such as what he had to eat, if he was sick, what medicine he us^. The cadre had to 
report his behavior and thought process and I believe that the files are still in Viet- 
nam. 

About this issue, I can say that I know as well as any top leaders in Vietnam and 
in my opinion 1 state categorically that there is not any American prisoner alive in 
Vietnam. 

There is the only single case of Robert Garwood who lived freely in Hanoi and 
return^ to the U.S. Some people may argue that if there is one Garwood, there 
would be many Garwoods. And if there were some French left over after Dien Bien 
Phu m 1964, there would have to be some American left over after 1975. In my unit 
u 1 Japanese withdrew in 1945, there were 2 Japanese who volunteered to 
help Vietnamese resistance. All of them, Japanese and French deserters returned 
home later after their government ordered clemency. 

As a journalist, and a curious man who had much interest to this issue, if there 
were any American alive and willing to live in Vietnam, I would have known alMut 
them, and people would have speculated and spread rumors, I would have gone 
there and talkM to them and written an interesting article for my paper. I believe 
the Japanese and the Chinese could live with the Vietnamese but it is very hard for 
the American to do so, because of the visible appearance. 

Not only under oath, but more importantly, on my honor as an officer, I categori- 
cally state tlmt there is not any MIA or POW’s alive in Vietnam t^ay. As for Lao 
and Cambodia, I do not know the situation as well as in Vietnam. But I trust that 
the Laotian and Cambodian governments are not interested in keeping any Ameri- 
cans. 

I do know that some Cubans and Russians interrogated, some American prisoners 
and treated them badly. But I do not know any information about Russia and Cuba 
keeping Americans. 

I want to include as an attachment to this statement my 3 point proposal to the 
U.S. administration, the Congress and other organization concern with the issue to 
consider. Last week, for the purpose of reconciliation I gave my diary to the Penta- 
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gon, In this diary were all my personal notes of the conversations held in the Hanoi 
Hilton with about 150 POW's. 

The war is over 16 years for the Vietnamese and 18 years for the American and 
we have never ended the last chapter. Let us forget the past and work the future. 
Let us put aside our. own interests to work for the interest of our 2 people. Let the 2 
people embrace each other. 

1 want to end my statement by calling upon those in Vietnam, if they are honest 
to cooperate on this issue. They should open the door widely and welcome any dele- 
gations to enter Vietnam to search for the truth. To those in the USA who still be- 
lieve that VN still holds MIA and POW's work for quick normalization and go 
freely to Vietnam to search for the truth. 

Those who want to use this emotional issue for their own purpose either political 
or for their own benefit are criminal in front of the souls of the American and Viet- 
namese who died for the cause in which they believed. This is why 1 am here today. 

Thank you for your attention. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Colonel Bui Tin. That is a 
remarkable statement and, obviously, an important one in the con- 
text of what we are trying to do here today, but it is also ari impor- 
tant one historically. 

When did you leave Vietnam? When did you decide that you had 
to break with the government there? 

Mr. Tin. I left Vietnam last September. 

The Chairman. Last September? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

The Chairman. And is it not true 

Mr. Tin. 1990. 

The Chairman. And, Colonel, in 1975, -is it not true you are the 
person, who in the Presidential Palace in Saigon, received the sur- 
render of the government; of the fall of Vietnam? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. At that time, I am the highest ranking official. 

The Chairman. The highest ranking person who was in the 
south? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. Yes. 

The Chairman. Now, unfortunately, we are just at the point of 
another vote. I apologize for that. We are going to recess and come 
back and pick up the questioning. So we stand in recess for about 
10 minutes. 

[Recess.] 

The Chairman. The Hearing will come to order. 

I commented earlier on the historic aspects of Colonel Bui Tin 
being here. And in deference to that reality, I am going to yield my 
time, and I think colleagues will agree to yield, to Senator McCain 
to lead off. 

Senator McCain. I thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I appreciate 
the opportunity of seeing Colonel Bui Tin again. I was informed by 
him at ovir first meeting when he first came to the United States a 
short time ago that he had visited me a couple of times back many 
years ago, so it is very nice to see Colonel Bui Tin under different 
circumstances than our last, or previous meetings. 

Mr. Chairman, I won’t take a lot of time, because I would like to 
hear the questions from the other Members of the Committee. But 
I also agree with you. I think this statement is a very powerful and 
important one that, frankly, to some degree transcends the POW/ 
MIA issue. I think it is a statement for freedom and democracy for 
the Vietnamese people. It is a statement of unfulfilled promises of 
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the Vietnamese when they reunited their country of letting the Vi- 
etnamese people determine their own future themselves. 

And, frankly, it gives me some hope and optimism that freedom 
and democracy will come to that country for which I think a case 
can be made that the Vietnamese struggled for many centuries. 

So, Colonel, we welcome you. And I will not take too long, maybe 
with the second round. 

Colonel, how close was your relationship with those who were 
conducting the POW affairs; in other words, that had direct super- 
vision over the American POW's? 

The Chairman. Colonel, would you pull the microphone close, 
again, please? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. Yes. 

I am a journalist. And from 1963, I have the intention to write 
out one book on the prisoners of war, American prisoners of war, 
because it is very, very interesting for the public in Vietnam. And 
so, in 10 years, I have very close relationship with all four camps of 
prisoners around Hanoi. 

And I have, at that time, special authorization as deputy chief 
editor of the Sunday Nhan Dan, it’s the daily newspaper of the 
People’s Army. The officers of those four camps is Major. Myself at 
that time 1 was a Lieutenant Colonel. 

And also the department in charge of the POW is belonging to 
the Department for Political Affairs, in the Defense Ministry. 

Senator McCain. In other words, the party part of the army? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. Yes. - - 

And so I have a. very close' relation. And pluajhis department 
and the place of the newspaper is very near by. 'They are only some 
100 meters. I go every week at those camps and just visit the spe- 
cial department to collect the news on that. 

Senator McCain. Do you know of any effort or any plan or any 
proposal or any action that was either contemplated or carried out 
that would entail taking American POW’s and sending them to the 
Soviet Union or any other country? 

Mr. Tin. In my knowledge, there is some prisoner of war to be— 
was being interrogated in Hanoi by some Russian and Cuban. But 
not any to send abroad, to send in any— another country, to send in 
the Soviet Union. 

Senator McCain. Do you have any knowledge of any American 
who left 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator McCain. To go to another country? 

Mr. 'Tin. No. 

Senator McCain. You have no knowledge? 

Mr. 'Tin. No. 

Senator McCain. Do you believe that you would have known if 
any American prisoner was transferred to the Soviet Union or 
China or any other country? 

Mr. Tin. No. No any— not any American prisoner was transmit- 
ted abroad in another country. 

Senator McCain. My question is: Would you have known if it 
had taken place? 


Mr. Tin. I think that if any would be sent abroad, I would be al- 
lowed to know that, because I am very near by the red department, 
political department of the Defense Ministry. 

Mr. Reid. I didn’t understand that. 

The Chairman. 1 think he said that he thinks that he would 
have been in a position to know because he was very close to the 
political department that had responsibility for that. Is that accu- 
rate? 

Mr. Reid. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McCain. This may be slightly off the subject, but why 
did the Russians want to interrogate certain prisoners? 

Mr. Tin. It is very simple. It is very simple, because the Soviet 
was very interested in the new world, electronical world. And so I 
think that is very interested to know what is on the war— on the 
war, specially, in the electronical. 

Senator McCain. Well, this leads us to the B-52 involvement 
near the end of the war. Were the Russians interrogating those 
people that were captured at the end of the war? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 1 think this is so. 

&nator McCain. But, to your knowledge, there was never 
anyone who was kept apart because of any special qualifications 
that they had? 

Mr. Tin. I don’t know that. I don’t know that. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, the reason why I asked that 
question is because there were electronic warfare officers who were 
crew members of the B-52'8, for the record, and there is some ques- 
tion about the whereabouts of some of those who had that special 
skill. And that’s why I am pursuing this particular line with Colo- 
nel Bui Tin. 

The Chairman. I understand that. 

Senator McCain. But you have no reason to believe that these 
officers with special qualifications in electronic warfare were treat- 
ed any differently, except that they were interrogated by Russians? 

Mr. Long. Not only the Russian, but also the Vietnamese are 
very intent to know about this electronic knowledge. 

^nator McCain. I understand. But to have the Russians be so 
interested that they personally interrogated American POW’s I 
think is an important point. 

Mr. Tin. Yes, yes. 

Senator McCain. My time has nearly expired. If there were 
Americans who were kept prisoners in remote parts Vietnam or in 
Laos— 

Mr. Reid. Mr. Chairman, I would like to give my time to Senator 
McCain. 

The Chairman. We will give him extra time. 'There is no prob- 
lem with that. 

Senator McCain. If there were prisoners in, say, the Central 
Highlands or in Laos, is it possible that those POW’s could have 
been kept without the knowledge of your government, say by hill 
tribesmen, Hmong, others? 

Mr. Tin. I don’t think that, because the discipline in the army is 
very high at the war time. And also the kind of emulation between 
all of the provinces to shoot down American planes and to capture 
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American pilots. So all the news is directly, very quickly transmit- 
ted to the Defense Ministry, to the general staff. 

Senator McCain. This brings me to my next question. 

The Chairman. Colonel, could you bring the mike down a little 
lower. It is very good when you get close to it, We can hear better. 
Thank you. 

Mr. Tin. And in the remote jungle area, I think that there are 
many American pilots who parachute in this area. But they are 
very, very difficult to search that, because on my knowledge, about 
10 years ago there was one helicopter, military helicopters of Viet- 
nam, who is excellent in the sky in the southern Lao, there 10— 
about 10 military men on it. And of this 10 military men, there 
about 5 Russian officials and the— They met to search, but not— 
they not find any trace, any sign, of helicopters or any man of 
those. 

Senator McCain. You brought with you when you came from 
Paris some documents which were given to the Pentagon which 
you think can help us resolve this issue; is that correct? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator McCain. And this Committee will receive copies of that; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. I have--I have with me— I have with me one book 
I have written and printed in 1975 in Hanoi by the publishing 
house of the army on the pilots in the Hilton Hanoi. And also I 
have with me about 12 note, special notes, that I have written out 
when I interviewed American ^ots in Hilton Hotel Hanoi. 

Senator McCain. And those will be turned over to the Commit- 
tee; is that correct? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

The Chairman. Senator, the Pentagon is translating those cur- 
rently and they will be made fully available to the Committee. 

Senator McCain. Good. And I would suggest, Mr. Chairman — in 
fact I know it is redundant for me to say, that we will make these 
documents available to the interested parties as rapidly as possible. 

The Chairman. Absolutely. 

Senator McCain. I want to assure our friends who are here. 

But isn't it also true, Colonel Bui Tin, that there is a lot of infor- 
mation that the Vietnamese government still has in the form of 
documents from the provinces, documents by the Army units, anti- 
aircraft units, documents that the Vietnamese air force has that 
they could provide us, the United States, with which could help us 
resolve this issue? Isn’t it true that the Vietnamese government 
still has very important documents in archives that they have not 
provided us with that they should provide us with if they are going 
to cooperate? Is that a true statement? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. I have suggested a three i»int proposal. 'The firstly 
is to allow missions, Americans in this mission, to go anywhere to 
meet with everyone in search of especially 62 case, it’s expensive to 
reach a conclusion for each case. And, secondly, I propose that the 
Vietnamese government allow the American side to be in touch 
with the archive of the Defense Ministry, the archive of the De- 
partment of Political Affmrs, the archive of the Department in 
charge of the POW, Cue Dich Van, and the file also of many mili- 
tary hospitals and many provinces, because now, after the war. 
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each province have issue, written out, one history on the— against 
the American war, history, each history, very concrete history, and 
so including many pictures. And so I think that is very helpful. 
And, in plus, I ask that the Vietnamese side allow American side 
to be in touch, in contact, with several Colonels in charge of the 
Cue Dich Van, in charge of those camps of prisoners and also many 
translators at that time, because each camp, there are a translator. 
And these translator know very, very well each case: When they 
arrive, what is the state of— his is representative of where, when is 
his— he declare and so on. And once those Colonels will be contact- 
ed by American side. ^ 

The third point is, that by the means of media, mass media, in 
Vietnam, by example, by television, by radio, by newspaper, to 
make clear to the public in all of the country that to propose our 
people in search of the news about American lives and especially 
on American remains. Because in my knowledge there are several 
peasants who collect the remains of Americans, but they don't 
meet with the government, because they was afraid that reward 
coming from American is not give him all. So-^ — 

The Chairman. They are afraid that the reward would not be 
given to them. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

The Chairman. They think there is a reward that would be 
coming. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. Yes. But all know that. And so I think that there 
are some original malice at the time of war, theyjva^to brought 
some American died in somewhere, they can remain in search of 
those remains. 

Senator McCain. I thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just a comment. I 
think that Colonel Bui Tin’s suggestions should be passed on to the 
Vietnamese government and I think it would be very interesting to 
see their response, because if they do agree to his conditions, I 
think it would go along way. 

Colonel Bui Tin, I am not looking forward to meeting some of 
those people that need to be interviewed. In fact, I think I will de- 
cline. But I certainly understand why they should be. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the very great indulgence that 
you and the rest of the Committee have shown now. I could make 
one more comment, because I understand you may have to leave in 
a couple of minutes. 

We are not done with the first 3 days of hearings, but, in my 
view— in my view, Mr. Chairman, we have gotten off to a very goal 
beginning. I think it has been balanced. I think the staff is to be 
congratulated. I think you and Senator Smith are to be congratu- 
late. And, obviously, we have a long way to go. That’s why we are 
in business for a year. But I think we have made a very, very good 
beginning. I know that I speak for a lot of people in expressing my 
appreciation to you and Senator Smith. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator McCain. I appre- 
ciate that, and I know Senator Smith does. 

I want to thank all of my colleagues. I think the attendance and 
the interest has been superb. And I think it has been an important 
part of helping us get off on the right foot. 
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Colonel, I do have to run to a meeting shortly and Senator Smith 
will Chair in my absence. I will be back before the end. 

Were there some Americans who stayed behind after their serv- 
ice, or after the war, for a period of time? 

Mr. Tin. To my knowledge, after the Japanese war, there were 
several Japanese willingly to stay in Vietnam, two, there is in- 
structor trainer, they train in militaries. And, after the French 
War, there are some member of the French Communist Party, the 
deserters, to remain, and especially they are working in the service 
of propaganda for the enemy rank, and remain. And it is after ^ 
1960, they back in France. There are some American also. 

But, in this war, I think that there are no American alive 
remain after 1973. 

The Chairman. When you say no live Americans remained, 
could there have been some Americans— We have talked and you 
told me that there were some deserters living in the Saigon area - 
around Tan San Nhat; is that accurate? ^ 

Mr. Tin. Yes, because— before 1973, before the Paris Agreement. 

The Chairman. Before the Paris Agreements? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. I think about there are several deserters who is 
around Tan San Nhat air base who has Vietnamese wife there. But 
not after 1973. 

The Chairman. After 1973, you say they left Vietnam? * 

Mr. Tin. Yes, they left. 

The Chairman. What a^ut the Bob Garwood case, you say there 
were no Americans living, they left, and yet Bob Garwood was 
there until 1979? 

Mr. Tin. I don’t know where is this case specially. But I have 
some rumor that all of the people in Da Nang know very much the 
case of Garwood from 1977 to— 1977 and 1978. § 

Mr. Reid. I didn't understand that. 

'The Chairman. What he said was, he didn’t know the case very 
well, but that he heard rumors that all of the people in Da Nang 
knew of the existence of Bob Garwood, certainly in the period of 
1977 to 1979. Is that fair? 

Mr. ’Tin. Yes. Yes. 

The Chairman. Now, if you didn’t know about Bob Garwood # 

Mr. 'Tin. No. 

'The Chairman, —why is it not possible that you might not have 
known about some other Bob Garwood? 

Mr. Tin. I think at long time certainly they don’t think this se- 
cretly, the appearance of American in any— in any place. The con- 
tact is a mystery for a short time, for some month only or some— 

But so long, you see, now it is after about now— 18 years after the • 
Paris Agreement. 

The Chairman. What you are saying is that it is hard to keep a 
secret, that if there were another Bob Garwood, people would 
know; is that what you are saying? 

Mr. Tin. This is right. 

The Chairman. If you didn’t know about Bob Garwood from 1973 
until 1979 • 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 
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The Chairman, —could there not have been another Bob Gar- 
wood during 1973 to 1979 that you didn't know about? I mean, it is 

• possible; isn’t it? 

Mr. Tin. I don’t think that, because the problem of the POW and 
MIA in the last 10 years become a very important — important 
issue. Before, no people is interested in that. 

The Chairman. What if somebody had decided they wanted to 
stay, I mean, what if they felt their country had left them because 
they were declared dead in 1973 and they chose to live there and 

• said we don’t want you to tell America about us because we don't 
want to be tried as a deserter or hassled or whatever; could that 
have happened? 

Mr. 'Tin, I. think that is not— It is not true. 

The Chairman. Whv? 

Mr. 'Tin. Not possible. 

The Chairman. Why is that not possible? 

(i Mr. 'Tin. Because, in Vietnam now the rumors of the foreign, es- 
pecially an American alive, certainly spread very, very quickly. It 
don’t take secretly. 

The Chairman. So you are saying that an American could not 
easily live in Vietnam today without everybody knowing it; is that 
what you are sajdng? 

Mr. ’Tin. Yes, it is true. Because the communication now is very 

^ spread and very quickly. People travel in the country, many— there 
is many reporter, many newspaper. And if there is a suggestion of 
one American, a very big noise, a very, very big noise in the coun- 
try. - 

- The Chairman. Let me yield to Senator Smith who will Chair 
now for a period and I will return. I have some more questions. 

Senator Smith [presiding]. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

^ I am going to yield my time for the moment to Senator Brown 
because I know that he has to leave in a few minutes. So, Senator 
Brown. 

Senator Brown. Colonel, I was hoping that you might share 
some of your background with us, your ^ucation and where you 
got your commission and your training. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. From a childhood, I attend French lycee in Hoa. 

^ Mr. Long, French college. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. In French college, in Hoa. And I have received a 
baccalaureate in Hoa. 

Mr. Long. That’s a high school degree. 

Mr. Tin. A high school degree. And, after that, I enter in the 
army immediately after the Japanese coup 

Mr. Long. 'The Japanese special coup that took over from the 

^ French. 

® Mr. Tin. The French. In March 1945. And after I attend Viet 
Minh organization. It’s a secret organization of Viet Minh for the 
independence. And after I attend, the August is the revolution. 
And I enter in the army, in the People's Army, in September of 
1945. 

And, after that, 1 was in the army until— until 1982. 1 moved to 
the Nhan Dan newspaper, daily. 

• Senator Brown. You grew up in the Hoa Phu Binh area? 

Mr. Tin. I grew up in Hoa, and after in Hanoi. 
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Senator Brown. And you went to high school, you got a high 
school degree in Hoa? 

Mr. Tin. Yes, high school decree. f 

Senator Brown. You mentioned that there were some French 
that stayed behind after Dien Bieh Phu. 

Mr. Tin, Yes. Yes. Some French remain after Dien Bien Phu. 

Senator Brown. Were any of them held against their will that 
you know of? 

Mr. Tin. None. 

Senator Brown. So the only ones that you know of — / 

Mr. Tin. I think one, yes, on the agreement, it said for volunteer. 

Senator Brown. Basically Marxist who were there for philosophi- 
cal reasons. 

Mr. Tin. Yes, from political reason. 

Senator Brown. I noticed you were in the military 

Mr. Tin. Excuse me. Most of them have adopted the name— the 
surname of Ho Chi Minh. For example, the case of Ho Chi Phan, ^ 
Ho Ghi. He is originally German, originally. But he adopted the 
new name of Ho Chi Minh. 

Senator Brown. The background that we have seen on you indi- 
cates that you were an officer in the army that went into Cambo- 
dia. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

^nator Brown. In that period, do you remember hearing any- 
thing about American POW^s, Americans in Cambodia or Laos? ' 

Mr. Tin. I enter in Cambodia just the 7 of January 1979, and so 
on_the first day, I aiii in the royal palace at noon of this day. And I 
never— and F remained there more than 3 years, more than 3 
years. And I realized that any, any news of any American prisoner 
who are in Cambodia. 

Senator Brown. The article I read on you also indicated that you 
were involved in planning for the movement of troops from North 
Vietnam to South Vietnam in 1964. Can you tell us anything about 
that? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. This is after the assassination of President Kenne- 
dy, and after the death of President Ngo Dinh Diem and his broth- 
er, I am sending to the South to— a special team to investigate on 
the spot on how the situation had changed in that time, and to 
plan the enter of great military units from the North to the South. ^ 

I have men in the streets for more than 1 year in the highlands, in 
the provinces of Ban Teung, Quang Nghe, and many other prov- 
inces. 

Senator Brown. So you personally went to the South to help 
plan 

Mr. Tin. No. 

Senator Brow. No. / , 

Mr. Tin. It is a team, a team. A team of about more than 10 
Colonels, of high ranking Colonels. 

Senator Brown. Of the troops that went to the South, what 
route did they take? 

Mr. Tin. I have all of these— Ho Chi Minh Trail. 

Senator Brown. In Laos? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. We go by car from Hanoi to Vinh Linh, to nearby > I 
demilitarized zone, demilitarized zone, on April 17, and after that 
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by walking, and walking about 1 month, arrive at the Highlands. 
And after I have two through the— Route 1. 

Senator Brown. This period, 1964, 1965, and 1966 was when I 
had a chance to visit your old home area in the northern part of 
South Vietnam, the Da Nang area or the area we called I Corp. At 
that time many in the U.S. were convinced that no troops, no per- 
sonnel from the north ever moved to the South. 

Mr. Tin. I always say that Vietnamese soldiers has fighting on 
our own soil. 

Senator Brown. On the prisoners that might have been captured 
by Vietnamese troops located in Cambodia or Laos or South Viet- 
nam, was there a policy that they be brought to Hanoi, or were 
they held at various spots? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. I think that on Laos — on Laos, they consider that 
there are many of American plane that was shoot down, hit on the 
sky of Vietnam, but many parachute on Laos. You see? 

Senator Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Tin. They hit on the sky of Vietnam and after they para- 
chute in Laos. In that case, the Laos would render those pilots to 
Vietnam side. I think that is some case in Xam Nua and in some 
province from nearby Vietnam. 

Senator Brown. So the policy was to bring them to Hanoi? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Brown. Not leave them in Laos? 

_ Mr. Tin. 'N o, no. 

^nator Brown.- The reporfe we have, then, of detention camps, 
prison camps in Laos, I assume they must-have been temporary? 

Mr. Tin. I don't hear about that. But I think that is temporary, I 
think this is. Because if they hit the— the plane was hit in Viet- 
nam, a good chance that he has parachuted in Laos, the Lao ran 
this to Vietnam. 

Mr. Reid. What about one that is hit over Laos; where did they 
stay? 

^nator Brown. The pilots or navigators that might have come 
down in Laos, would they have been returned to Hanoi as well? 

Mr. Tin. I think that, no. It is according to the Laos— belong to 
the Laos. 

Senator Brown. They may have stayed in Laos? 

Mr. Tin. Yes, that's right. 

Senator Brown. You mentioned the publicity or the awareness 
of the POW issue in this last decade in Vietnam. 

Mr. 'Tin. Yes. 

Senator Brown. Is there an awareness of the reward that is of- 
fered for returning live POW's? Have you heard of that? 

Mr. Tin. No. It is not they mention— they don't mention the 
figure of reward. And there are many speculation about one mil- 
lions of dollars each case. But we don't mention any figure on the 
mass media. So I propose that should be made public, the reward 
for each case. It is encourage people to be in search of this case. 

Senator Brown. Colonel, we all very much appreciate your 
coming to testify today. 

Mr. 'Tin. Thank you. 
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Senator Brown. The years since the war have been ones that 
have been difficult for Americans. But we are enriched with many 
Vietnamese who came as refugees to this country. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Brown. They are some of our brightest and hardest 
working citizens. We are glad you have come. I yield back, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Senator Brown. I am going to take a 
2-minute recess here while the stenographers change over. 

[Recess] 

Senator Smith. We will reconvene here. Colonel Tin, excuse me 
for the interruption. 

Senator Kassebaum, you are next. 

Senator Kassebaum. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Tin, I think Senator McCain emphasized again the im- 
portant parts of your testimony, where you commented on what 
steps you would like to see the Vietnamese Government take to 
allow access, really free access everywhere. 

I would like to just ask you how forthcoming do you believe the 
Vietnamese Government would be today to the suggestion you 
have made and that Senator McCain had reiterated would be quite 
an enormous step forward? 

Mr. Tin. I think that they are in the situation when they are 
more or less pushed into the — to cooperate with us. 

Senator K^sebaum. So you believe that they would be forthcom- 
ing in allowing unimpeded access to files? 

Mr. Tin. I think that now there are new leaders. They’re not 
wing sort of ti^ down by old errors and that they are looking for 
help from the different a^ncies of the American Government. So I 
think they would have a more cooperating attitude. 

Senator Kassebaum. You had great Imowledge, of course, of the 
documents and the archives, and you made, I thought, an interest- 
ing comment about how the discipline was very high and, there- 
fore, very accurate records were kept. Is that correct? 

Mr. Tin. Yes, they’re very disciplined. 

Senator Kammaum. I wonder if you could comment at this point 
on what condition these records are in now in the archives, and 
when was the last time that you saw them? 

Mr. ’Tin. These archives are very well kept by the Defense De- 
partment. 

Senator Kassebaum. These records are all very much intact? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Kassebaum. From the various camps, are they all part 
of a central system of records? 

Mr. ’Tin. I think that after the camps are being dissolved and no 
more cmps, most of these — all of these documents are being sent 
to the Center for Enemy Propaganda. That although they don’t 
have computers, they are being very well kept in files. 

Senator Kassebaum. Th^k you. You mentioned in your testimo- 
ny that as far as Cambodia and Laos, you do not know the situa- 
tion there. I just would like to ask you as someone who was very 
involved in the negotiations regarding the prisoners— in the book, 
Ki^ the Boys Goodbye, you were mentioned there— insisting in 
this account that the United States must deal for prisoners held in 
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Laos with the Pathet Lao. And that, "We clearly reiterate our posi- 
tion that the question of persons captured in Laos is within the 
sovereign power of Laos and beyond the competence of the four- 
part Joint Military Commission.’’ 

Then it goes on to say, "Despite evidence to the contrarj^. Secre- 
tary Kissinger said he had been told there were no POW’s in Cam- 
bodia.’’ I guess, Colonel Bui Tin, what I would like to ask you is, as 
someone who was very involved at that point, and a former 
member of the government, what do you believe is the level of in- 
fluence today of the Vietnamese Government on the Lao/Cambodi- 
an Governments? 

Is there an opportunity to explore further with them what the 
situation is? Because obviously this is where it seems to me there 
has been a real bottleneck as well and we have been unable to in 
any way establish the same relationship as we have with the Viet- 
namese Government. 

Mr. Tin. Some time ago it’s easier for the Vietnamese to talk to 
these two governments. As in Cambodia, we have a whole system 
of experts overseeing most of the— all of the ministries and the 
agencies. For the last 4 years, they have all withdrawn. In Laos, 
the army has withdrawn a long time ago, and recently all the ex- 
perts are gone, too. They have followed a very different path from 
the Vietnamese. 

However, in Cambodia the Hun Sen Government is still very 
sympathetic to the Vietnamese Government. However, at this time, 
it is very true that they are very independent of the Vietnamese. 
Recently they even changed the name of the party and they say 
nothing any more about socialism. And the influence of Hanoi over 
Phnom Penh is day by day lessened. 

Senator Kassebaum. I guess Colonel, you are saying that at this 
juncture you would believe the Vietnamese Government does not 
have much leverage either with the Lao or Cambodian Govern- 
ments to be more forthcoming, regarding the prisoner war missing 
in action issue. 

Mr. 'Tin. It is true. 

Senator Kassebaum. ’Thank you. Thank you very much. 

Senator Smith. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

You talked about the pilots that were shot down over the skies of 
Vietnam, but the pilots would bail out in Laos. They would be 
taken to Hanoi. Is that right? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Reid. Prisoners that were shot down over the skies of 
Laos and parachuted or crashed-landed into Laos and were still 
aUve, did they stay in Laos? 

Mr. Tin. I am not very sure about that. 

Senator Reid. 'The reason that I asked the question is, one of the 
real accounting problems we have is that we have a large number 
of pilots shot down over Laos that we cannot account for. 

Mr. 'Tin. I think one of the very hard cores is, as I mentioned 
about this helicopter that was brought down and there were people 
Russian in there who have never been found, because the forest is 
very, very dense. In 60 meters, you hardly can see each other. 

^nator Reid. When did you leave Vietnam? 
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Mr. Tin. Last year in September. 

Senator Reid. In your statement that you gave, you indicate that 
the local unit or chief officer must send a report of every captured 
prisoner to the center every day and the total every week and 
every month to the Center for Propaganda for Enemy belonging to 
the Defense Organization. In short, you have said that for every 
prisoner of war, there were very complex, detailed records kept for 
each prisoner. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Reid. Whether he was sick, how much food they ate. 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Reid. Those records, I would assume, are still someplace 
in Vietnam. Is that right? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. I think that. 

Senator Reid. Where would they be? 

Mr. Tin. In the Defense Ministry, in the— Department for Politi- 
cal Affairs and in the special department in charge of the prisoners 
of war and also on different province, because they have draft, and 
now they have written out, each province, their own history. 

Senator Reid. Yes. So in addition to the records kept on the indi- 
vidual prisoners after the conflict was over, the different provinces 
were ordered to prepare a history. So we have the history, plus the 
individual record of person that was captured. Is that true? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator Reid. So those should be available someplace. 

I know that your statement is that you want us to try to get 
things moving sdong as quickly as possible, but General Vessey said 
that he was told that a lot of these records had been eaten by ter- 
mites. 

Mr. Tin. I think that at least the people will still remember, be- 
cause each prisoner is a historical event in the mind of the people. 

Senator Reid. But what I wanted are the written records, and 
does he think that they have been eaten by termites? 

Mr. Tin. It’s possible, in certain places. 

Senator Reid. How would you define your responsibilities after 
you got out of the army? You ran a newspaper, is that right? 

Mr. Tin. I’m a deputy editor of the party's newspaper. 

Senator Reid. Would it be fair to state, using an overworked 
term, that you were a propagandist for the party? 

Mr. ’Tin. All the party’s newspaper are obviously considered as a 
propaganda organ. 

Senator Reid. I have no further questions. 

Senator Kassebaum. Mr. Chairman, if I may just ask a question 
regarding Senator Reid’s asking about the condition of the records. 
I am sorry. I thought I understood— and I asked about the condi- 
tion of those records — that you stated they were in good condition. 
Did I not hear that? 

Mr. 'Tin. I think at least in the Defense Ministry it should be, 
while in the provinces at the different localities, nobody can say 
what are their conditions. I know that they are very serious of 
keeping records so they can write the provincial history. 

Senator Kassebaum. I guess, to follow on for just a moment, I 
thought also you had said those provincial— the records from the 
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provinces and the camps as they were closed had gone into the cen- 
tral archives. 

# • Mr. Tin. In the provinces it is not very sure that all are being 

sent. 

Senator Kassebaum. I see. 

Mr. Tin. In the camps, yes, but in the provinces, no. 

Senator Kassebaum. Thank you. 

Senator McCain. Just a follow up to that. Colonel. In other 
words, all records are not centralized at the Ministry of Defense? 

A # Mr. Tin. I think that each camp has to return the documents to 
the initiating agency, for example. Oh— I’m sorry. The camp must 
return the localities where the prisoner has been held, to return 
these houses, physical facilities, to the old agency that they took 
over to turn into a prisoner ctunp. Then the documents concerning 
the prisoner of wars were being sent to the Enemy Propaganda 
Center, because they are conscious that the issue of American pris- 

A d oners of war are ve^ important issues. 

Senator McCain. Let me make a stab at it, can I, Mr. Chairman? 

There are records that were kept in Hanoi which are very accu- 
rate and, you believe, undamaged. Is that true? 

Mr. Tin. That’s very possible. 

Senator McCain. 'I^ere are other records which, for one reason 
or another, were kept in the provinces, which you cannot assure 

A 0 the Committee are in good condition? 

* Mr. Tin. Even in the provinces, sometime there’s 1 or 2, or 
maybe 10 prisoners, and these are being very— considered impor- 

' tant issues, so it’s possible that they still keep certain documents. 

Senator McCain. But you believe that there is a great deal of 
evidence and records that are kept in Hanoi and in the provinces 
that can help us resolve this issue? 

^ A Mr. Tin. Yes, certainly. 

^ ^ Senator Smith. Colonel, if there was one person today in Viet- 
nam who could give us the most information on the records that 
you speak of, who would it be? 

Mr. Tin. 'Two translators, interpreters from the Center for 
Enemy Propaganda, and Mr. Nguyen Minh Y, presently of the 
rank of Major. Mr. Y knows Senator McCain venr well. Mr. 
A McCain while in the camp has a Vietnamese name, Mr. Cai. Each 

• ^ American prisoner of war has a Vietnamese name. The second 

person is Mr. Dung, who is also an interpreter. He is no longer in 
the army. He is working at the Ho Chi Minh City in the foreign 
affairs. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. Senator Grassley, I will turn to you 
in just a moment. 1 had not had a round here, so I want to just ask 
^ a few questions. 

# ▼ In your statement. Colonel, you indicated that you are now re- 

garded as a traitor by your government— former government. 

Mr. 'Tin. Yes. By the government, but many people in the gov- 
ernment do not regard me as such. 

Senator Smith. Do vou consider yourself a defector? 

Mr. Tin. No. Very few people think that way too, with me. 

^ Senator Smith. You were a hero in Vietnam, 37 years in the 

♦ • army. You led the tanks into Saigon. What about your family? 

What has happened to your family now in Vietnam? Where are 
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they? I mean, you do not have to tell me if it is a secret, but are 

they safe? . • , 

Mr. Tin. It is very, very harassed. My wife has in many times 
asked to come and questioned whether she received any letter from 
me. And. she is still a party member, and the party has given her 
an order that she and all the children should not have any commu- 
nication by letters with me. i j 

My daughter is a doctor, and ophthalmologist in the central med- 
ical center. She is 34 years of age this year. She is in a surgical 
ophthalmology center. She has been fired. Now she is selling glass- • i 

es in the hospital. j c u i 

My son-in-law has received a grant from the Harvard ^chool. 

Harvard University, but is not allowed to exit the country. All my 
friends have been— have been received— ordered not to write to me. I 

Senator Smith. Just one follow-up question on that point and I 
will move to another subject . Your family is being housed by the 
government-are they being housed by the Vietnamese Govern- 

"^Mr. Tin. It’s a rented house that we rented from the government. 

Senator Smith. Ckilonel, I would like to go back to a couple of the 
areas that Senator McCain touched on, regarding your statement 
about interrogation of POW’s by the Soviets. I ain not asking you 
to list names. Please do not if you know, but we will get that later. 

But do you know first-hand, or second-hand knowledp names of 
American POW’s who were interrogated by the Soviets? Do not 
mention the names if you know them. / , , , , - 

Mr. Tin. I don’t, know: I only know those who have knowledge ot 
electronics. 

Senator Smith. Excuse me? 

Mr. Tin. Electronics. The prisoners of war who had an expertise 

in electronics would be interrogated by the Russians. 0\ 

Senator Smith. Do you know first-hand— do you have first-hand 
knowledge or hearsay knowledge of names of those American 
POW’s who were interrogated by the Russians? | 

Mr. Tin. No. i 

Senator Smith. None at all? 

Mr. Tin. None at all. I 

Senator Smith. Do you have any idea when they were mterrogat- m 
ed*? 

Mr. 'Tin. I think it’s about December 1972, concerning the B-52. 

^nator Smith. Did you ever speak directly to those POW’s after 
they were interrogated by the Soviets? 

Mr. 'Tin. No. . , u o 

Senator Smith. Do you know where we might get the names.' 

Again, you do not have to mention the name if, in fact, there is 
some reason for not doing it. You can give it to us in executive ses- 
sion, But do you know the name of any individual or individuals in 
Vietnam today who would know the names of the American POW s 
who were interrogated by the Soviets? 

Mr. Tin. Possibly in the defense intelligence section. 

Senator Smith. During the war, when a prisoner was captured by 
either the North Vietnamese or the Pathet Lao, can you describe 
for me the relationship between the two of you in terms of that 
prisoner? Say the Pathet Lao took a prisoner; you wanted that pris- 
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oner to be sent back to Hanoi. Was that done willingly by the 
Pathet Lao, or did you have to extract the prisoner? 

# Mr. Tin. 'The army in Laos is very disciplined. They would do 
that, and friendship between the two nations are good. And they 
are willing to send them back. 

Senator Smith. At about the time of the peace accords, you 
stated and it was quoted in some papers: “We are insisting that the 
withdrawal of U.S. troops and the release of prisoners take place to 
no relation to the POW’s held by the Pathet Lao, said Bui Tin, 

# chief spokesman for the North Vietnamese delegation.” That was 
during the time, 1973, at the time that the accords were being 
signed, ^en you said no relation to the POW’s held by the Pathet 
Lao, when you made that statement, did you have direct knowledge 
of POW’s held by the Pathet Lao? 

Mr. Tin. I had no knowledge at that time of any POW’s in Laos. 
It is according to the idea of General Le Wan Hoa who asked me to 

f prepare such a statement. I was answering the questions. 

Senator Smith. So General Hoa instructed you to make that 
statement? 

Mr. 'Tin. Yes. 

Senator Smith. I will yield at this time, Mr, Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator. 

Colonel, again, could you maybe come close to the microphone. 

# When did you go to Paris to be part of the discussions? 

Mr. Tin. Was that the discussion during the Paris conference? I 
have been never in Paris. 

'The Chairman. So, in 1973, 1 am sorry, J thought there was a 
period there you were.-Only at the Camp David talfe? 

Mr. 'Tin. Yes. David Camp. 

The Chairman. So that was the only period you were in discus- 

A sions. 

■ Mr. 'Tin. I was at Tan San Nhut. 

The Chairman. But in 1973, you were a combatant in the south, 
correct? 

Mr. Tin. I come to Tan San Nhut from Hanoi. 

The Chairman. In what year? 

Mr. 'Tin. Immediately after the signing of the Paris accords. 

^ The Chairman, In 1973? 

^ Mr. Tin. Yes. 

Senator McCain. He was part of the team involved in the ex- 
change of POW’s and the North Vietnamese came to Tan San 
Nhut. 

'The Chairman. For what period of time were you in Hanoi prior 
to that, before you came down to Tan San Nhut? 

^ Mr. Tin. All of 1972 1 was in Hanoi. 

▼ The Chairman. All of 1972? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

The Chairman. And part of 1973? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

'The Chairman. And after going to Tan San Nhut, did you return 
to Hanoi? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. 

# The Chairman. So there was a continuum of your presence in 
Hanoi, during that period? 
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Mr. Tin. Yes. , , , . 

The Chairman. And thfit is the period you say you had access to 
the records and the record keeping about POW’s. Is that correct. 
Mr. Tin. Yes. . ^ ^ • 

The Chairman. Now, during that period of time after the signing 
of the accords, the bombing of Cambodia continued and the flights 
over Laos continued. Correct? And what happened to the people 
who were shot down during that period of time? 

Mr. Tin. 1 have not heard of it. 

The Chairman. You do not know? 

Mr. Tin. No. 

The Chairman. You do not know if anyone was lost? 

Mr. Tin. I only know about the activities of the American air 
force through Newsweek and other newspapers. 

The Chairman. But there was a secret war that continued after 
the 1973 signing of the accords. Correct? 

Mr. Tin. I know about that. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether or not any American pris- 
oners were taken during that secret war? 

Mr. Tin. I never heard of anybody. 

The Chairman. You never heard about it? 

Mr. Tin. No. , , , 

The Chairman. Does that mean that you do not know, or does 
that mean you never had occasion to see anything? Can you be 
more explicit? 

Mr. Tin. I have not seen, nor have I known. 

The Chairman. During the war, the Soviets had some people in 
Laos. Is that correct? 

Mr. Tin. Would you repeat? 

The Chairman. During the war, 1971, 1970, 1969, 1972, the Sovi- 
ets had some people in Laos, did they not? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. A number of experts. Yes. 

The Chairman. There were prisoner of war camps in Laos, were 
there not? 

Mr. Tin. Not after 1973. 1 don't know if there was anything after 
1973. „ , , 

The Chairman. Prior to 1973, regular forces of the Peoples 
Army of Vietnam were in Laos. Correct? 

Mr. Tin. Correct. 

The Chairman. Those forces of the People's Army of Vietnam 
controlled the camps in Laos, did they not? 

Mr. Tin. I don't think so and most of the work they did is to 
build roads in northern Laos and along the Ho Chi Minh trail. 

'The Chairman. But the point I am getting at is that the Soviet 
^ personnel who were in Laos conducted some interrogation of people 
who were captured in Laos, did they not? 

Mr. 'Dn. I have not heard such a story. 

The Chairman. Is it possible that they did? Is it possible that the 
Soviet special personnel were involved in interrogating some of the 
electronic surveillance flights that were shot down? 

Mr. Tin. I'm not very sure, but it’s possible. 

The Chairman. What happened to those Americans captured in 
Laos who were turned over to the People’s Army in Laos? 
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Mr. Tin. I don’t think so. If they did they would have bring them 

^^The CHAmMAN. Those were the instructions within the military? 
Mr Tin Yes. I believe those are the instructions. 

The Chairman, Are there documents that show those orders and 

^^Mr, Tin. I understand there is, but I don’t know' where there is 

any instructions. ... . e 

The Chairman. Well, are there written documents of these 

orders? 

Mr. Tin. No. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. You do not know? 

T^le Chairman. Would there be any records that you know are 
available in Vietnam now that would indicate the standing orders/ 
Mr. Tin. It’s possible they exist in the archives, but its not di- 
rectly to my knowledge. , 

The Chairman. So you do not know. You have not seen them, 
you cannot say where they are, or even if they exist? 

Mr. Tin. No. 

The Chairman. You do not know? 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you heard of the^^r are you familiar with 
what is known as the 101st International Liaison Group that cap- 
tured people in Laos? . , . , , * , o 

Mr. Tin. No. Whose group is that, belong to who? 

The Chairman. The 101st International Liaison Group. 

Mr. Tin. I have heard very vaguely of that. There is some land ot 
a organization, but I'm not very sure of such news. 

The Chairman. When did you hear of it? 

Mr. Tin. Recently, about 4 or 5 years ago. 

The Chairman. And what did you hear about It/ , 

Mr Tin A number of sooalled heroes who wants to go Thailand, 
from 'Thailand to go into Laos and try to organize a search to make 
themselves known, that is what I heard about it. 

I’m not sure that these are very reliable stones. 

The Chairman. I did not understand what that was, heroes/ 

Mr 'hN. Rambw, if you will, Rambos. 'Thats another transla- 
tion. The direct translation is people who want to call themselves 
heroes, who want to go from 'Thailand into Laos to make them- 
selves a big name. 

The Chairman. To do what? 

Mr. Tin. To search for the missing m action. 

'The Chairman. You do not have a Vietnamese translation tor 
Rambo? 

The^HAiRMAN^ Sylvester Stallone will be very upset to hear 

^^The^AiRMAN. Coming back to the issu^e of Bob Garwood and 
the possibility of others being there in 1975 when the government 
of the south fell. You were in Saigon, correct? 

Mr. Tin. Correct. , , 

The Chairman. There was considerable disorganization national- 
ly, is that not right? 
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Mr. Tin. Yes. 

The Chairman. And there were not really good communications 
in all parts of the country. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Tin. Is it between North and South Vietnam? 

The Chairman. Well, between all of the provinces and the cen- 
tral government. 

Mr. Tin. I think it was only a few weeks, but after that it’s all 
reestablished. 

The Chairman. It was reestablished? 

Mr. Tin. We can even telephone from the central government to 
the district government. 

The Chairman. Now when I was in Vietnam recently and talked 
with the General Secretary and the Foreign Minister, they indicat- 
ed that after the government fell in the south there were some for- 
eigners still there who were placed in camps, who were held. I 
think foreign journalists, perhaps some other foreigners. 

Mr. Tin. I understand there are some foreign people, but I don’t 
think they were placed in camps. I don’t believe they are in prison- 
ers’ camps. 'There was a French general who has been sent out of 
the country. He has been extradited, but he has never been arrest- 
ed. A number of American journalists. I met quite a number of 
camera people and American journalists. A few, a short time later 
they leave Vietnam. 

The Chairman. Well, that is in fact what was indicated to me, 
that they subsequently left. But the question is could there have 
been any Americans who chose to live there at that point in time? 

Mr. THf. I have no news from them and I don't believe-they are. 
I am a reporter and I’m very inquisitive, very curious to go into the 
new provinces to look for news, to find intelligence. And I never 
heard of those Americans. 

The Chairman. Did you immediately travel to any of the prov- 
inces after the fall of the government? 

Mr. 'Tin. Yes. I went to Metok and Hatchien and Chodel and 
Tienin, all over the provinces. 

The Chairman. And you never heard anything of any American 
who was being held anywhere? 

Mr. Tin. No. I never heard of any news at all. 

The Chairman. Senator Grassley? 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to ask any 
questions. I would like to just make a couple of statements. 

'Ihey are kind of repetitive of something I have said before. For 
the benefit of the Colonel, I am not going to argue with him wheth- 
er or not there are any Americans or other POW’s in Vietnam. 

I just would like to tell him that the purpose of this Committee is 
that there are a great number of j^ple in this country who feel 
that there may be. This Committee is formulated for the purpose of 
finding out what our Government knows before we worry about 
what the Vietnamese government knows or does not know or the 
extent to which they are cooperating with us. 

But for the benefit of the Vietnamese government and also for 
the benefit of the Colonel, I would suggest that if the Vietnamese 
government might be in a position of governments generally, that 
when they make a statement they find it difficult to deny it or 
back out of it. 
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I want to assure the Vietnamese government, I want to assure 
the Colonel that as far as 1 am concerned I would be one who ii 
there is an American POW who comes out of Vietnain, to say that 
this is a very beneficial step toward normalization ot relations, i, 
for one, would not as a Senator chastise or punish the Vietnamese 
government because of their willingness to help bring people out 
even though for a long period of time they have said that there are 

"°So that would bring me to the point of the existence of Com- 
mittee. I do not presume that people in Hanoi believe that this 
Committee was set up for the purpose of bringing charges or com- 
plaints against the Vietnamese government. If it were, I want to 
allay any suspicion they might have and say that this Committee 
was set up because under our system of government we have 
people who believe that our Government has not pursued this the 
way that they should. l am skeptical about that mvself, but not ac- 
cusatory. This is our effort to further our publics right to know 
and to get this information out. It is not to be punitive in any way 

or to build a case against the Vietnamese pvernment. 

The Chairman. I think that is a valuable statement. We appreci- 
ate it. Are there any further questions? . f „ 

Mr. Tin. I have a statement that is exactly the meaning ol my 

^°The^new leadership in Vietnam are not being tied down by the 
past. They have the opportunity to cooperate completely and mily 
with America. My recommendation to your commission are in that 
direction. Whatever the suspicion, we should lay it on the table, 
For example, refugees who come here have seen, who decide have 
seen so many people, who have seen a number of hundreds ot re- 
mains. Let them go home back and show the places, point out the 

’’'S those of the live sightings, we should bring it out on the 
open table and exchange. That is the only way and the truth is 

always difficult. a • 

The Vietnamese proverb says that even a needle that is veir 
small, by the end it will come out. So that in the quest for truth 

there needs to be cooperation. That was nay spirit. , „ ..v 

The Chairman. 'Thank you very much. I think Senator Smith 
has a few more questions. 

Senator Smith. You have bwn very patient and we appreciate it. 
We are about ready to end this. 

Just a couple of questions kind of scattered around here. We had 
some information in the late 1960’8 that there may have bwn a 
couple of deserters in the Danang area that did noUome back. Vo 
you know anything about deserters in Danang in 1968 or 1969 or in 

that period of time? o i tr xu„ 4 . 

Mr. Tin. I have come to Danang many times, and also Hue, that 
was my native province. I never heard of such news. If there were, 
in the case of one live American, the people of Danang, the rumor 
would be all over the place and the whole country would know 
about it, especially for the last 5, 6 years, the question of a live 
American in Vietnam has been such an issue among the boat 
people who left. Before they left they would like to ook around and 
see if there was anything they could bring out. And people who 
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want a visa into this country would like to look around arid find j 

something. And the inquisitive troops belonging to the newspaper, i- 

he calls it an army of newspapermen, are very inquisitive about 
this incident. 

And so many of the foreign reporters who came into the country 
and has been criss-crossing the place, French, Japanese, Ameri- 
cans, they all come to Hanoi and they met me. They also are very ! 

inquisitive. They want to see and hear. And we have not found any i 

news. I 

Senator Smith. You, in your statement, you said there are abso- ^ | 
lately no live Americans in Vietnam. ! 

Mr. Tin. In my knowledge, yes. 

Senator Smith. Absolute, but to the best of your knowledge, 
there are none? 

Mr. Tin. Because I am very curious. I am a journalist and cover 
the program more than 30 years. 

Mr. I^NG. I am repeating. I am not translating. ^ 

Senator Smith. Regarding, again, and if you have an answer to ^ 
this question, I would prefer that-well, let me ask it this way. 

Do you know, and if you do know, do not mention the name at 
this time, do you know who in Vietnam today would know if any 
^nerican POW went to the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Tin. Certainly. 

Senator Smith. You know who would know? 

Mr. Tin. Yes. * 

Senator Smith. Would you be willing to provide that to the Com- 
mittee? _ - 7 

Mr. Tin. Yes. ~ - 

Senator Smith. Do you know anybody in the Soviet Union who 
would know? 

Mr. Tin. In 1977, 1 was part of the delegation, a milita^ delega- 
tion, headed by General Giap and we went to Moscow. That was 9 
the first group after the victory. I have talked to many generals 
and colonels. Their general feeling was that they were happy that 
we had been victorious. 

However, but most of their advice to the Vietnamese, the Viet- 
namese never followed. That was April 1977. 

In May 1977, 1 also went to Bering for the same military delega- 
tion headed by General Giap. The generals, the Russian generals # 
and Soviet generals and Chinese had the same opinion that the Vi- 
etnamese never followed their advice, always had a very independ- 
ent attitude. 

That means that the Vietnamese never followed exactly the rec- 
ommendations from the Soviets and from the Chinese. For exam- 
ple, the military delegation from China to Vietnam always advised 
that we should never use battalion in Vietnam in the war because $ 
if we did the American fire power would destroy us. And the Soviet 
generals always tell us that it is verv difficult for Us to try to equal 
our fire power with the Americans. Never think of a general offen- 
sive militarily. You should think about diplomatic relationship dis- 
cussions. 

I brought this up to show that the Vietnamese are very sensible 
to independence. The Vietnamese have their own attitude. They $ 
are not following the Soviet or the Chinese. The only thing is to 
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receive arms and munitions and not allowing the desire or the 
opinion of the other countries to influence them. 

Senator Smith. Colonel, two final quick questions. 

To the best of your knowledge, either directly or indirectly, do 
the Vietnamese have a mortuary of American remains in Viet- 
nam? 

Mr. Tin. I don't believe so. „ 

My friend, Mr. Nhuyen Tuc Hai, he died, he was a cte'naj®’ 
was the director of the Center for Enemy Propaganda. We studied 
together in Hue for 7 years. He is directly responsible for this 
issue. He died S years ago because of a liver ailment. 

He always said to me that as soon as we have about 10 or u re- 
mains, we would pass it on right away to the Ainericans MCause 
the Americans also were having pressure on that. Then we have to 
send people out to collect the remains. „ , ^ 

Senator Smith, A last question. In the so^alled discrepancy cmm 
that General Vessey is now talking to the Vietnamese about, those 
cases in some cases are about missing American servicemen jho 
had been captured and filmed, interrogated, all of these things on 

^^yS^ we still do not know, the Vietnamese tell us they do not 
know ’what happened to them, given your knowledge and tesUmony 
today about the sophisticated records that they have, how do you 
explain the fact that the Vietnamese could not tell us what haj^ 
pened to a man who had been captured, filmed jnterrogat^, seen 
hy other POW's, how- could they not know what happened to him.' 

Mr Tin I suggest that these kinds of cases we should leave it, 
put it on the teble with the new Defense Minister, with the new 
General Staff and the Politburo and all this evidence should be 
publicly shovm to them. Then they must surely come to certain re- 
sults. . m, 1 

Senator Smith. Well, they do not. They have not 

Mr. Tin. To find out up to what stage of resolution these issues 

has been solved. 

Senator Smith. I yield, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Are there any further questions? 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, could I just ask, real Quickly, 
two questions? One, Colonel Bui Tin, how do you explain the fact 
that a very significant percentage of prisoners who were shot down 
over Vietnam were returned, yet there were very few who were 
shot down over Laos who were returned? . .u- . 

Mr Tin I have heard— 1 have been thinking about thB ^ue. 
The Laotian soldiers is very kind, ^use they are Buddhists, 
except those from the Meo Hmong tribe. I think ““I 

have any wicked attitude toward the prisoners. I think the real 
cause are the Lao forests, the tropical forests. 

Senator McCain. Colonel Tin, finally, obviotaly the VietnamMe 
placed great value on the prisoners of war, and 
terest to keep them alive. What value, what use did the Vietnam- 
ese Government want to make of the prisoners of war? 

Mr Tin. I have been witnessing the policy, the humanitarian 
policy in the camp toward the prisonere. We have direct instruc- 
tions from the late President Ho Chi Minh to give them higher ra- 
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tions than the troops because they have been exposed to a better 
standard of living. , . 

Senator McCain. Not to interrupt, but what reason? Was it to 
use as a negotiating chip at the bargaining table? Was it to use for 
publicity purposes to help win the war, or what other reason? 

Mr, Tin. I have no feeling and no thinking that they are using 
the prisoners of war for political reasons. I don't believe they have 
held the remains for negotiation or for bargaining. 

I understand that some of the leadership is very stupid and very 
low educational level, but they have enough intelligence and 
wisdom not to use this remains as bargaining chips, and they 
lieve— they know, they understand that this is one of the priorities 
of Americans in the negotiations. 

Maybe down at the district level, perhaps those people at the 
lower levels say, we have 200,000 missing in action, why do we 
have to worry about a few Americans? These are at the very low 
level. , . 

Senator McCain. Thank you. Thank you very much, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Chairman. That is an important issue. What you re saying 
is that in the general population in Vietnam there is not as much 
support to look for or find the remains. Can you be more explicit? 

Mr. Tin. These people do not believe in this kind of reward be- 
cause it doesn’t come from the Government. This says, $2,400,000 
reward for American prisoners of war delivered by the Internation- 
al Red Cross. _ - - - 

People only believe in this when- they have the mass media com- 
munication by the Government, so that if the Government commu- 
nicates that there is a reward for a certain limited period of time, 
then it is possible that the militia who has buried those remains, 
they may try to go and bring them up. These kinds of cards, these 
kinds of communication, only force people to go and dig up the 
tombs of hundreds of people in certain cemeteries. 

'Die Chairman. Are there any other questions? 

[No response.] 

The Chairman. Just a personal question. Where were you in 
1968 and 1969? 

Mr. Tin. I was in Quang Tri Province. 

The Chairman. Well, I’m relieved to know that. 

Colonel, thank you very much fqr taking the time to be here 
with us. I know you delay^ your trip back to France in order to be 
here today. 

I don’t know if you would like to spend a minute, but some of the 
team from Vietnam is here. Mr. Bill Bell is here, and he might 
want to have a minute or two to talk to you a little bit, so if you 
could spend some time with them, I think that would be very, very 
helpful. 

We thank you for your testimony. 'The Committee will take a 
recess until the hour of 2 p.m., at which time we will hear from the 
authors of two books and then move into some of the photograph 
testimony later this afternoon. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, are we going to finish these panels 
today? 


«!• 
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The Chairman. We will finish these panels today. We are going 
to try to move a little more rapidly if we can this afternoon. We 
will commence at 2 p.m. 

[Whereupon, at 1:15 p.m., the Committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p.m.] 
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The Chairman. The hearing will come to order. There’s a great 
deal to try to cover, so we want to try to move right into it as rap- 
idly as we can. I would like to ask both of you if you would stand so 
I can swear you before you get too comfortable. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

The Chairman. Our witnesses are Monika Jensen-Stevenson, 
who is the author of the book, Kiss The Boys Goodbye, and Nigel 
Cawthorne, who is the author of the book. The Bamboo Cage. Both 
have obviously spent time researching this issue, and we welcome 
yoiir testimony this afternoon, thank you. Ms. Stevenson, why do 
you not start off? 

STATEMENT OF MONIKA JENSEN-STEVENSON, AUTHOR 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. It’s a great honor to appear before this 
distinguished group of Senators. I know that many of the Senators 
on this Committee have worked long and hard to finally bring to 
justice an issue that has so strongly affected our country and has 
for so long been neglected. I was told that I only had 5 minutes so 
I’m going to make this very brief. „ 

The Chairman. I don’t think we have given anybody less than 7, 
and I don’t want anybody to be an exception to this rule. I’m happy 
to give you the 7. -The reason we’re trying to hold the openings 
down is not to exclude the testimony, because we're going to put 
the full testimony in the record. It is really to allow more time for 
questions and more time to be able to talk, and obviously if there is 
something you want to say 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That is what I was going to say. I hope 
you will feel free to ask me any questions and ask tough questions 
if you want. 

I came here at my own expense here today because I and my 
husband have spent the last 6 years of our lives researching and 
writing a book about the subject you will address. The conclusions 
we drew were ones that 1 would have thought inconceivable 10 
years ago. . 

I am here because the response to the book has made it over- 
whelmingly clear that the many people who concern themselves 
with this issue need desperately to have one segment of the U.S. 
Government champion their right to know the truth about what 
happened to American soldiers who were taken prisoner in a war 
that everyone wanted to forget about as soon as it was over. 

This issue, as we see it, is about trust between citizens and their 
Government on that most important contract when soldiers risk 
their lives for their country and the country promises certain pro- 
tections in return. Sadly, in my view, that trust has been badly 
abu^ by the Government agencies who have controlled the PO W 
issuB* 

When I began this story for 60 Minutes program, I was an expe- 
rienced reporter. I was not naive. I felt that almost nothing would 
shock me, but I was shocked to find that my Government, which I 
believ^ had a common objective with the families of the missing 
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and veterans, was deliberately lying and putting an incornpretensi- 
ble resistance to the people whom they were most obligated by 
moral, legal, and constitutional mandate to protect. 

We found, my husband and I in the writing of the book, that the 
inte’-agency group which controls this issue not only lied with im- 
punity! they did so with the full conviction that they had a moral 
right to do so. We wanted to find out why, but the best answer we 
ever got was that it was necessary for reasons of national security. 
Whatever that meant in that context, it did not include the Ameri- 
can soldiers who were caught by a vicious enemy in war situations 
that emWrassed this country. . . j u 

The soldiers lost in Laos, for example, were protected by no na- 
tional security umbrella, they were simply designated nonexistent. 
The official Government position has always been that there is no 
credible evidence of prisoners left behind in Laos or an^here else 
in Southeast Asia. With the best will that can only be described as 
a blatant lie, yet it is policy. -j ' 

We came across large amounts of credible evidence, evidence col- 
lected by the most expensive and the best technology in the world, 
as well as that reported by competent and loyal human agents, 
many of whom were our former allies and risk^ their lives, their 
limbs, and also lost prisoners in that conflict, evidence that was de- 
scribed on my 60 Minutes segment by Gen. Eugene Tighe, the 
former head of the Defense Intelligence Agency, as a miracle 
Now, if the head of the Defense Intelligence Agency in all those 
critical years knew that it was a miracle, we believe that the inter- 
agency CTOup controlling POW’s also knew it, yet almost all of that 
evident a lot of it, has been inexcusably retired, left to disinte- 
grate and be destroyed. That is a fact which will make this Com- 
mittee’s job very, very difficult. 

Another devastating lie is that if men are still alive, they are 
there by choice. My husband knows something about that. He saw 
French prisoners long after the French Indochina War was over 
and filed a report with the Canadian Government. The Vietnam^ 
displayed these prisoners to my husband as converted communists, 
but it was clear that they were prisoners, and that they were under 

^^UkT^Bobby Garwood in Vietnam, abandoned by their country, 
they had no way of telling the truth about their real position with- 
out forfeiting their lives. We believe the POW-controlled group 
knows that about Bobby Garwood and the other American prison- 
ers that they have reports on. 

Another lie is that the Vietnamese never offered to return pris- 
oners. We, too, have talked to the Vietnamese, my husban^d more 
extensively than I, and we have talked direct to people who were 
direct witnesses to meetings where the Vietnamese made an offer 
of prisoners for money. One was made to the Woodcock Commis- 

The truth is that lies have become U.S. Government policy on 
prisoners, and that’s a policy that is more generally known as plau- 
sible deniability. , - , , 

I would like to give you just one very graphic example ot what 
happens to credible intelligence and what happens to our institu- 


492 


tions. One of our sources is a retired CIA man of high rank who 
personally saw prisoners in Laos in the early 1980’s. 

He reported this to the appropriate agencies, and he knew which # 0 
ones they were. The negative response spurred him to look into 
that policy, and what he found was a deliberate, organized attempt 
by some intelligence officials to misinform and harass the families 
of the missing who were most vocal in their disaffection of Govern- 
ment policy. 

He brought very specific charges to the Justice Department. 

When we tried to find out what happened to those charges, they || 0 
had disappeared. All that one investigator could find was a self 
serving document that cleared DIA of all wrong-doing. The investi- 
gator then asked the Department of Justice for the full file. The 
official said he would have to take this up with another Govern- 
ment department, and later the official withheld the complete file 
because of a third agency’s objection. 

Is this what American justice has sunk to, that a third agency ^ ^ 
without identifying itself can interfere with critical matters affect- 
ing the lives of prisoners of war that are brought before the De- 
partment of Justice? 

I know that many of the readers of our book find this unaccept- 
able, and we hope and they hope that you will not only address 
this problem but that you won't allow this investigation to be made 
ineffective by the same kinds of abuse, abuse of secrecy, arid that ^ ^ 
you will rectify this kind of activity. 

I have been asked to bring up one more matter by the people 
who have been working quietly and diligently on the issue of live - 
prisoners. They are concerned that perhaps this Committee will ad- 
dress itself too much to the issue of remains and not live prisoners, 
and they recognize that you have a full year’s investigation ahead 
before you can issue any definite statements about prisoners, but ^ ^ 
they are urging that you issue now a public statement which says, ^ 

if there are Americans alive in Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia who ^ 
were taken prisoners during the Vietnam War or because of activi- 
ties growing out of that war, the Select Committee will welcome 
them home. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

The Story ^ # 

I was pregnant with my first child when this story began with an episode I pro- 
duced for CBS TV News’ 60 Minutes. Soon my daughter will be 6 years old. I am 
aghast at how she has gone through so many stages since I produced that se^ent 
^ut men who might be dead or alive. For Americans who are among the missing, 
though, whole life-times has passed. Their children are fully grown. 

My 60 Minutes report, air^ during the Christmas season of 1985, looked at the 
possibility that U.S. government spokesmen were not telling the whole truth about ^ 

men and women of the armed forces being left behind in Vietnam when they said ^ 0 

that there was no credible proof that prisoners had been kept by the enemy. Presi- 
dent Richard Nixon had promised, on January 23, 1973, that with a ceasefire immi- 
nent “all American prisoners-of-war [POW’s] throughout Indochina will be released" " 
with "the fullest possible accounting for all those who are missing-in-action 
[MIA’s]." MIA’s are American servicemen who were involved in specific battle with 
the enemy, but who were not acknowledged officially to have bean either killed in 
action (KIA) or taken prisoner by them. In many cases, I found later, their capture 
and imprisonment was monitored by U.S. intelligence. 

I had stirred up a hornets’ nest. From all over the United States, and later from w 

abroad, came letters and telephone calls from Vietnam veterans, families of the 
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missing, and serving officers who said they were “ powerful 

news outlet had the courage to deal with a great national scandal. 

The last thing I had iri mind while preparing the television news-magazine seg- 
ment was to expose an American scandal. I was so innocent that when * ^ fall, 
from a National Security Council colonel in the White House 
weeks before I had completed the necessary interviews, 1 
seriouslv. My knowledge of Vietnam was limited to what I had read in 
pers at the time (much of it forgotten) and to wearing a 
student at the University of Wisconsin. The potional 

my distress over the disappearance of my friend Unce Sijan, a Phantom pdot who 
behaved with incredible heroism after he was shot down near Hanoi. For me, t 
longest war in American history had no clearly defined , . . 

However when I began to research the story, I found that much of the back 
ground of the POW/m issue was already on the record. There were to^^ 
?497 unaccounted for by the 19808, but the figure fiuctua^. I quickly le^d that 
President Nixon’s promise had not been kept. When prisoners were o^ 

leased in the early months of 1973 the enemy S thaS^^vine 

missing in action. The North Vietnamese released 591 men-far less than anyone 

“tomg those unaccounted for »ere priMnere )Mt during f X ‘"IIS'®, he 
had been a long though unacknowledg^ war. When French rule ended in 19o4, the 
^emhad 3 Srisrand treachery. He mutmely exploited "^^tral territo^ 
in Uos and Cambodia to smuggle weapons into South Vietnam^g^^^^^ 
tional agreements. But the U.S. had responded in 

CongresT passed the 1964 Tonkin Gulf &ution ^at formed into 

VieS. The secret “war" in Uos continued throughout ije ^‘etuam conflict. 

In January of 1973, just before the Vietnam peace accords 
gon books carried the names of 317 men missing in Laos. At the same time 
loJemment spokesmen were quoted as saying they Uliev^ thS 

higher. The Communist Pathet Uo spokesman, &th Petrasy, £ 

the Pathet Uo had a detailed accounting of prisoners and where they were Uing 
held. He insisted that they would be released only there ® fwj® 

agreement between Uos and the United Statea^me he^^^^^ S pO^’s s ill a 

P-blj that prisoner, in U- 

must deal for^prisoners held in Uos with the Pathet Uo. Tin said, ^® ®^®®^*y 
erate our position that the question of persons captured in Laos f J^® 
eien Dowerof Uos and Uyond the competence of the four part joint uuLtary com 
nSsion.’’ Despite evidence to the contrary, Kissinger said he had been told there 

^ Just before th^ie^of the last group of prisoner^rom Hanoi ®JfPg 

in March of 1973, the Pathet Uo, in a statement Uc^ wth 
agreed to the release of 9 Americans capture^y the Vietcong n ^ 

ment was redundant All 9 had been captured by, and were in the hands of, the 
North Vietnamrae. No single prisoner captured by the Pathet Uo was ever re 
leased. On April 14, Roger Shields, the Pentagon’s Prisoner of War Task Force chieC 
said "there were probuily no more live American soldiers loose an^here in Inde 
china ’’ Families of the missing claim it was a statement he would later wy had 
been forced on him. Shields said, further, that there was no evidence that any 
POW's (with three exceptions) had been executed during the war years. So whwe 
were the 371 and possibly more men known by the U.S. government to have ^n 
captured by the PeSiet Uo? There was no answer from any of the governments in- 

™Th« fainiliM of th«e men hnl become elamod 

Vietnamese defector named Nguyen Thanh Son surfaced. He told AP, uri, ana 
NBC correspondents that he hadmn 6 prisoners. He believed they were Americans 
who had no? yet been released. An American officer present at^e »"t«mew r^ 
quested that news services play down the det^. Soon after I 
Jamilies of MIA’s about this press conference, I received a copy of a State Depart- 


• On March 17 1976. 3 years after Kiaainger had proclaimed there were no 
bodS u Sn Vernon’ v/alter. aaid, "In cJmbodia. «veral personnel known to have been ca,> 
tured’prior to April 1976 have never been accounted for. 
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ment declassified telegram which persuaded me that the National Security Council 
move to stop my story was not the first time attempts had been made to silence the 
media. The telegram, sent from the U.S. embassy in Saigon to Washington, said, "in 
follow on [defector Nguyen Thanh Son) . . . AP mention was consistent with enibar- 
go request, while UPI and , NBC after talk with embawy press officer omitted item 
entirwy fronl their stories," 

Missing from the group of men who were returned by the North Vietnamese were 
over 50 men known by the U.S. government to have been captured and held prison-, 
er at one time or another. Beyond that there was a large number of men suspected 
of having been captured by the North Vietnamese. Many returning prisoners had 
seen such men being taken captive or displayed to Vietnamese villagers, but they 
had never been seen in the prison system. I would learn later that the U.S. govern- 
ment had a list of over one thouMnd such men— a list that included detailed knowl- 
edge of their capture, physical condition, and whereabouts until 1975, when Saigon 
fell. The United States was able to obtain such information on its prisoners through 
electronic eavesdropping and its extensive network of Vietnam^ agents. 

Other prisoners who were not acknowledged were all those whose existence had 
not been verified by returning prisoners. According to some intelligence analysts 
who tracked prisoners, the U.S. government knew that many were kept in remote 
prison camps, although it listed such men in the MIA category. Some of those pris- 
ons and camps were especially geared for technical talents— highly skilled ^eri- 
can servicemen who had expertise in fields like electronic warfare, about which the 
North Vietnamese and their Soviet and Chinese allies needed information. Some of 
those special talents were put to work in highly secret North Vietnamese war 
projects; others were fanned out to the Soviet Union or China. Amputees, the emo- 
tionally disturbed, and other seriously maimed prisoners were kept in special camps 
fiwm which not one prisoner returned. Most astounding, some prisoners were actual- 
ly hidden in the main prison compounds in Hanoi. One such man. Air Force Col. 
Norman Gaddis, who was shot down on May 12, 1967, did appear on the 1973 list of 
returnees— unexpectedly. He had never been accounted for by the Vietnamese. Yet 
for almost AVi years he was kept in a section of the prison luiown as "Heartbreak 
Hotel". In all that time no other American prisoner had seen him. If he had not 
filially been spotted by other prisdners after the Vietnamese moved POW’s and con- 
solidated them in several key locations because of tl^ attempted Son Tay raid to 
rescue prisoners on November 21, 1970, Gaddis would probably have ended up an 
MIA. 

I learned of another group who never came home. Hearing of 60 Afinutcs’ plan for 
a segment on MlA’s, a few Wilies contacted me about a subject they had held close 
to their hearts for 12 years. Their men had been sent on missions, primarily in Laos 
and Cambodia, after the peace accords were signed on January 1973. Some of 
these men had voiced their objections to base commanders, because they feared that 
if they were caught by the enemy in contravention of the Geneva Agreements, they 
would be charged as war criminals. The families who came to me had excellent in- 
telligence information that their men had not been killed in action but had been 
captured. 

After the ceasefire, the U.S. had demanded from the Vietnamese and the Laotians 
lists of all prisoners on their records. It was made clear that the Vietnamese were 
expected to return all prisoners captured by their allies. I was shocked when 1 was 
told that some of those prisoners, captured m Laps after the ceasefire and known by 
the U.S. negotiating team, through the efforts of U.S. intelligence eavesdroppers, to 
be alive and in captivity, were first penciled in on the list of prisoners that were 
demanded from the Vietnamese and then crossed off. To acknowledge them would 
have meant acknowledging the continuing involvement of the United States in 
covert wars in Laos and Cambodia. I was told by the families that some Department 
of Defense officials were so disturbed by this that they registered their objections in 
writing. Those documents, I was told, were classified. 

It was easy for me to understand why the Pathet Lao would continue to hold pris- 
oners who had not been negotiated for by the U.S. government or who were caught 
in contravention of the peace agreements. It was harder to understand why the Vi- 
etnamese would hold on to prisoners after the peace was signed. Then I learned this 
was not the first time the Vietnamese Communist government had kept prisoners 
long i^r a conflict ended. French POW’s were sold for many years after the 
French-Indochina war, for cash and other concessions. They were called "pearls.” 

A former foreign service officer in Vietnam, considered to be one of the foremost 
experts on the French POW/MIA experience, testified before a 1976 House Select 
Committee that 200 French POW’s were released by the Vietnamese some 11 to 14 
years after the war. The Socialist Republic of Vietnam had never admitted holding 



them She sueeested to the Committee that American government representatives 
S to theXt^rw^^^^^^ about prisoners, but about deserters, or ^tter yet, 
•Cr crlinals," ^ Vietnamese had categories for such men, bu none for 
nrisoners The French had paid an unrevealed but supposedly large sum for French 
Sns and th^ of French graves ml cemetenes m Vietnam, she 

®®It' seemed that the U.S. government had expected to bargain for prisoners, but 
soLwhere along the road, abandoned the idea. Article 20 of the Peace Agreement 

^ The United States anticipates that this ^ment will usher ^ 

iation with the Democratic Republic of Vietnam as with all the peoples of Indo- 
China. In pursuance of its traditional policy, the U.S. will contribute to healing the 
wounds of war and to post war reconstruction. . . . • . , ,, . -j 

President Nixon reinforced that pledge with a “^ret promi^ of 4‘A billmn aid 
dollars in a letter to Prime Minister Pham Van Dong on February 1, 1973. that 
letter was not released until 4 years later. 'The promise of reconstruction aid was 
never kept, largely because Congress, angered by reports from 
Sf war of torture md mistreatment by Hanoi would never grant such a <l 
of Watergate and his.attendant resignation, Nuon Iwt all possibility of 
fund tranribrs from other programs. The premises that were not M rankl^ 
Vietnamese Communists. Time and again they were to hint during negotiations that 
the nrisoners issue was tied to the premised reconstruction aid. 

Over the next 12 years, scores of Vietnamese refugees told stories of pmoners 
who were held back as "pearls," but who were never bargained for by the U.S. gov- 
ernment There were stories that toe Vietnamese aired statements made by U,S. 
government officials who claimed there 

in order to humiliate and torture prisoners who had been lelt behind. 

The fact that prisoner returns were intimately rennKted to payment of 
struction funds was clearly understood by the 1976 House Select Comniittee on 
SrPeSms to Southeist Asia. On DecW 13 of that year the members rem 
eluded their report, Americans Missing in Southeast Asia, with the following state- 

' ""That the Socialist Republic of Vietnam has calli for selwtive implementation of 
the Paris Peace Agreement specifically article 21 dealing with 
tion aTd to Vietnam in exchange for POW/MIA information under article 8b. (p. 

^^Over the years that knowledge received little 

itol Hill. Perhaps lawmakers were too busy, but it seemed to s^e famihes as if a 
war of attrition was being waged against the men who had been left behind. No 
matter how much solid intelligence was obtained that men were dive and impra- 
oned in Vietnam, some government official or 

iU-even when those intelligence chiefs m charge of the issue declared that they too 
believed men to be alive and imprisoned in Indochma. „nediencv 

What started as possibly an error of judgment, or an act of ^ 

grew with the passing years into a conviction that national security ^oula hurt 
bTtorLlosure thit U.S. intelligence capabilities, which were formidable, had 

%^ntoa^o/refug^ reporLl seeing American prisoners in all 

nist Southeast Asia in the early postwar years. Some of those refug^ ®P^^ 

time in orison with Americans. Afew of them took their responsibility to report 

lhat they had seen seriously enough to testify undjir oath tefore 

mittees Analvsts at the Pentagons Defense Intelligence Agency (DlA), often took 

SSy one’s?! of l«,timonv only U, drt.unk that 

with live men. For example, in the early 198(te, a former Vietnamese colonel of 

nese descent testified in disguise before a congressional rommittw ®bout ,a 

house of remains of over 4W Americans in the hwrt of Hanoi. He 

Vietnamese would cold-heartedly pull out some of those remains and return them to 

the United States when diplomatic concessions were required. The colonel, known 

• rin Ppbruarv 21 1973 B peace agreement between the Laotian Provisional National Union 
On Februaiy ii, i . P« * agreement also took note of a promise of aid 
pvernmen and c read "The two parlies take note of the declaration 

Lnhp U S^^ver^S to healing the wounds of the war and to post-war 

?L?nslre«Sj in Indo^ina. The Provisional National Union Government wdl hold discussions 
S the U.S. Government in connection with such a contribution regarding Laos, 
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became part of DIA formal history. Yet a retired DIA official told me that The Mor- 
tician had been just as truthful about live prisoner^ He had 
sonally saw groups of prisoners on numerous occasions before he fled Vietnam in 
1979. That part of his testimony, even though he had pMsed all interrogations and 
lie-detector tests with flying colours, was determined to be a fabrmation. 

There was an effort to steer anyone with an interest away from the subject of 
living men. It took me a long time to see.that the issue was larger than the roughly 
2,500 MIA’s admitted to by the U.S, government. 

My real education began after the tfO Minutes broadcast. The show had presented 
two sides of an argument. One was that there was no credible evidence that any- 
body had been left behind fVom among loyal, serving Americans. This was the gov- 
ernment case, but officials covered themselves by adding, 'Tf any are still there, get- 
ting them back is a priority — unless they're deserters and traitors. The opposing 
view was that our intelligence on prisoners was voluminous but never put to use; 
two highly qualified Special Forces men said the intelligence was suppre^. 

My husband had many friends in the military and intelligence. ^ did L, He also 
had a great deal of experience in Southeast Asia. He could assess the growing com- 
plaints reaching my office that secret intelligence was not serving those it wm 
meant to serve. Vietnam marked the blossoming of covert warfare. If the men who 
fight these wars cannot depend on the intelligence services, they have justification 
for asking awkward questions. , . r 

Those who contacted me were driven by anger and J*}® ®®‘^®"®® 

their country. Their misgivings had crystallized around the POW/MIA issue be- 
cause many proffered detailed knowledge of how American intelligence on prisoners 
' had never been acted upon. I might have dismissed their allegations if I had not 
received those curious NSC threats; and if, after 60 Minutes ran my segment on 
prisoners, a Pentagon publication had not appeared, exclusively devoted to branding 
as liars all those who had appeared on the program to state their ®“®® 

on the best possible current intelligence, prisoners were still being held by the Viet- 
namese and their allies. , , , . f 1 

Kinfolk of the missing, and the..doubting vets, lacked the resources of a national 
broadcast-news network. 1 could call upon such resources, but I was to eimerience a 
milder and briefer version of the nightmare^of frustration experienced by these 
Americans. Intelligence documents were declassified, then hMtily reclassij^ when 
the critics pointed out discrepancies and demanded answers. Some vets with experi- 
ence in electronic intelligence in Southeast Asia had started to huild complex infor- 
mation networks. By 1989 these networks were described by one former intelligence 
officer. Col. Earl Hopper, Sr., as "better than the intelligence resources at DIA - 
even though the Defense Intelligence Agncy had the task of coordinating all intelli- 
gence on the missing. Colonel Hopper’s son, also a colonel, was still among the miss- 

'\e DIA director, through the toughest war years and long afterwards, wm Lt. 
Gen. Eugene Tighe, who told me flatly that he had seen the l^t possible evidence 
of Americans still alive. For speaking^out, he was publicly humiliat^. 

He was not alone among senior officers whose audacity was punished when they 
failed to toe the official line. Yet they had to confide to somebody. They peeled away 
my innocence. First I learned never to askjlir^ questions when mysterious refer- 
ences were made to outfits like ISA, MACV, SOG, CCN, or Sl^M. Bit by bit, I 
discovered these were units with roots in a special secret service creat^ in 1955, 
nominally under the South Vietnamese president, and supported and financed by 
the Central Intelligence Agency. ^ . . 

1 found that intelligence on prisoners had been efficiently collected: m much so 
that today, more than 14 years after the U.S. evacuation of Saigon, all Vietnam is 
laced with grapevines of human intelligence on prison camps^n who is m them, 
and on who runs them. Yet despite the intelligence and despite the existence ofa 
special unit designed to rescue them, no American military prisoner was ever offi- 
cially brought out. POW’s and MIA’s seemed to be getting lost in what many mili- 
tary men considered an ever-increasing isolation of intelligence agenciM. 

A friend of my husband, with intelligence experience going back to World War II, 
suddenly resigned from the CIA. He had quarreled with the Director, Bill Casey, the 
year before Casey died in 1987. Casey, he said, tampered with intelligence reports, 
and slanted them to suit White House thinking. It wasn’t in the spirit of the words 
at the entrance to CIA headquarters in Ungley, Virginia, which quoted the biblical 
promise that " ye shall know the Truth, and the Truth shall make you free. 

• For further details on these uniu see pp. 181-2 and the glossary. 
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My huslMnd’s friend had held one of the most «neitive posU. Now he »“dB- 

coided. implying eeriou, problems in the agency. The was a difficult conclusion f 

my husband to reach. He had liked Casey as CIA dirKtor. nireanfo r.nm 

A new director. Judge William Webster, appeared before ^nate 
mittee hearings on April 8, 1987. The Committee, judging Webster J^fitness for the 
new task, asked him what his philosophy on intelligence mieht be^ 'Xr /« 

could add nothing to what my husband had written in his W A Man 
trepid. "Among the increasingly intricate arsenals across the world, intel igence is 
an essential weapon, perhaps the most dangerous. Safeguards against its abuse 
must T dev5 re^d^ aAd rigidly applied. ._. The character and wisdom of 
those to whom it is entrusted will be decisive. ... o 

Americans really have little opportunity to know if they have aMicated a smaU 
part of their freedom to people they should trust They dutifully 
Joking their noses into national secrets, confident that those who guard them are 
doing the best possible job with the greatest integrity. The armed services, in turn, 
need^he best possible inteUigence to carry out them They deserw 
Bideration If an American is taken prisoner, he should know that he will get me 
full and non-political attention of hi country’s fomidable 
Admiral William Crowe said at his retirement as Chairman of the 
Staff in the autumn of 1989, "We need first and foremwt the j 

S’’ He should have added, "And the integrity to act upon it for the M of 
the Deonle’’ Without integrity, secrecy can become a licenw for opportunists to dis- 
tortS corruff struck me that, once, ordinary W 

cans could get a sense of how effective these mtelligence services were from the way 

^^My^husbandKv^mSiing about such thinm. He had ®Y®®^ 
fighter pUot from China, where Communist officiSs swore they knew nothing of the 
flier’s existence. He had talked to French prisoners in Communist Vietnam, long 
after Hanoi and Paris jointly agr^ that none existed. bureau- 

What we could not understand, as we went along, was the intelligence 
crats’ fear of re-examining their own performance. Were there deep reasons for 
SipUig the issue would die in time, just as death in time must release all Americans 

si-*s: fsf - 

obeyed all the demands made upon her by the U.S. Air Force officials to 
Then she discovered that nothing at all was being done for her husband, and she 
would not be ieonardizing any rescue operations, which she thought were in 
' progress, if she made waves. She was like a growing number 

iriaa^urrendered a part of their independence in the tntere^ of natioi^ eecun 
d«Sed^t. on thia i«,e, had every right to ask gueationa m 
Dublic and demand replies from public institutions. 

^ She wrote me after^^seeing the 60 Minutes segment: The pain the families have 

had to live with The nights, the sleepleo nights . . . 1 would find my yo“"8Mt 

child wandering through the house looking for “mething. Lwking in clowts, cup- 
boards and when I ask^ what he wa^ooking for, he didn t knw. ... 

H« children have grown up with a phost for a father. Ann woul^te me again: 
"-^0 of ray wns noSwrve In the ATr Foroe. If I quit asking 
will be there for them if their time comes? is our ““"^ry and if the pwpte 
running it aren’t doing their very best, then they need to be f®m‘nd^ of what this 
Suntry stands for. We do not leave men behind who gave all ‘J^y P ?' ^ 
thev were asked, believing we would give all we had to mve to get them back. 

lJ)t all my sources put things down on paper. I taped many conyerMtions and to 
give a w^ofjuSI Ew of^ stories of S^mus Americans Ann. they are 

Quoted to aiumuiate both the issue of POW s ^ the abuses of sec^. ^™® ® 
sources were afraid to be identified. In the end, however, most decided to risk their 
careers or harassment, and agreed to let me use their names. , 

I am not by nature secretive, or cautious. But since that ewminply inni^nt entry 
intoTSvrworidTyears ago, I have learned not to take things at face value. 
One of my tutors was Ross Perot, who is much more ^ban a %Mn entrepreneur. He 
disnlaved a grim resolve to get to the Itottom of the POW/MIA issue from the 
moment he realized the numLrs of prisoners returned in 1973 were inexplicably 

^Tcalled him one day about an inquiry from a “federal ^oveniment invertigator. 
The man wanted to question me ^ut possible crimes involving U.S. officials i 
Sutheast Asia. He gave me his office phone numbers and his official designation. 
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Perot used his resources to probe. He called me back. "If there’s such a government 
department, I’ll buy you the biggest steak in Texas,’’ he said. 

Perot had to pay up. We discovered there was an investigative service buried 
within the General Accounting Office in Washington, DC. It had no authority, 
though, to dispatch agents to find out what I might know. I rejected the man, who 
had asked me to cooperate in "a matter of national security.’’ He then showed his 
true colors. "You’d better be sure to tell the truth in your book,’’ he said. I had 
never told him I was writing a book. 

So many of our sources had similar stories to tell. Calls in the night. Veiled warn- 
ings. I didn’t believe them. Not in the beginning. In the end, I kept going for the 
same reason that motivated Ross Perot. It was "the right thing to do.’’ 

It seemed the right thing to do because so many of the POW/MIA families and 
the veterans of the war had never had the opportunity to tell their side of the story. 
Since 1981, the government, including the official organization designed to deal with 
the issue, had said that the issue of POW’s and MIA’s had the highest priority, but 
that there had been no credible evidence of men left alive in captivity that was 
strong enough to act on. They had many outlets for telling their side of the story 
and they had the advantage, because so much of the material on POW/MIA’s re- 
mains classified. 

The secrecy that cloaks the issue has led many people to conclude that there are 
some in the government who don’t want the truth to come out. The natural ques- 
tion that arises is "Why?" 

There are undoubtedly many reasons behind the reluctance of officials to look se- 
riously at the allegations of those most directly involved in the issue. Some of those 
responsible have ^n caught up in bureaucratic inertia, some have acted on direc- 
tives that they thought were legal and appropriate, others have acted from a moral 
and professional belief that the POW/MIA issue could be resolved properly only if 
national-security concerns were paramount, and some have seemed motivated pri- 
marily by a desire to defeat Vietnam and its allies in Cambodia, and have tied the 
POW/MIA issue to the resolution of that situation. Some have possibly believed 
that activists might compromise government efforts to get men back— either 
through rescue missions or relocation. Some have engaged in Iran-Contra-like activi- 
ties, demonstrajing the same confusion oPmotives that were revealeif during those 
hearings. Just as with Iran-Contra, it is almost impossible to 3ay which bureaucrats 
and which government departments were responsible for specific actions. 

However, pinpointing motives and pointing the finger at individuals was never 
the object of this book. That is the job of the appropriate government agencies. We 
wanted to give voice to those Americans who had not been heard and who seemed 
to have good cause to criticize and to demand an overhaul of a system that stalled 
whenever they asked for a proper accounting of their friends and loved ones lost in 
Southeast Asia. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Ms. Stevenson. Mr. Cawthorne? 

STATEMENT OF NIGEL CAWTHORNE, AUTHOR 

Mr. Cawthorne. Gentlemen, my opening statement should be 
my book. The Bamboo Cage, which says all I have to say about this 
issue. However, my book is not published in this country and it is 
extremely difficult to obtain over here, so perhaps I should summa- 
rize the main points. 

The book maintains that more U.S. prisoners of war were taken 
than were ever admitted to. The source for this is the Department 
of Defense’s own documents. As you know, much of the figures for 
casualties and body counts given during the Vietnam War are pure 
fiction, and in any war manipulation of such figures for morale and 
propaganda purposes is inevitable. The papers also show that pris- 
oners were segregated into distinct groups, and the conditions that 
some of the prisoners were kept in do not match with the experi- 
ences of any man who returned in Operation Homecoming in 1973. 

During the war, the National Security Agency made an analysis 
of what happened to pilots who were shot down. They noticed that 
most of the airmen downed near the main prison camps around 
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Hanoi and Haiphong were taken there and did not pass any instal- 
lation of strategic importance on the way. Injured men were 
thought to be taken to China. Those with special skills or vital 
strategic information were taken to the Soviet Union. They did not 
return. 

The Chairman. Who is asserting that? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Jerry Mooney, largely, but what he asserts is 
corroborated by some of the documents. 

The Chairman. I am just curious. Go ahead. 

Mr. Cawthorne. Men captured along the Ho Chi Minh Trail and 
in other areas where manpower vvas needed, were forced into slave 
labor. Plainly, those who had worked on projects with strategic im- 
portance like the huge underground warehouses at the southern 
end of the infiltration routes that were being prepared for the 
eventual invasion of South Vietnam could not be returned. The 
Communist Vietnamese could not return Americans who knew of 
their plans. After debriefing, their remains were given directly to 
the government of the Republic of South Vietnam who continued 
fighting the Communists for 2 years after all prisoners were sup- 
posed to have been returned. 

The papers also make it very clear that American prisoners were 
taken, and held, by the Pathet Lao. The NSA knew this too. None 
of these Americans taken by the Pathet Lao were ever returned, 
even though the Pathet Lao said, during the war and afterward, 
that they were holding American prisoners. 

These men, it was said, would, be returned after the war in Laos 
was over, and the U.S. bombing of that country ceased, Th^U.S. 
bombing of Laos did not end Until August 1973, 4 months after the 
American administration said all American prisoners of war had 
been returned from Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam. 

From their analysis of the radio traffic, the NSA knew that not 
all prisoners would be returned at the end of the war. Some had 
been earmarked as bargaining chips— hostages—held against the 
reparations the American Government had long talked of. 

Perhaps the NSA knew of the situation of the French prisoners 
from the First Indochina War. After their defeat in 1954, the 
French government spent millions of dollars ransoming their pris- 
oners. They were still being returned as late as 1979, 25 years after 
they had b^n captured. Certainly the CIA knew this. American in- 
telligence documents show that it was known that French prison- 
ers from the first Indochina War were still being held in the area 
around Ba Vi, throughout the second Indochina War— the Ameri- 
can war— from 1965 to 1973. 

Not only was it known that the Vietnamese were holding Ameri- 
can prisoners hostage, there were even attempts to pay a ransom. 
On February 1, 1973, 5 days after the Paris Peace Accords were 
signed, President Nixon secretly wrote to Pham Van Dong, Pre- 
mier of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (the North), promising 
$3.25 billion in reparations. However, when the prisoners, returned 
in Operation Homecoming arrived home, they revealed they had 
been brutally tortured. Their inhumane treatment outraged Con- 
gress which banned all reparations to Vietnam and later to Cambo- 
dia and Laos— despite the pleadings of the Administration. Em- 
broiled in the Watergate scandal. President Nixon's influence did 
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Perot used his resources to probe. He called me back. "If there’s such a government 
department, I’ll buy you the biggest steak in Texas,’’ he said. 

Perot had to pay up. We discovered there was an investigative service buried 
within the General Accounting Office in Washington, DC. It had no authority, 
though, to dispatch agents to find out what I might know. I rejected the man, who 
had asked me to cooperate in "a matter of national security.’’ He then showed his 
true colors. ‘Tou’d better be sure to tell the truth in your book,’’, he said, I had 
never told him I was writing a book. 

So many of our sources had similar stories to tell. Calls in the night. Veiled warn- 
ings. I didn't believe them, Not in the beginning. In the end, I kept going for the 
same reason that motivated Ross Perot. It was "the right thing to do,’’ 

It seemed the right thing to do because so, many of the POW/MIA families and 
the veterans of the war had never had the opportunity to tell their side of the story. 
Since 1981, the government, including the ofilcial organization designed to deal with 
the issue, had said that the issue of POW’s and MIA’s had the highest priority, but 
that there had been no credible evidence of men left alive in captivity that was 
strong enough to act on. They had many outlets for telling their side of the story 
and they had the advantage, because so much of the material on POW/MIA 's re- 
mains classified. 

The secrecy that cloaks the issue has led many people to conclude that there are 
some in the government who don’t want the truth to come out. The natural ques- 
tion that arises is "Whv?’’ 

Hiere are undoubtedly many reasons behind the reluctance of officials to look se- 
riously at the allegations of those most directly involved in the issue. Some of those 
responsible have b^n caught up in bureaucratic inertia, some have acted on direc- 
tives that they thought were legal and appropriate, others have acted from a moral 
and professional belief that the POW/MIA issue could be resolved properly only if 
national-security concerns were paramount, and some have seemed motivated pri- 
marily bv a desire to defeat Vietnam and its allies in Cambodia, and have tied the 
POW/MIA issue to the resolution of that situation. Some have possibly believed 
that activists might compromise government efforts to get men back— either 
through rescue missions or relocation. Some have engaged in Iran-Contra-like activi- 
ties, demonstrating the same confusion oFmotives that were revealed during those 
hearings. Just as with Iran-Contra, it is almost impossible tojsay which bureaucrats 
and which government departments were responsible for specific actions. 

However, pinpointing motives and pointing the finger at individuals was never 
the object of this book. That is the job of the appropriate government agencies. We 
wanted to give voice to those Americans who had not been heard and who seemed 
to have go^ cause to criticize and to demand an overhaul of a system that stalled 
whenever they asked for a proper accounting of their friends and loved ones lost in 
Southeast Asia. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Ms. Stevenson. Mr. Cawthorne? 

STATEMENT OF NIGEL CAWTHORNE, AUTHOR 

Mr. Cawthorne. Gentlemen, my opening statement should be 
my book. The Bamboo Cage, which says all I have to say about this 
issue. However, my book is not published in this country and it is 
extremely difficult to obtain over here, so perhaps I should summa- 
rize the main points. 

The book maintains that more U.S. prisoners of war were taken 
than were ever admitted to. The source for this is the Department 
of Defense’s own documents. As you know, much of the figures for 
casualties and body counts ^ven during the Vietnam War are pure 
fiction, and in any war manipulation of such figures for morale and 
propaganda purposes is inevitable. The papers also show that pris- 
oners were segregated into distinct groups, and the conditions that 
some of the prisoners were kept in do not match with the experi- 
ences of any man who returned in Operation Homecoming in 1973. 

During the war, the National Security Agency made an analysis 
of what happened to pilots who were shot down. They noticed that 
most of the airmen downed near the main prison camps around 
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Hanoi and Haiphong were taken there and did not pass any instal- 
lation of strategic importance on the way. Injured men were 
thought to be taken to China. Those with special skills or vital 
strategic information were taken to the Soviet Union. They did not 
return. 

The Chairman. Who is asserting that? 

Mr, Cawthorne. Jerry Mooney, largely, but what he asserts is 
corroborated by some of the documents. 

The Chairman. I am just curious. Go ahead. 

Mr. Cawthorne. Men captured along the Ho Chi Minh Trail and 
in other areas where manpower was needed, were forced into slave 
labor. Plainly, those who had worked on projects with strategic im- 
portance like the huge underground warehouses at the southern 
end of the infiltration routes that were being prepared for the 
eventual invasion of South Vietnam could not be returned. The 
Coinmunist Vietnamese could not return Americans who knew of 
their plans. After debriefing, their remains were given directly to 
the government of the Republic of South Vietnam who continued 
fighting the Communists for 2 years after all prisoners were sup- 
posed to have been returned. 

The papers also make it very clear that American prisoners were 
taken, and held, by the Pathet Lao. The NSA knew this too. None 
of these Americans taken by the Pathet Lao were ever returned, 
even though the Pathet Lao said, during the war and afterward, 
that they were holding American prisoners. 

These men, it was said, would, be returned after the war in Laos 
was over, and the U.S. bombing of that country ceased. Th^U.S. 
bombing of Laos did not end until August 1973, 4 months after the 
American administration said all American prisoners of war had 
been returned from Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam. 

From their analysis of the radio traffic, the NSA knew that not 
all prisoners would be returned at the end of the war. Some had 
been earmarked as bargaining chips— hostages— held against the 
reparations the American Government had long talked of. 

Perhaps the NSA knew of the situation of the French prisoners 
from the First Indochina War. After their defeat in 1954, the 
French government spent millions of dollars ransoming their pris- 
oners. They were still being returned as late as 1979, 25 years after 
they had b^n captured. Certainly the CIA knew this. American in- 
telligence documents show that it was known that French prison- 
ers from the first Indochina War were still being held in the area 
around Ba Vi, throughout the second Indochina War— the Ameri- 
can war— from 1965 to 1973. 

Not only was it known that the Vietnamese were holding Ameri- 
can prisoners hostage, there were even attempts to pay a ransom. 
On February 1, 1973, 5 days after the Paris Peace Accords were 
signed, President Nixon secretly wrote to Pham Van Dong, Pre- 
mier of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (the North), promising 
$3.25 billion in reparations. However, when the prisoners, returned 
in Operation Homecoming arrived home, they revealed they had 
been brutally tortured. Their inhumane treatment outraged Con- 
gress which banned all reparations to Vietnam and later to Cambo- 
dia and Laos— despite the pleadings of the Administration. Em- 
broiled in the Watergate scandal. President Nixon’s influence did 
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not carry the weight it might have done otherwise. And Congress 
did not know of the President’s secret agreement with Pham Van 
Dong— not one penny of which has ever been paid. 

The Paris Peace Accords talked of the release of all prisoners of 
war, not just, the American prisoners who were being held by the 
Communists. As the 60-day release period ticked by, the Commu- 
nists quickly suspected that their prisoners of war were not being 
returned— with good reason. The American and allied troops had 
long been cavalier with Viet Cong suspects. The government of 
South Vietnam were no more l^umanitarian. 

Frank Snepps’ book, Decent Interval, speaks eloquently of the 
fate of one North Vietnamese who had been a prisoner. Nguyen 
Van Tai, a former Deputy Minister of public security in the North, 
had come south in 1962 to take charge of resistance in Saigon. He 
was captured. He helped engineer the assault on the U.S. com- 
pound in 1968. He was captured in 1970 and held in solitary con- 
finement, in a chilled, windowless white room, for over 4 years 
where a series of interrogators tried to break him. 

However, in 1971, a year after his capture, attempts were made 
to exchange him for American prisoners being held by the Viet 
Cong. These attempts failed. 

In 1973, when the release of prisoners was supposed to have 
taken place, he was not returned. He was held— in the same condi- 
tions — for another 2 years, until 1975, when the fall of the South 
seemed inevitable. Then; as the Communist troops massed" at the 
gates of Saigon, he was loaded onto an aircraft and thrown out. 
over the South China Sea. 

I believe that some people have already told this Committee that 
the new Prime Minister of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam is not 
to be trusted. Because, as military director of the Viet Cong he was 
responsible for the execution of at least 3 American prisoners held 
by the Communists. Terrible though this was, this is no time for 
recrimination. Intelligence documents from 1973 confirm that the 
Vietnamese Communists made a deliberate policy decision not to 
return all their prisoners. The Laos also made it plain that they 
would use the same tactic as the Vietnamese, when it came to de- 
manding reparations from the U.S. 

There is also evidence that attempts were made by the U.S. Gov- 
ernment to prevent the press and broadcast media from reporting 
that Americans were still held in Communist hands long after they 
were supposed to have been released. 

There is a seamless carpet of evidence from 1973 up to the 
present day, that Americans are still being held in captivity, 
against their will, in Southeast Asia. Letters have been smuggled 
out. Photographs have emerged. Names, service numbers, aircraft 
identifiers, zip codes have been reported. Hundreds of refugees say 
that they have seen white and black men in captivity in Vietnam 
and Laos. Sometimes these people are identified, and, occasionally, 
it has been possible to track prisoners by name, as they are moved 
from camp to camp in Southeast Asia. 

It has also been alleged that boat people and other refugees vol- 
unteer this information to ingratiate themselves to the American 
authorities. They know, from bitter experience, that any informa- 
tion on POW’s gets them into trouble. 
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It has also been said that they do it for money. But rewards 
% whose publications have elicited thousands of reports of live sight- 
ings have not been collected. 

Often, refugees don’t even realize the significance of what they 
have seen. They were told during the war that American pilots 
were bandits, criininals. They were not surprised to see such crimi- 
nals still in captivity. Besides, people fleeing the Communist re- 
gimes of Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia have other things to worry 
^ about than the fate of American servicemen. 

The Vietnamese government, at low levels, have often talked of 
the prisoners they have held. High ranking defectors and long-term 
prisoners of the Vietnamese regime have been released at critical 
moments — like the change of an American administration — and 
tell of Americans still being held. 

The evidence from all these sources tells the same story— that 
V American prisoners are still being held in Southeast Asia. When I 
put this evidence before the Vietnamese authorities in Hanoi in 
1989 and asked them for another explanation, they did not answer 
me. They simply told me that I was a friend of Vietnam. I hope I 
am a friend of America, too. 

I have been asked to testify before this Committee because I am, 
quote, “strongly critical of the U.S. Government action to account 
• for POW’s and MIA’s.’’ That is not so.. 

My aim is simply to discover the truth of the matter, whether 
Ainerican servicemen are still being held in captivity -in Southeast 
Asia or not. I think the agencies responsible for- accounting for the 
MIA’s have done a sterling job, given that the U.S. Government 
does not want to know the truth. 

If the Defense Intelligence Agency proved that they were there, 
^ what could the American Government do about it? 'They could not 
pay the reparations that were promised to the Vietnamese in 1973 
I for the men’s release, because Congress won’t allow it; nor could 

they ask Congress to pay the money without having to admit that 
the guys were there in the first place. 

'The American people, seemingly, don’t want to know the truth, 

, ^ either. More than 30 American publishers have told me that. The 
Vietnamese government can hardly be expected to own up after all 
this time. They have few enough friends as it is. ’They would be 
brandy as barbarians, and shunned as an international pariah. 

My job in writing the Bamboo Cage was to collect all the avail- 
able evidence and evaluate it. The case is just overwhelming. I’m a 
vndter, not a politician or a diplomat. I have written down the 
A simple truth ^ I have found it. I have tried to present the evidence 
to the American people so that they could make up their own 
mind. That, I understood, was the American way. 

There are Americans still alive in captivity in Southeast Asia. It 
is beyond doubt. What America does about it is up to you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. I know Members will 
have a lot of questions. 

0 Let me just pick up on your last statement. You say there are, 

beyond doubt, Americans being held in Southeast Asia. What is the 
strongest piece of evidence that you have of that? 
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Mr. Cawthorne. I think that if one looks at the evidence, piece 
by piece, one doesn't get anywhere. You don't see the wood for the 
trees. 

If the question is the weight of the evidence that all testifies to 
the same thing 

The Chairman. But give me the weight of the evidence, or build 
this— you have spent years with it. It is in your head. You have 
written a book. Give me a quick picture. I mean, what is the sort of 
weight of the evidence that says that they are alive today, right 
now? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Plainly, one can't testify that they haven't all 
been killed in the last 5 minutes. The question is that it's a seam- 
less, carpet of evidence that comes from during the war and 
beyond. It just— there is no time— at no time does it stop. 

The Chairman. I understand that. I understand what you are 
saying. I am just trying to help you make your own case. But I 
want you to make it. I mean give me sort of the pieces of the 
thread— this should just rattle out, I would think. I mean there is 
the evidence of who; there is the picture of this; there is the live- 
sighting— I mean, what is it that lets you draw that conclusion 
with that kind of conclusiveness? 

Mr. Cawthorne. I think from reading and analyzing intelligence 
documents; from reading and analyzing the testimony of refugees; 
from speaking to former intelligence officers; from speaking to 
former congressmen who have seen evidence; and speaking to the 
Vietnamese — - - - 

The Chairman. Now, can you tell me any Vietnamese person 
who says they know somebody is alive today? 

Mr. Cawthorne. I believe there are people who are named in my 
book, Senator. 

The Chairman. Well, you believe there are, or there are? I mean 
can you direct me to them? 

Senator Reid. What was your question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Chairman. What Vietnamese people— I am saying, what Vi- 
etnamese people today could say that there is somebody alive in 
Vietnam? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Today? 

The Chairman. Or last week, or last year. 

Mr. Cawthorne. I'm sorry, it has been 2 years since I have writ- 
ten this book and it is difficult to remember. But certainly there 
are named people in my book who say there were, and there are 
people there. 

Tlie Chairman. Let me go back to the numbers issue. 

How do you arrive at the judgment that more people were taken 
prisoner than we recorded or than we admitted. 

Mr. Cawthorne. Simply from looking at your own records, I 
think that they are the most glaring discrepancy. There was an in- 
cident on the DMZ in 1967, 1 believe, when the Marine Corps re- 
ported that eight people were missing. But on that day, according 
to the Pentagon’s records, there was only one person missing that 
day. A Vietnamese who was captured said there were 29 people 
captured that day. 

The Chairman. Was that ever reconciled, do you know? I mean, 
having been out in battle, I can well remember what happened in a 
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spot report, and then what you learned when the dust settled a 
couple of days later. I mean you realize that somebody you thought 
was missing and you reported missing turned up; or you realized 
that some people that got separated appeared. 

,I mean, was there any reconciliation effort with respect to those, 
or have you just taken the raw reporting of those days? 

Mr. Cawthorne. No, no, these are records. One comes from the 
Marine Corp’s evidence. 

The Chairman. Let me just say, you're not the only person who 
has suggested that the numbers are off-kilter. And the Committee 
is not— I mean we're going to have to try to run that down. Be- 
cause there are families that have also suggested the numbers, are 
out of kilter. We're going to try to look at it. I am just trying to 
understand your determination and methodology. 

Mr. Cawthorne. The Marine Corps reporting was from the 
Marine Corps history, which wasn't simply the first day’s report. 
They had gone back to the battlefield and done an accounting 
there. 

The Chairman. And did they subsequently report those people 
as, indeed, missing or captured, or what? 

Mr. Cawthorne. They were listed in the Marine Corps history— 
it says they are missing from that day. 

The Chairman. And that was never— you are saying, factored 
into the total numbers that were reported by the United States as 
a whole? 

Mr. Cawthorne. 'That’s right. 

The Chairman. Now, have those discrepancies been cross- 
checked with DIA or with the appropriate services? 

Mr. Cawthorne. No. 

'The Chairman. And you know that to a certainty? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Well, I certainly haven’t done that. 

The Chairman. All right, you haven’t done it. All right, now Ms. 
Stevenson, you talked about the lies. I would like to try to focus on 
that. I have read your book, and I am interested particularly in 
some conversations you have had with Mr. Childress and other 
things that took place. 

But if you were going to say. Senator, here is the most glaring 
lie, the most obvious sort of example that you could tell the Com- 
mittee in a short framework, and so we can really hang on to it 
and understand it, what would you pick? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, what I said in my statement, that 
there was no credible evidence, and I have no problems— I've had 
extensive conversations with General Tighe. I’ve had extensive con- 
versations with people in the Pentagon who are working on this 
issue. I’ve had extensive conversations with people in the agency. 
I’ve had extensive conversations with people who are working for 
ISA or they were involved in a rescue effort. They all tell me that. 
I trust them. I believe they told me that without really compromis- 
ing themselves. 

But when they say it is so, I believe it— particularly when Gener- 
al Tighe says it. Because I found him always to be a man of the 
utmost integrity. There is nothing in his record that would lead me 
to believe that he lied. 
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The Chairman. When you say General Tighe said it, we have 
met with General Tighe. We have had a conversation. He is going ^ 

Tol here to talk to%s publicly. But what is it you say he said? 

What is the conclusion you draw? • „ omnnnt nf 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That there is an amazing ffount ol 
credible evidence. We also spoke to, a good number of the people 
who were on his commission, including - to 
we have absolutely nO doubt, based upon the intelligence, that they 
Taw that there is not only credible evidence, that there is prrf , 

positive that men were alive when that commission looked at the 
material that was current intelligence. 

The Chairman. Now, Ms. Stevenson, m order to help the Com 
mittee to try to make this the last inquiry we have to mak^l rec- 
ognize author's privileges, and they are different, obviously, from 
those of somebody testifying in court and so forth^, 
source identification-can you identify sources, to the Committee, ^ 

so the Committee can talk to people in confidence.' 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I have identified sources already, to the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the minority investigation 
The Chairman. Well, this is a separate effort completely. Can 
you identify them to the Senate Select Committee? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I can, in almost every instance, except 
for when I ask permission to identify people to that other ^mmit- ^ 
tee. And I would have to go back and ask if it is all right to give 

the same information to you._ - 
The Chairman. Will you do that please? : 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Certainly, if you wHl let me know what 
you would like. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, could I-— 

The Chairman. Let me just say, we have a Member ot the belect ^ 

Committee. , , . . . . 

Senator Grassley. I just want to help you on this point. 

At one point, when this Committee was getting underway, you 
wanted to discuss with me about an attempt by her to call you, 
about sources. And that was why she was trmg to call you at that 
particular time, to give you those sources. She wanted to be tully 
cooperative with this Committee. a 

Mrs. Jensen^tevenson. But I also want to make sure that 1 m • 
not stepping on suiy toes. And I want to make sure that it is done 
in the right way. 

The Chairman. 1 understand that. 

Mrs Jensen-Stevenson. So I will leave the procedure for it up to 
you. But certainly, I would be willing to turn oyer all sources. 

The Chairman. I appreciate it, and, in fact, we did communicate. 

I talked to Ms. Steyenson. She was in Bangkok. In fact, we met ^ 
when we went to Bangkok. ^ * 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I would also like to point out that our 
book has the most incredible scrutiny by lawyers, by one of New 
York’s top law firms. And everything had to be documented, and 
they checked with everybody. . 

The Chairman. Now, my last question— because my time is up, 
but-you have both said with certainty that people p alive And § 
this is the sort of Catch-22 circular ar^ment, Hoteons Choice, 
whatever you want to call it, that we get into in this thing. 
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Vietnam is saying let us normalize, put your people into the 
country, go wherevk you want. Now, assuming— and I have never 
made an argument for normalization until this is resolved. But let 
us assume, solely for the purposes of this argument, that one nor- 
malized tomorrow. And people were then streaming all over the 
country. The presumption is that if people were alive, and they 
were holding somebody, that would be the worst thing for them. I 
mean they are asking to have us come in and go everywhere. Be- 
cause we are going to discover somebody. 

Does that not mean that they are not going to allow that to 
happen? I mean, they are not going to- — 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, Senator, I think it is a lot more 
complicated than that. There are a couple of things to consider 
with this. I think it has always been historically possible for com- 
munists to hide prisoners. I think there are plenty of examples of 
the Soviets and the Vietnamese, et cetera. 

But aside from prisoners, I mean the official position when my 
husband saw French prisoners in Vietnam, is that there were none. 
At one point they found 

The Chairman. Well, j^ou have just answered the question. Your 
husband saw French prisoners. So when Americans go in there, 
presumably they would see American prisoners. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. But they were passed off in the same 
way that the gentleman this morning explained that they were 
communists, that they were converted communists. And my hus- 
band knew that they- were not, because they were really under 
duress. They had to check every minutej. even to lift up their eyes. 

The Chairman. I agree, but the point I make is that somebody 
saw them. If Americans start going into the country, the likelihood 
is somebody is going to see them. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, the other thing to keep very 
aware of is that the prisoners are moved back and forth, across the 
border areas of Laos and Cambodia, that is well known. I will 
answer your question now. I will answer the same question that 
you asked Mr. Cawthorne. 

Why am I most certain? Because I have spent the last 2 years 
living in Southeast Asia. And I have no problems believing the 
people who have seen them. These are people who have not asked 
for any money. As a matter of fact, some of them are people who 
have renounced all material goods. They are incredibly moral, up- 
standing, decent people who proved that, as far as America goes, 
during the war. 

The Chairman. Well are you talking about— who are you talking 
about? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I’m talking about Asians. 

Senator McCain. Which— can you give us those names? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I think you will know why I am not 
prepared to openly give you those names. If you can work out a 
way to protect our men, yes. We are not naive about this, are we? 
We know what would happen if 1 announced names right here. 

The Chairman. But when you say- — 

Senator Reid. I am sorry, you have me. 1 do not know what 
would happen. 
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Mrs Jensen-Stevenson. You do not know what would happen to 
the men who are being held in a hostile situation, when our former 
enemies are saying they have no prisoners? • f 

The Chairman. But you see, that is what gets us 
Catch-22 circular argument. Here we are, struggling to find them, 
here we are struggling to negotiate their release, or whatever. Let 
us say we found them. What you are suggesting is hey are no 
going to let us find them because they are going to kill them. That 

is what you just said, correct? 

So if they are not going to let us find them and they are going to 
kill them if we get a hint that they are holding them, what are 
they holding them for? For the inevitable day when we find them 

so that they can kill them? , , . ^ 

Mrs. JenseN'Stevenson. Not if they get a hint that they are 

holding them. , r o 

The Chairman. What are they holding them for, then.' 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I don’t know. I think there are people 
who say they are holding them to see what will happen in the 
future. And at the moment they are very uncertain. 

The Chairman. But if they are never willing to use them as a 
negotiating tool, if they are not ever willing to come to anybody in 
19 years and say give us $25 million, we give you these people. 
Eventually they are going to die, and it does not do them any good. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. But I think they have tried to use thein 
as a negotiating tool. And I think that if you bring Mr^Shinke 
Before this Committee, and you can assure him that the people will 
be protected, he will bring -people who were direct witnesses to 
offers made by the Vietnamese. , ^ , it 

The Chairman. Well, I am playing devils advocate here and 1 
am trying to press this issue because I want to lay on the teble 
whatever the rationales are. One keeps grappling with it. And 1 am 
going to— as I have said to people — I am going to ask these ques- 
tions on both sides of the fence here to try to get at it. But it just 
occurs to me that there is a struggle, still, to understand how you 
break through that. If they are going to get kil ed the moment 
somebody knows they are there, yet there is nobody that ever sort 
of negotiates for them; and then you go through this process where 
we are searching for them, and yet they are holding them, despite 
the fact that we are searching for them, and if we find them they 
may kill them, you get into a tortured kind of circularity here. 

Mrs Jensen-Stevenson. I think this Committee will be able to 
do that, and I think that you will get the appropriate response 

The^ Chairman. That we will be able to do what? Speak to those 
people*^ 

^ Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I think you will be able to speak to wit- 
nesses, people who have had direct contact with prisoners as long 
as they have reassurance that it will be handled properly. 

The Chairman. I can guarantee you that anybody who can give 
us true, first-hand information of a live-sighting, this Committee 
will guarantee their safety. 

Mrs Jensen-Stevenson. It is not me you have to reassure. 

The Chairman. I understand that, but you will give us these 
names and lead us to these people? Is that accurate? 


Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I am saying that in some instances you 
have to have people like A1 Shinkel come before this Committee, 
because he is one of my links to these people. I don’t have the in- 
fluence with them that he would have. 

The Chairman. Let me just say that we are well-beyond my 
time, and I apologize to my colleagues. But this is the last go- 
round, in a sense. And so I can assure you the Committee is going 
to bend over backward to examine these people, to examine their 
evidence, to talk to people, to keep confidences, but to find out 
what is going on here. Because it is critical that they be spoken to. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Can I just tell you one thing, and it will 
explain the situation that I am in. 

Before I came here, I got a call. Before I left Thailand, I got a 
call from Mr. Shinkel who said can you tell me if I can trust the 
Committee, and if I can bring the witnesses who will listen to me 
to Washin^on? And they include, for example, the man the high- 
ranking Vietnamese who was there when the Vietnamese offered 
the Woodcock Commission 160 prisoners. He asked can I trust 
them? What do you think? And I said that the people I’ve been 
working with are certainly trustworthy. And I would advise that. 
But that’s as far as I can go. I’m certainly willing to be helpful in 
that way. 

Senator Kassebaum. Mr. Chairman, pardon me, but who is Mr. 
Shinkel? 

- The Chairman. Mr. Shinkel is an individual who lives in Thai- 
land who has had a long involvement as one of those dedicated to 
trying to find live people in either Laos or Vietnam. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. He’s a retired Air Force intelligence 
man, and he has given testimony before congressional committees 
before— one very, very important bit of testimony that still is clas- 
sified. 

The Chairman. He came to see me when I was in Bangkok. And 
we agreed that the Committee will follow-up with him. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, 1 am not sure about the answer 
of the witness. Is she saying that she will give us the names that 
she has, or does it require the permission of Mr. Shinkel in order 
for us to get the names that you have? 

The Chairman. Can you answer that? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. In some instance, it would require his 
agreement, yes. 

Senator McCain. And why would that be? 

The Chairman. I take it that is because he was a source, and you 
made an agreement with him. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That’s right, because I’m not an intelli- 
gence person , involved in this. I’m not an activist. I’m a reporter. 

The Chairman. I understand, I think it’s a question of the re- 
porter-source relationship, and I respect that. And I think that is 
something we have to do. However, Mr. Shinkel has said to me 
that he is willing to cooperate, and the Committee will obviously 
seek to have his cooperation. 

Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Ms. Stevenson, I just want to reiterate what Sen- 
ator Kerry said, as one who has b^n involved in this issue myself 
for a number of years. As most people know, and most— if not all 
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of the Members of this Commtttee-have been involved 
or the other. There is so much information out ‘here. I have heard , 
a lot of it. I have talked with you, as you know and I have talked 
with others. I think I have talked to everybody 1 bn°w of who 
lieved That they had information on this issue, including the UIA 

But if^e^arf goSg to get to the bottom of it, and as I said in my 
opinLg rtateme?it, frealize we have to earn that trust But this is 
the last shot. I really believe that. And I think everybody on this 
Committee believes it. We are really trying to get to the 
we are not going to leave any stones unturned. And I understand 
protection of sources-believe me, I understand it. Although Sena- 
tor Kerry can say— and I will say— that we will guarantee, of 
course there is always the human possibility that something may 
compromise that. I am certainly not going to tolerate it, or allow it 
but within those parameters of human beings, sometimes not living ^ 
up to agreements, I hope that we can. , , ir. 

Because if we cannot, we will never get to the bottom of this. In 
my opinion, there is so much information out there that conflicts, 
that the only way we are going to be able to look at it for 
body to put it all together, and synthesize it, and weed out what is 

Aiid^?wouW just second the motion that has already been made 
here that wherever you can— under whatever parameters you need f 
to provide to protect the people-to .get those people to us if you 

^^f wanted to specifically ask you about onVsource, and obviously I 
do not expect you to identify the source. And I do not know wheth- 
er that individual was identified to Senator Grassley or anyone in- 
volved in the other report. But the one that was of interest to me, 
of great interest to me, was the source that you identified as Casino f 

^He^S— just quoting a couple of lines from this individual m 
your book-now, quoting Casino Man-he said he knew what had 
occurred when Site 85 fell, that is the Lima site in Laos, 1968 He 
knew men had been betrayed. He knew men had survived. And he 

knew that some had been taken prisoner.'’ 

Then in a later discussion with the same individual whoni you ^ 
identifik as Casino Man, “I believe in the institution —and ttus is 
quoting him again-“I believe in the institution of the CIA. I just 
think parts of it have gotten into the wrong hands. And I ve got 
proof, proof this cover-up is not the work of any one administra- 
tion. There has been a group of people who have controlled certain 
issues through four presidencies. And any big investigation into 
missing men would lead to its condemnation. , ^ 

Without getting in to, I would like you to first of all, to say how 
much credence you put in that, that individual in terms of what he 
said-or she, whoever-Casino Man, I ^ume is a man-and 
second, would you-if you have not already-be willing to provide 
that source to the Committee? ... r 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I had his permission to provide some ot 
the material he gave me to the other investigation. I have never 
felt very comfortable with him because he is just a sort of complete 
intelligence man. And I have trouble with people like that. And 
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one problem is that I really don’t know whether— when he gave me 
H permission to give it to those people — I also have permission to give 
it to this Committee. 

I would certainly be willing to try 

The Chairman. Let me say that two Members of those people are 
on this Committee. I hope we do not have a problem. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, is this something you can work 
out yourself? 

^ Senator Smith. If you have already given it, then there should 

" not be a problem. 

The Chairman. Is that a problem. Senator Helms? 

^nator Helms. It is no problem with me. 

Senator Smith. There are a lot of Members that want to ask 
questions. And I just have one more of Mr. Cawthorne. 

A good deal of the information that you used in your book came 
from the series of volumes which were identified as uncorrelated 
^ information relating to missing Americans in Southeast Asia, alleg- 
edly published by DOD in what, 1978? December 15, 1978. 

What is the status of those volumes now? Are they classified doc- 
uments— to the best of your knowledge? 

Mr. Cawthorne. I’m afraid I don’t know. 

Senator Smith. Does anyone on the Committee know whether 
th^ are classified documents? 
f The Chairman. No. 

Senator Smith. Can you go into some detail about those docu- 
ments as to what specific information in those documents, was pro- 
vided to you, and they are DOD documents. So if they are DOD 
documents, then you feel that at least the information that was 
gathered, you would have some reason to believe it might ^ accu- 
rate — at least the information that you’re referring to as incrimi- 
% nating, as far as live Americans are concerned? 

^ could you comment on that in terms of its veracity? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Well, the documents, themselves, say if the doc- 
ument refers to interrogation of a Vietnamese prisoner or defector, 
it has an assessment of what the interrogator thinks, or what the 
source man thinks at that time. 

Senator Smith. I am told that my staff is correct, that the docu- 
% ments are not classified. 

Mr. Cawthorne. I’m relieved to hear that. 

Senator Smith. I guess you are not in trouble leaking classified 
documents. 

Mr. Chairman, I will yield at this point. 

The Chairman. Senator Brown. 

Senator Brown. ’Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

A Monilm, I must tell you how delighted I am that you have come. 
^ Your book, I think, has done more to bring this issue to the atten- 
tion of the American people— and perhaps to Congress as well— 
than any, single effort that I am aware of. And I found your book 
an excellent ^k. I think there are an awful lot of Americans who 
deeply appreciate the endless hours and the time you put into it, as 
well as the personal sacrifice that I know it included, 

A I am told that you did not have an easy time getting this pub- 

^ lished. I wonder if you would share with us the problems you ran 
into as you sought to make the facts public. 
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Mrs. JenseN'Stevenson. Well, that is true. We started that 
project with a great deal of enthusiasm, with one of the largest 
publishers in the United States— in the world, as a matter of fact 

We got a very nice advance. They welcomed us with opened 
arms. I warned the publisher that we had had some problems at 60 
Minutes, and that they could expect the same problems of pressure. 

I had gotten pressure when I worked for 60 Minutes not to do the 
story. 

They went ahead anyway, and we worked on it for 3 years with 
complete enthusiasm. Then two things happened: one, letters were 
received from certain people in covert operations threatening a 
libel suit — on the surface it didn’t look like a real threat, but our 
lawyers assured us that that is the only way it could be interpret- 
ed; and also, another book was published called Out of Control. A 
suit was initiated by General Secord and that book was taken off 
the stands. The author won that suit, but long after the book was 
destroyed. , j u 

Anyway, it was soon after these two things happened that our 
first publisher decided not to publish the book. We had a great deal 
of trouble. Well, we were not able to persuade them. 

^at was interesting was that in the last meeting we had with 
them, they were very, very adamant in asking us to identify our 
sources. The source that they wanted identified was Colonel Negro. 
And at that time, we had not identified him. He was assassinated 
soon after that. But they really kept pressing who that man was. 

The other interesting thing was, you asked about Casino Man, 
Senator Smith. Right before they dropped the book, Casino Man 
came from half-way around the world, because they wanted to 
know who he was. He had requested a lawyer with a national secu- 
rity clearance. And he was willing to give them, everything — every 
bit of documentation that he had. 

On the day he arrived they changed their minds. They did not 
want to see him. And then they dropped the book. Anyway, we 
were able to sell the book to a Canadian publisher, and we initiated 
a suit against the first American publisher on the b^is of lack of 
fair dealings. The Canadian publisher then later sold it to Penguin, 
another American publisher, and it was sold to an English publish- 
er as well. 

But similar pressures were applied. It went through a very heavy 
legal period. And it did finally come out— thank God there are 
some publishers with courage. 

Senator Brown. Well, you have been through a great deal. But I 
think it is going to yield some dividends. We hope this hearing will 
be of some value in following-up— and it is following-up, I think, 
that may be the most important. 

Now, you have mentioned a statement by the Committ^ that 
would be helptol. I want you to know that that statement is going 
to be offered as a motion in this Committee. We will go on record 
to welcome those people home. But I am wondering if you do not 
have other suggestions for us as to top priority things that we 
ought to bring and we ought to follow-up on. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, it is hard to do in the large sense. 
I mean I am willing to do that over a longer period of time. I think 
one of the crucial things— because so many people involved with 
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this issue have been disappointed, have come forward with infor- 
^ mation, and have had— well, their entire lives compromised. I 

* think this is particularly true of Asians who have testified, or who 
have been willing to come forward. 

So they are now very reluctant. And I think that that statement 
will be important. But I think there must be other ways that you 
will have to show them that they really have your support, that 
you will stand behind them; that if they come here something 
won't happen so that they will be endangered, or their families are 
^ endangered. 

I think most of them, what they really want is just a kind of 
public recognition that they are not liars; that they are not self- 
serving. 

Senator Brown. You mentioned the Woodcock Commission. As I 
read the summary of that commission, they concluded “there is no 
evidence to indicate any American POW’s from the Indochina con- 

• flict remain alive, for the reasons of terrain, climate, circumstances 
of loss, and passage of time.” 

That, of course, was in 1977 before Bobby Garwood came out. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That’s right. And again, I accept the 
word. This is really one of Mr. Shinkel’s people— the one I men- 
tioned who was a witness to a meeting where 160 men were of- 
fered. I have no reason to disbelieve that man. As far as I know, he 

# has never asked for anything for that information. He is hurting 
himself by saying it— at least he would have hurt himself in the 
past. “ 

Senator Brown. Do you know t)f the American negotiators that 
were present when that-offer was laid on the table? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. No, but I think that is a question that 
you should ask this gentleman, and ask Mr. Shinkel. 
f Senator Brown. Well, it is clearly an area we can follow-up and 

try to verify. We have the ability to call negotiators if they were 
there. 

I have looked through a letter by Congressman Ben Gilman of 
New York that conveyed criticism of your books, challenging its ve- 
racity. I do not know if you have had a chance. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I have not seen that. I have heard of it. 
^ People here have mentioned it. 

Senator Brown. I would appreciate if— and I have looked 
through it myself— if vou would be willing, when you have had a 
chance to review it, if you would advise us of any comments you 
would like to make with regard to it, to those observations. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I would. 

Senator Bkown. The ones that I have looked at— frankly, the 
A facts they cite seem to substantiate your book, rather than their 

^ criticism of it. But I think your observations of those characteriza- 

tions would be helpful to us. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Senator Brown. 

Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. A Man Called Intrepid was sure great. Tell your 
husband that. 

A Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Thank you. 

^ Senator Reid. Tell us about the threatening phone calls from the 

Government officials urging you not to do your story. 
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Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, it’s in the book. And just roughly, 
it was when I was working for 60 Minutes. 

Senator Reid. Who were the officials? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson, The official was Col. Richard Childress. 

Senator Reid. You attribute your notes being stolen, that were in 
your briefcase, to government operators. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. But I don’t know that for a fact. A lot 
of strange things happened that had never happened to me before. 

Senator Reid. How many books did you sell? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I believe that it is close to 100,000 alto- 
gether, between the U.S., Canada, and England. 

Senator Reid. If American POW’s are ignored by the U.S. be- 
cause it would embarrass certain CIA officers or others, why would 
Laos or Cambodia or Vietnam not release them just to do that, just 
to embarrass the U.S.? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I think there are factions in those coun- 
tries that wanted to do that. I think there is a conflict within them. 
My husband described that. It is in our book. When he was over 
there, he spoke to some hard-line people who made that quite 

Senator Reid. You actually believe that as we speak here today, 
there are Americans who were in the military during the conflict 
in Southeast Asia who are alive today over there? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I think we ought to pve it a chance. I 
agree with Mr. Cawthorne. I mean, I have no idea whether they 
were not killed off in the last 5 minutes, but 1 believe, since so 
many were alive-at the end of the war, the chances are pretty 
good. We know from historical records that certain Soviets sur- 
vived a longer time than that, so there is a good possibility, yes. 

Senator Reid. What is your estimate as to how many? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I really don’t like to do that. I would 
think hundreds, but that is my personal opinion. 

Senator Reid. Senator Brown referred to the letter from Con- 
gressman Gilman. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I’ve not seen that, but 

Senator Reid. Well, let me read to you from this letter, dated in 
January of this year. He says that he has received this book and it 
has been brought to his attention, and he relates here that Mr. 
George Brooks was advising bookstores in his area, his congression- 
al district, that they should place it under the fiction department. 

He goes on further to say, ‘"The logic of the motive of this cover- 
up as outlined in your letter eludes me. As you recall. President 
Reagan never hesitated to blame his predecessor. President Carter, 
for any of the economic or diplomatic problems that befell our 
nation during his Presidency. It makes no sense to me in the one 
instance he would countenance a cover-up to protect the reputation 
of his predecessor. 

“Likewise, I find it highly unlikely that President Carter, the 
man who granted amnesty to Americans who avoided the draft and 
was elected to the Presidency on a platform condemning the ex- 
cesses of Vietnam and Watergate, would be overly eager to cover- 
up the role of Presidents Nixon and Ford in the war. 

“Your contention that President Bush would be embarrassed by 
the truth belies all logic. If the President were able to return even 
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one live missing American to his home prior to the 1992 elections, 
he would be hailed as a hero by all Americans and his reelection 
would be virtually assured. The idea that he would rather cover-up 
for Presidents Nixon, Ford, and Carter rather than do this flies in 
the face of common sense.’’ 

How would you respond to these three paragraphs? . 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Senator Reid, I hope that President 
Bush does just that, I hope one returns and I hope President Bush 
becomes a hero. ■ i • 

Senator Reid. But you see, you are not answering the question. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, I don’t know what the question is. 

Senator Reid. The question why would these various men who 
have been President of the United States, cover up for the other. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I think that is a ve^ complicated ques- 
tion, but I think all of those men, all of those Presidents, were ad- 
vised by bureaucrats who were working on the issue throughout, 
many of them. 

And I can only tell you again why would the strong, personal 
opinion of a man like General Tighe be discounted. And why would 
even the Reagan administration, who made it a national priority, 
lie about his testimony. He testified before Congress about every 6 
months on this, and yet when I did a 60 Minute show in which he 
said that on air, they issued a public statement saying that he had 
never talked about this, that he had indeed only mentioned it once 
in 1981. V^af I have tried to understand is why do we discount the 
testimony of the most qualified people on this issue. - 

^nator Reid. Mrs. Stevenson, hopefully this Committee will not 
discount any testimony. But this is the third day of testimony. We 
have been here now 3 days, and we have had a string of witnesses 
who have said, the latest being the Colonel this morning and this 
afternoon, who said if there were an American in Vietnam, we 
would know about it, and there are not any. 

We are talking about almost 20 years, people being in effect 
hidden in Vietnam. Now, I would hope that you are right. I hope 
there are hundreds, 200 as you say, Americans alive over there. I 
hope that very much. But at this stage the facts that I have been 
presented belie that. The only information we have from you and 
Mr. Cawthorne is speculation. ^ 

Now we should follow the advice that we have been given ana 
follow up every lead, and I hope we do that. But how — I mean, do 
you believe that there would be places in Vietnam where these 
people could be hidden for almost 20 years? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, I’ll give you two examples. One, 
my husband was there during the Truce Commission. He is a Cana- 
dian, so he was there with the Canadian delegation to the Truce 
Commission after the French/Indo-China conflict. And there was a 
strong speculation that the Vietnamese were bringing arms in 
from the Chinese side. They were never able to prove that until 
about 5, 10 years later, when it was verified. I think it is very easy 
in a closed society like Vietnam to hide prisoners, arms, anything 
else. 

The other thing I want to tell you is we have recently also met 
with the Vietnamese— not the official negotiators, but certainly 
high ranking. And I said, look, this Committee is going to go into 
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session, and they are going to represent the Ameriran PeOP's ^ 
that’s a lot different from the negotiators that you have been deal- 
ing with. Because the American people really want answers anci 
the American people want to know, for example, what happened to 
the prisoners we know were alive, the ones our intelligence tells us 
were alive. What happened to Peter Cressman and what happened 

Those are two examples I outlined for them. And he says, why 
are you bringing up these cases? The American Government has 
never brought these cases up with us, and we have done everything 

that the American Government has asked of us. 

Senator Reid. My time has expired Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator Reid. 

Senator McCain. , ,1, • t 

Senator McCain. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 1 thank 
the witnesses for appearing here today. Mr. 
preface my questions with the following remark. I said at the onset 
of this hearing that I assumed that Americans were alive and 1 
will continue to assume it until we have as full an accounting as 
possible. I have assured my friends McDaniel, Jack Bailey, and 
others who are in the audience, that I intend to ask tough ques- 
tions. I think it is legitimate to ask tough questions of i^ople who 
have beliefs on both sides of this issue. I hope that that js wdl un- 
derstood, because without tough questions being asked, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not see how- we are going to get to the bottom ot this 

I would like, to repeat. I assume that there are Ainericans 
alive until we have as full an accounting as possible, which we do 
not have. At the same time, there is a lot of information that we 
have to wade through, and the only way we are going to get to the 
bottom of this issue is through asking very difficult and tough 
questions from people who come down on both sides of the issue. 

Having said that, Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson, in your book you state, 
and I quote: “Most astounding, some prisoners were actually 
hidden in the main prison compounds in Hanoi. One such man. Air 
Force Col. Norman Gaddis, who was shot down on May 14 mi, 
did appear on the 1973 list of returnees unexpectedly. He had 
never been accounted for by the Vietnamese, yet for almost 4 h 
years he was kept in a section of the prison known as Heartbreak 
Hotel. In all that time, no other American prisoner had seen him. 
If he had not finally been spotted by other prisoners after the Viet- 
namese moved POW’s and consolidated them in several key loca- 
tions because of the attempted Son Tay raid to rescue prjf nws on 
November 21, Gaddis would probably have ended up an MIA. 

Mrs. Jensen, I speak from personal expenence. That is totally 
false. We knew that Colonel Gaddis was in prison. We were in com- 
munications with him, he appeared at a Christmas church service 
in 1969, which was filmed by the Vietnamese. I would like to know, 
since I know that that statement is false from my own personal ex- 
. perience, I wondered where you had acquired such information.' 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well at the time I got that from other 
people who were in your situation. 

Senator McCain. Who? 
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Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, I can't give you that right here 
and now, but it was by talking to other people. 

Senator McCain. I would hope you would supply that for the 
record because it is just not true. 
fThe material referred to may be found on pps., 2-4 of the appen- 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, 1 have heard the contradiction to 
that, and I accept the possibility. But at the moment 1 don't know 
which side is right. , 

Senator McCain. Well, if you do not want to take my word for it, 
that is fine. ' 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I didn't say that. Senator. 

Senator McCain. OK. Thank you, 

Mr. Cawthorne, you state in your statement: “During the war 
the National Security Agency made analysis of what happened to 
pilots who were shot down. They noticed that most of the airmen 
down near the main prison camps around Hanoi and Haiphong 
were taken there if they did not have to pass any installation of 
strategic importance on the way.’’ 

Now, Mr. Cawthorne, in the early years of the war, lybo and 
1966, the Americans did not bomb the northern parts of Vietnam, 
Hanoi and Haiphong. Most of the prisoners who were in Hanoi in 
the Wallo prison that were captured during the early years of the 
war, in fact virtually all of them, were shot down in the southern 
part of the country— Bin, in that area. Now, they were all taken 
north to Hanoi. r . • 1 

How does -that jibe with your statements— some of them, it took 
as long as a week to 2 weeks to get there. Is it your allegation that 
they did not have to pass any “any installation of strategic impor- 
tance on the way''? 

Mr. Cawthorne. I also mentioned in the book that the analysts 
didn't begin to analyze the shoot-downs until after 1970. 

Senator McCain. So they did not analyze those that were shot 
down in 1965 and 1966? 

Mr. Cawthorne. No. 

Senator McCain. Well, frankly, that does not make any sense, 
Mr. Cawthorne, I mean, people were shot down and captured 
during the first couple of years, most of them in the south. They 
were taken north usually by truck, and obviously, they would have 
had to have passed by installations of strategic importance since, 
as you know, it is a relatively narrow country with very few main 
arteries of transportation. u . 1 t 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson, I would like to bring up an issue which 1 
think is important because in your book you cite a U.S. Army 
Magor, Mark Smith— I will preface my remarks by saying I do not 
know nor have I ever met Major Smith although I have heard 
about him— and he is mentioned throughout your book as one of 
your key sources. 

Now, I think that if you use a source as extensively as you used 
Major Smith, obviously, you like to look into the background be- 
cause any journalist, and I’m sure you're an outstanding profes- 
sional journalist likes to look at the veracity of that witness. 

Now, the facts are that a hearing was held in 1986 by the Senate 
Veterans Affairs Committee. They invited Mr. Smith and his col- 
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leagues to present their evidence. Mr. Smith failed to honor his 
commitment until a month later when he had to be issued a sub- 
poena, and then the hearing was reported in the press and is a 
matter of official record in the Senate. 

The view of those Senators who were on that Committee was 
that his evidence proved not true. In fact, according to some wit- 
nesses Major Smith invited one of the Senators to the parking lot, 
because there was some disagreement. 

Mr. Smith said that the White House also had shown an interest 
in the tape. According to Mr. Smith, officials under the direction of 
Vice President George Bush told him to offer Mr. Gregson $4.2 mil- 
lion deposited in the Bank of America in Singapore for the tape. 
Those are false statements said a spokesman for the Vice Presi- 
dent. The Vice President did not authorize Mr. Smith or Mr. McIn- 
tyre or any other party to pay any money for their reported evi- 
dence. 

I guess my question to you is, did you have any qualms about 
quoting him so extensively, given the clear questioning of his ve- 
racity by a Senate Committee— not this one? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I’m not sure what that last statement 
you read from having to do with the Gregson case has to do 
with- — 

Senator McCain. It has a great deal to do with his veracity. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. —with my book because that’s in our 
book. 

Senator McCain. No, but it has something to do with his veraci- 
ty, which is the reason why I quoted it. The Vice President of the 
United States— now President of the United States, “disagreed with 
him. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Right. And all I can say is that I did 
look extensively at Mark Smith’s record— so did my husband— es- 
pecially as related to the charges that were brought against him. 
And there was a file this thick (indicating 2 inches) which clears 
him. We looked at all of that. 

What happened in that instance were false charges were brought 
against him. It makes me believe that something was not handled 
properly in the later questioning. Now, Mr. Smith says in that par- 
ticular instance that you bring up, which we did not deal with in 
our book— I do know about it— that the reason he did not show up 
for that particular Committee meeting was because the Committee 
did not honor its promise to keep the name of the witness he was 
bringing out of the public. The morning that he arrived, he saw 
Robin Gregson’s name in the newspapers, and that is why he did 
not show up. 

That is what I was talking about earlier when I said that a lot of 
people who have information about this are afraid to come before 
this Committee, because things like that happened in the past. 
There has to be an absolute guarantee when there is a guarantee. 
People cannot be compromised in that way because quite often 
their lives are at stake. 

I believe that Senator Simpson apologized to Mark Smith. That 
is on the record in Mark Waple’s files^he was a witness to that, 
and you can call Mr. Waple and ask him about it. He himself said 
that he thought he had goaded Mr. Smith beyond endurance. 
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I Senator McCain. Thank you very much. I see that my time is 

H # expired. I will be glad to wait until the next round. 

May I make just one comment, Mr. Chairman, about General 
Tighe. 

In your book, Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson, you say: “General Tighe 
told me flatly that he had seen the best possible evidence of Ameri- 
cans still alive before speaking out. He was publicly humiliated.’’ 

I have known General Tighe for many years. I have seen him 

§ 0 testify before this Committee. I have seen his remarks widely pub- 
licized throughout the country. I know no one who sought, nor did, 
publicly humiliate General Tighe. He is held in the highest regard 
by all of us, and I do not think that statement is accurate. 

But I also think that it is very important that General Tighe has 
said consistently that he has seen no hard evidence, but the weight 
of all of the cases that he saw convinced him of that. And I think 

# § that it is very important that the record be clear that General 

Tighe, who will be able to elaborate before this Committee, stated 
that to this Committee and to me, or to the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee when I was on there, and to me personally on several occa- 
sions. To my knowledge he has not changed that opinion. 

I do respect his view. I know that the Members of this Commit- 
tee respect his views, otherwise we would not have him before the 

# 0 Committee, and I know of no one who tried to humiliate him. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Senator, I don’t know if you’ve read the 
portion of the book where we talk specifically about the humilia- 
tion. I guess it is a matter of opinion whether thait was public hu- 
miliation or not. In my husband’s and my view it was, and in a lot 
of people’s view it was. 

Senator McCain. It is not in General Tighe’s, ma’am. 

# 0 Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, I will also tell you that if you 

read the Bar Association Intelligence Newsletter, which is edited 
by Admiral Mott, where he reviewed our book, he called General 
Tighe and had a conversation with him about our book, and Gener- 
al Tighe— that is public 1 think— backed our book and said he had 
no quarrel with it, and repeated the statements that he had made 
to me— again, openly— on the 60 Minutes program. 

# 0 Senator McCain. I was not commenting on whether he agreed or 

disagreed with your book, Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. 

You were saying he was publicly humiliated, and I do not believe 
that is correct, nor does he believe that is the case. And I thank 
you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. But you read from the beginning of the 

# 0 book, where you’re talking about credible evidence, that he has 

only talked about the weight of evidence. He has said, and we have 
records of it, that there very definitely is credible evidence. And on 
60 Minutes as more than credible; he described it as a miracle. 

The Chairman. You have to leave, so do you want to take a 
minute? 

Senator Smith. I appreciate the chairman’s indulgence. I just 

$ 0 want to say in response to two things that Senator McCain said, 1, 

too, hold General Tighe in the greatest regard— highest regard— 
and I think all Members of the Committee do. 
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However, having personally reviewed the Tighe Report in its un- 
edited version, I can tell you that there are people within the 
agency who did not hold him in the highest regard, I want to state 
for the record that that information— -because I read it, and I 
cannot comment on it now because it still is a classified document, 
about the content of it, but it certainly was not a complimentary 
introduction to the Tighe Report written by an individual from the 
Defense Intelligence Agency. I will stand on that point. 

The second point I feel—with all due respect to Senator 
McCain— I can only comment on what I know about this and I am 
not going to comment beyond that. As far as Mark Smith is con- 
cerned I was as frustrated as anybody else that the information 
that he thought that he would bring— we thought he would bring 
forth regarding that videotape— did not come forth. I was not a 
Member of the Murkowski Committee and therefore had no input 
into that all, so I do not know the facts there. 

But I do know for a fact that— and I am not going to go beyond 
saying this— that people in the very highest levels of Government 
were very interested in that tape, and that I was personally in- 
volved in the negotiations for that tape myself. I will state for the 
Committee in executive session if they like, as to who those high 
level people were. But I cannot comment beyond that, other than 
to say that everything that Senator McCain said regarding that $4 
million was not exactly accurate. 

The Chairman. First of all, Mrs. Stevenson, let me just answer 
your concern. I want the Committee bn record and I want anybody 
who is thinking about coming- forward -to -understand that this 
Committee is determined to keep whatever a^eements it reaches 
with people with respect to protection of their identity or whatever, 
within one limit. And the limit is— and it will only be in agreement 
with the i^rson— that if it is necessary in terms of public knowl- 
edge, this is not something that can go on or be kept behind closed 
doors forever. 

Because the Committee’s purpose is to shed light on this and we 
are insisting on shedding light. With the Pentagon opening up, it 
will he totally contradictoiy for us to shut down. 

But on the other hand, if the opening up is enhanced by keeping 
one individual protected for some reason, clearly the Committee is 
prepared to do that. And we will have to defend ourselves by the 
information— the quality of the information we put out and the 
quality of the judgments we make as to whether or not we were 
justified in doing that. And the proof in that will not be until the 
end of this process. 

The second point I want to make is that for those who are meas- 
uring the tone or approach of questioning here and trying to draw 
conclusions a^ut somebody’s view, I want to reiterate what Sena- 
tor McCain said. If somebody comes in front of this Committee and 
says to us with a certainty. Senator, they are all dead and I know 
it, we are going to put that to the same test as somebody who 
comes here and says I know there are people alive. That is, by 
nature, adversarial to a certain degree, though I am determined to 
keep it from being adversarial in a way that suggests to anybody 
they are better off not coming forward. We do not want this Com- 
mittee to wind up doing that. 


Finally; I will say to you that it will be unusual for us to be in 
this kind of a predicament because we knew what we were doing 
when we set out these first 3 days as establishing the parameters. 
We recognize that a lot of this work will be through deposition and 
interview, and a certain amount of investigative background work 
that will— just like putting together any case. Before you go to 
court with your case, you do your preparation and a lot of that is 
going to be done. 

So 1 respect your willingness to put your evidence and theories to 
test, and that is what is happening here. 

Who is next? Senator Kassebaum. Am I correct on that? Yes. 

Senator Kassebaum. Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

Just briefly I would like to say, Mrs. Stevenson and Mr. Cawth- 
orne, that I was invited to sit on this Committee by Senator Dole. 
We were selected by the m^ority and the minority leaders. It was 
with great reluctance that I agreed to serve on this Committee be- 
cause I dp not have a background in understanding much that has 
gone on. I have tried to read a great deal; I have tried to under- 
stand. I think you can understcmd how perhaps someone coming 
fresh to this would be quite perplexed by some of the testimony 
back and forth over the last several days. 

I think the hardest thing for me to understand is to hear from 
both of you who have spent a great deal of time and involvement 
in, and a great deal of research, Mrs. Stevenson, on your part, to 
say that you both believe strongly that there are still alive Ameri- 
cans, there, and that this is being covered up by our Government. 

Now, I am hot debating the point of whether they are or are not 
there, but what I am trying hard to understand is what is the moti- 
vation for this. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I can only tell you that I have had the 
same difficulties for a long time and still do to a degree because 
they are so hard to understand. I think a lot of it has to do simply 
with what happens when you have a job and you have made a mis- 
take. I think a big mistake was made at the end of the war. I think 
that mistake was compounded, perhaps with a lot of people not de- 
liberately, but once those men were abandoned and people knew 
about it, ever bit of evidence that seemed to come in was discredit- 
ed in some ways. 

I spoke to one of the children of a missing man just before, and 
he has a letter which I think is now blown up and being shown 
around, which talks about fingerprints on his father’s case. He has 
never been able to get those fingerprints. They are now missing. 

I mean, when you look at this subject, you find a long history of 
mistakes like that. And then when you b^n to realize the intelli- 
gence of the people and their background, it’s just very hard to be- 
lieve that it is only incompetence that has created this long record 
of mistakes. 

Mr. Cawthorne. I think it’s quite easy to understand that politi- 
cians don’t draw attention to problems they can’t solve. And it 
seems to me this problem is an intractable problem, and you don’t 
shout about it. , . 

Senator Kassebaum. I do not really agree with that. I mean it is 
easy to shout frequently about things you do not understand. I 
think it is really something that is hard to understand. I can un- 
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derstand that mistakes may have been made as the peace treaty 
was put into place and as they were trying to bring people home 
quickly. What I find hard to understand is that still at this junc- 
ture there would be people held there against their will. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. But we cannot really look at that 
unless we look at the history. If men were abandoned then there is 
a good chance that men are still alive. In order to do that we really 
have to look at the intelligence. 

I think it is paramount that this Committee seriously look at the 
Peter Cressman case. Now here is a man who was shot down and 
captured after the Peace Accords were signed. That is something 
pretty heavy to hide. That is something that I think one can easily 
understand why. And as a matter 6f fact, I have talked to people in 
the Pentagon who have told me about that case, who have told me 
that they were terribly upset about it. It was a very, very impor- 
tant emotional upset for them. So much so that they put it on 
paper, and that was classified. 

Now, I think it's important that this Committee get a hold of 
that protest by Peter Cressman's own colleagues, or at least people 
who cared about him, who were in the service. 

Senator Kassebaum. In your book. Kiss the Boys Goodbye, in 
speaking of intelligence, you say the intelligence on the prisoners 
has been officially collected, so much so that today, and this when 
you are writing more than 14 years after the U.S. evacuation of 
Saigon, all Vietnam is laced with grai^vines of human intelligence 
on prison camps' and on who is in them ^and who runs them. Is this 
U.S. intelligence that you are referring jto? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. In the first place, there is a basis for 
those prisons. Under the old system, it’s the old French system and 
they use that same system for Americans. 

Senator Kassebaum. But when you were speaking of an intelli- 
gence network, you were speaking of their intelligence or our intel- 
ligence? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I’m talking about our intelligence, the 
intelligence that we have on American troop prisoners. 

Senator Kassebaum. Right, but is it a network composed of Viet- 
namese, or of our own 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. It is a network of Asians, largely, who 
are working for American, either on an ad hoc basis, maybe they 
formerly worked full time and now they work on a free-lance basis. 

Senator Kassebaum. Is this information that has been available 
to you as you have been working over there? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. This is information that as we re- 
searched it we came across it. It has been available since the end of 
the war and a lot of it came about because people— our former 
allies— were in prisoner with other Americans. I mean the best ex- 
ample of that is the Vietnamese general who was in prison with 
Bobby Garwood and who reported on that to President ^agan. 

Senator Kassebaum. So this intelligence network, that still is on- 
going there, I would guess 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes it is, and I think it’s also important 
for this Committee to get hold of Bobby Garwood’s official debrief- 
ing. You could learn a lot from those papers. 
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The Chairman. We have requested that, and 1 have been told we 
will get it. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. At the same time, perhaps you should 
get the unofficial debriefing that General Tighe did with Bobby 
Garwood which is, professionally I believe, just as good. 

Senator Kassebaum. Just a last question. Do you feel that there 
is a distinction to be made between those that you believe may still 
be in Vietnam and in Laos? 

Mrs, Jensen-Stevenson. I do think there is a distinction. I think 
there is much more evidence today about prisoners in Laos than 
there is in Vietnam, and I think that has been probably done quite 
deliberately because a lot of them are in the border areas so they 
could easily have been moved back and forth. 

I think that’s an example. Some of your colleagues, some other 
Senators who went to Vietnam in 1986, were told that there might 
be prisoners. They wouldn’t be under the control of the Vietnamese 
but the Vietnamese would help us to look for them, I think that’s a 
very good example of what’s happened. They’ve been moved, and 
some of them are perhaps totally not under Vietnamese control. 
But most of the evidence indicates that there is some Vietnamese 
control in the areas where they’re being held. 

^nator Kassebaum. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator Kassebaum. 

Senator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. Monika, have you sensed any real problems 
with the distribution and sales of your books that might indicate 
some outside interference? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, I can only say that strange things 
have happened. I don’t know if its a matter of incompetence or 
whether there has been interference, since there has been some in- 
terference sometimes. I think that’s true, too. I don’t want to think 
that, so I steer away from it. When we were doing the promotion 
for the book last year, it was not in any of the major cities where 
we were. People who wanted to buy the book had to wait, some- 
times months, to get it. 'They were persistent enough to have really 
turned the book into a success. It’s that kind of thing. 

Before the book came out in the United States, we were pres- 
sured, very much pressured— under the threat of no publication— 
to settle our suit with the first publisher. But I think it could logi- 
cally happen in the business. I have no proof that there was any 
direct pressure. 

Senator Grassley. When did the Vietnamese offer prisoners to 
us and what were the circumstances? You briefly describe some 
such offer involving the Woodcock Commission. I would like to 
have you elaborate on that offer and on any others you might 
have, and most importantly, describe how you know it? 

Mrs. Jen 8 EN-S™en 80 N. 'This is something I know through some- 
one through A1 Shinkel, and I believe Mr. Shinkel and I think the 
man’s record really stands for itself He was present. He was a Vi- 
etnamese official who was present when an offer made for 160 men 
in exchange for money. I don’t know if you were here when 1 said 
that one of the last things Mr. Shinkel said to me before I left 
Thailand was that could he bring this man and other people to this 
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Committee if he could have a guarantee that they would be pro- 
tected, because they were willing to speak before the Committee. 

And as I said, I mentioned that I had been working with the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee minority investigation, and I 
certainly felt that they could work with the people here. 

Mr. Cawthorne. The Wall Street Journal, sir, reported an offer 
in 1981. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That’s right. That's another offer. 

Senator Brown. Would the Senator yield on that? 

Senator Grassley. Yes, I will yield. 

Senator Brown. I was hoping you might follow up to find out 
who that offer was made to. 

Mr. Cawthorne. According to the story in the Wall Street Jour- 
nal it was discussed in the Oval Office by President Reagan and 
the Cabinet. 

Senator Grassley. Monika, have you — 

The Chairman. Let me just interrupt again and pin that down. 
Is it according to the Wall Street Journal that it was discussed by 
the President and the Cabinet, or other sources? 

Mr. Cawthorne. By the Wall Street Journal. 

The Chairman. The Wall Street Journal story suggested that? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Yes. 

The Chairman. What was the date of that story? 

Mr. Cawthorne. It’s, in here. I could dig it out for you if you like. 

The Chairman. Is it cited in the book? 

- Mr. Cawthorne. Yes. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. But that’s another example of where^ 
one of the witnesses got into a lot of trouble with certain govern- 
ment agencies and I think the person who could explain that to 
you the best is Mr. Ross Perot. 

The Chairman. We have spoken to Mr. Perot and will further. 

Senator Grassley. Monika, have you talked to U.S. officials who 
claim to have seen U.S. POW’s or anyone else who has seen POW’s 
since 1973? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I have and I mentioned that in my 
opening statement. You weren’t here to hear that. 

Senator Grassley. My point is, would you be willing to put them 
in touch with this Committee? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I would certainly be willing to try, yes. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Cawthorne, would you also be in a posi- 
tion like Monika, to assess for access to some of your sources who 
have firsthand knowledge on this subject and let us know about 
them? 

Mr. Cawthorne. Certainly, yep. 

Senator Grassley. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Senator Grassley. 

Second round. Senator McCain, do you have further questions? 

Senator McCain. Just briefly I would like to pursue this matter 
of the negotiations a little further. Please, Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson, 
do you know at what time frame these negotiations took place? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I’m sorry, which negotiations? 

Senator McCain. The negotiations you referred to for 160 POW’s. 
Do you know at what time frame that took place? 
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Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. During the time of the Woodcock Com- 
mission was in Vietnam. 

Senator McCain. Do you know when that was? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. You probably have more precise dates 
than I do. I don’t have my documentation in front of me. 

Senator McCain. Your testimony is that there was an offer made 
for 160 live POW’s? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. My testimony is that is a source for 
that, a Vietnamese who was an official present there who was well 
know to Mr. Shinkel. According to Mr. Shinkel, one of the last 
things he said to me was that if he felt assured that this Commit- 
tee would treat this witness properly, that he would be willing to 
come here to testify. 

Senator McCain. ’Then it is my understanding your testimony is 
that Mr. Shinkel has information on an individual who states that 
there was 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. My testimony is that I know this wit- 
ness through Mr. Shinkel, and I have respect for both people. 

Senator McCain. In other words, it is not just Mr. Shinkel, you 
have also had contact with this individual? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I can only go according to my journalis- 
tic judginent, perhaps I can be proven wrong, but I believe, yes, I 
believe him. 

Senator McCain. Now this individual was a high-ranking Viet- 
namese official? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well you know when you get into high- 
ranking. ■ ; 

Senator McCain. I would think you would have to be fairly high- 
ranking to be there. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. He was high-ranking enough to be 
present. 

Senator McCain. I would think you would have to be fairly high 
ranking in order to make an offer. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I didn’t say he made the offer. I said he 
was present when the offer was made. 

Senator McCain. And who made the offer? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. The Vietnamese. 

Senator McCain. Which Vietnamese? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I don’t know that. 

Senator McCain. You do not know? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. No I don’t know. 

Senator McCain. And you do not know who the offer was made 
to? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I know that it was made to whoever 
was officially there to receive such an offer. 

Senator McCain. Do you have any idea who that was? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Specifically names? 

Senator McCain. Yes. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, if I can look back at my papers on 
the Woodcock Commission I could give it to you. I don’t have them 
here. 

Senator McCain. These were Americans this offer was made to? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. There were Americans on the Wood- 
cock Commission, that’s right. 
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Senator McCain. And the offer was made to the Americans on 
the Woodcock Commission? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That's right. 

Senator McCain. So we could contact the Americans on the 
Woodcock Commission as well and ask them? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I would hope that you would do that, 
and I would hope that you speak with Mr. Woodcock. I have spent 
quite a bit of time talking to him. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Woodcock corroborates that? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. No, he does not, but I think you will 
find it interesting talking to him. 

Senator McCain. Well, as a matter of fact I have talked to him 
several times in the past, and I find him to be a very outstanding 
man who served him country very well including, I believe, as our 
first Ambassador to China, as well as a very respected leader in the 
labor movement. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. So he would be a very good witness for 
you to bring in. 

Senator McCain. But he has no knowledge or denies that that 
happened? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Or as he puts it, he doesn't know. 

Senator McCain. I see. But I just wanted to get it straight for the 
records. It is your direct information from talking with this former 
Vietnamese official that a meeting took place sometime during the 
Woodcock Commission where an offer was made for 160 live Ameri- 
cans in return for an undisclosediamoiint of money; is that correct? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. An offer was made for the men, yes. I 
don't know that much about the money part. 

Senator McCain. But it was financial? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. 

Senator McCain. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I thank 
the witnesses. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator. 

Mrs. Stevenson, I know it is in your book, but I want you to 
relate it anyway to the Committee. First of all, how long were you 
at 60 Minutes? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Just short of 6 years. 

The Chairman. And when you were with 60 Minutes you were a 
regular? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. 1 was a staff producer, that is, I was 
working for CBS. I had just renewed another 6-year contract. 

The Chairman. And you were a producer of the regular Sunday 
night shows? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes, I was. 1 was not a freelancer. I did 
not come in just to do one story. 1 worked for 60 Minutes. 

'The Chairman. You worked for it? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. It is considered one of the best jobs in 
the business. 

The Chairman. Correct. And you have under your belt the pro- 
duction of a significant number of segments that 60 Minutes has 
aired; is that not correct? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I do. And I have an Emmy, and I also 
have a gold medal for best documentary at the International Film 
Festival in New York. 
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The Chairman. Now, at some time, you began this story as a reg- 
ular 60 Minutes project with enthusiasm and excitement, I take it? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson, I did. I have to admit I am somewhat 
ashamed of my views at the time, because I had no question, for 
example, that Garwood was a traitor. That is how I thought of him. 

I initially really wanted to look at that. 

The Chairman. So you began really where a lot of Americans 
begin with this, which is sort of doubting and questioning? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I did. I thought that Garwood was 
really making up the prisoner issue. I had been aware of the Bo 
Gritz things and I thought they were hoaxes; I really did believe 
that. I mean, I leaned in that direction. I wanted to be objective, 
and I think ultimately I became objective. 

The Chairman. In the course of your investigation you began to 
experience, did you not, things that were different from anything 
you have experienced in any story you have done? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. 'That is true. I did not think I was 
naive, but I really believed that no agency of the Government 
would try to interfere with a pro^am like 60 Minutes. 

The Chairman. Now, was the interference because they felt, and 
maybe you cannot even answer this, was it because you sensed that 
they just did not agree with what you were saying, or you were 
going off on a slant that was wild, or was it because you were doing 
this at all or getting into this? Can you even tell the difference? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. They just did not want the program 
done. 'The reasons initially were that all of the people, and Colonel 
Cldldress seemed to know who I had spoken to, that all of the 
people I had dealt with were crazy, gold smugglers, senile, et 
cetera, et cetera. 

When he saw that I persisted, he then verified that there were 
prisoners, at least in his mind. 

The Chairman. Now, I want you to describe the conversation 
that you had with Colonel Childress. 'This is a conversation you 
personally had, is that right?' 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Tliis is a conversation that I personally 
had. It was, however, witnessed by other people in my office. 

The Chairman. Was this the telephone conversation with Colo- 
nel Childress? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes, it is. 

The Chairman. Why do not you describe to the Committee what 
happened. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, when I did not respond properly 
by agreeing to not go idiead with the program he tried another 
tack, and that was to tell me that if I persisted in doing the story I 
could endanger the lives of prisoners who were still over there. 

The Chairman. That is what he said to you on the telephone? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That is what he said to me on the tele- 
phone. 

The Chairman. There is no question in your mind whatsoever? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. There is no question in my mind what- 
soever. 

The Chairman. What did you say to him? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. 1 was flabbergasted that he would try, 
and I already at that time had a great deal of respect for people I 
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had dealt with, like General Tighe, like Red McDaniel. I invited 
him to come on the program and say publicly what he had said on 
the phone. He said he could not do that, but that I should get some- 
one else, like Secretary Richard Armitage. I said, but we have tried 
to get the Secretary and he has not responded. He said, he will 
now. And that was right. The next time we tried Armitage he did 
respond. 

The Chairman. Now, did your conversation end abruptly? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I do not know what you mean by 
abruptly. It did not end on the friendliest of notes, and neither did 
the second conversation. 

T^e Chairman. Vfhat was the second conversation? 

Mrs. Jensen^tevenson. We did an interview with Congressman 
bolarz after tlmt. And Congressman Solarz made some remark 
about how he did not want to be sandbagged. I said we were not 
gomg to sandbag him, but, as a matter of fact, I did know from a 
very good source in the administration who would be the person to 
hmow that there were prisoners alive and that it was known to the 
U.S. Government. 

He tried to grill me on that, and I said, well, I could not say 
even though I had not agreed with Colonel Childress that I would 
keep him anonymous. At that point, professionally I thought I 
would do that. I ^d I could not tell him, but I could tell him that 
it ^ a very solid, high-ranking source that had told me that. 

On the following working day I got a call from Colonel Childress 
demanding how I could tell Congressman Solarz about our conver- 
sation, and that in fact he had never said that at all and I had mis- 
understood. 

TThe Chai^n. Now, did you subsequently have a conversation 
with Richard Armitage? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. We did an interview with Mr. Armi- 
ne, and I p sorry I cannot remember his public relations direc- 
tor at the time, but the pre-questions were done through his P R 
person. 

The Ci^RMAN. Did you learn any more in the course of that 
interview? 

i^Mre. Jensen-Stevenson. Did I learn any more about the prisoner 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mre. J^SENrSTEVENSON. Well, I learned that his office and he 
considered there was no credible evidence, that there was none 
The Chairman. That is what they said? 

Mrs. Jensw-Stevtoson. That U right. And I referred to General 
Tighe several times because I had come across his testimony in the 
umgr^ional Rewrd. It was done in a subtle way, but the attitude ^ 
General Tighe was certainly disparaging. 

^e Chairm^. Now, agwn, from a dev^s advocate perspective, 

18 It possible tlmt when Colonel Childress said that to you, “well if 
you persist m doing this you are jeopardizing a lot of Americans," 
that he was speaking conjecturally, that he was saying it in the 
context that if there were people alive and you went ahead and did 
this, that this would hurt, but not that he was affirmatively # 
saying— I mean is there any interpretive room there? 
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Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. There was never any doubt in my mind, 

0 but this could always be a possibility. 

The Chairman. The possibility of what? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That that is what he was doing. I mean, 
you would have to ask him. 

The Chairman. OK. But you took it as an absolute, outright 
statement? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I certainly did. And I believe he made 

1 similar telephone calls to other people, like Red McDaniel, where 
he indicated the same thing. 

The Chairman. In which he indicated similarly that this makes 
it more difficult to bring people who were alive? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. That is right. There is an affidavit in 
the Smith-Mcintyre lawsuit about that other call with Captain 
McDaniel. 

0 The Chairman. Does any other Member have any further ques- 
tions of this panel? 

Senator Brown. 

Senator Brown. In your book on page 233, you quote Danny 
Sheehan by saying, “I think I can prove how profits from drugs 
and arms finance covert wars in the name of American national 
security." If you would share with us here the evidence that you 
f have on that and any availability of that evidence. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, there is a lot of evidence. I mean, 
1 think if you want to explore “^that it would be useful for you to 
talk to people who are a lot more ^owledgeable about that I 
spent some time talking to Alfred McCoy, who wrote “The Politics 
of Heroin." 

He spent a lot of time in the early 1970's personally talking to 
^ people in Laos and Thailand who were involved with that activity, 
including General Vang Pao. He is much more knowledgeable than 
1 am. 

What is in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee Minority 
material is, for example, an interview with a high-ranking Laotian 
general, who also talks about that, which was background for our 
book as well. But, we went to people like McCoy, who are the ex- 
$ perts. 

Senator Brown. As I read your book, there is at least a sugges- 
tion or a hint that some of the reluctance to bring American serv- 
icemen home in the Laos area is somehow related to the drug 
trade. Is that a fair statement? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. I mean, we did not deal with that 
extensively because that would be another whole book and a lot 
0 more research would have to be done. But it is certainly clear that 
part of that “secret war," as it is known, was financed by the sale 
of illegal drugs and arms. 

Senator Brown. Do you have any additional names of people 
who you think could give testimony or information that would help 
us? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. On the drug question? 

0 Senator Brown. Yes. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes, I think I could provide you with 
that. I just recently participated in a teleconference with many of 




the people that we had been in touch with, and it would probably 
be easy for me to give you the list of those people. 

[See p. 2 of the appendix.] 

Senator Brown. I think the Committee would be interested in 
that. 

The Chairman. Let me just say to the Senator that, as chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Narcotics and Terrorism, we spent a signif- 
icant amount of time looking at some of those issues, and there is a 
long report of the Subcommittee that has a huge amount of now 
documented information. In fact, some of the people involved in 
that in this hemisphere are being used by our Government as wit- 
nesses against major drug dealers in this country, including the 
Noriega trial. 

So, there is a large body of evidence about it over a long period 
of time. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I have to tell you we did rely upon 
other direct witnesses. We have not had any sort of direct dealings 
with drug dealers or anything like that. But I think the work, for 
example, of Alan McCoy, who is a professor at the University of 
Wisconsin, is very solid when you look at it and you check back on 
the work he did. 

Senator Brown. What can you tell the Committee about rescue 
missions, the covert efforts to rescue the POW’s? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, I can tell you that I spoke to 
people in the Pentagon who were directly involved with some of 
those missions, and they told me point blank that the intelligence 
that those initial efforts.. were 'based on was absolutely topnotch. 
One of the people I spoke to at the very- beginning about this also 
was Admiral Tuttle. Another person wm with ISA, which has since 
been discredited to some extent, but I still believe that the informa- 
tion we got about those early rescue attempts was accurate. 

Senator Brown. In this area also, I think the Committee would 
appreciate any suggestions you might have for people who would 
be able to provide information about those missions. You have al- 
ready given us some, and if others occur to you, I think it would be 
helpful to us. 

[See p. 2 of the appendix.] 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I would hope that one of the things that 
this Committee would do would be to get the SEPA records of the 
Ron Rewall trial, where the judge determined that it could not be 
open to the public because of the emotional impact it would have 
on the families of prisoners. 

We saw some of those papers and some of that testimony, and I 
think you would have access to all of it. I think it would be very 
important for you to look at it. 

Mnator Brown. You have spent some time with Bobby Garwood. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. 

Senator Brown. Would you indicate or share with us your view 
of how reliable his information is and whether or not he id indeed 
switch sides? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. My view and that of my husband, who 
has a lot more experience in dealing with intelligence matters, is 
that he was never a collaborator and he did not lie about other 
prisoners. I know that General Tighe has told us that he could not 
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possibly have made up the things that he said in his debriefing; 
that it so closely matched what DIA knew about other prisoners. 

I think he has really been maligned. I think his life has been, to 
a large degree, destroyed. He has made a remarkable comeback. He 
has handled it very well. 

Senator Brown. Did he indicate to you how it was he came to be 
captured in the Danang area? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. Of course 1 know that too from the 
court-martial records and other sources. I would like to tell you a 
story about Ganvood. We knew a lot about him, but we did a radio 
program in Chicago last year, last fall, a new news show and sud- 
denly a call came in very urgently from someone California who 
had been just driving through the city. 

He said, I just had to call you. I heard you talking about Bobby 
Garwood. I want you to know that he was still in the Marine 
Corps. I was present at that first debriefing or first talk that Gar- 
wood had with the Marine Corps, and he did nothing but talk 
about other prisoners. 

That is just an example of the kind of information that has come 
in on Garwood. 

Senator Brown. The specific area that I was concerned about 
was, as I understood from your book, he was captured in an area 
near Danang, out by Marble Mountain, near the hospital air base 
complex. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. I do not know if you remember, 
but initially he was charged with desertion. At the 1^ minute af 
the court-martial the person who had actually raced with him for 
the job, that particular driving job, they were both drivers, showed 
up and said, yes, it was an official assignment. And he was cap- 
tured. 

I have also seen copies of a photograph of him under guard, with 
his hands tied. That, for some strange reason, was never shown at 
his court-martial. 

Senator Brown. Did he ever mention how it was he was cap- 
tured, though, the actual capture? I mean, I was in Danang at the 
time. That part of the peninsula is quite a secure area. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, he was ambushed. I mean, it is in 
the book. And I do not want to contradict myself by now repeating 
it, but we described it as he described it to us. I mean, it was an 
ambush. 

Senator Brown. Thank you. 

The Chairman. I take it there are no other questions of this 
panel. 

[No response.] 

The Chairman. Let me announce then 

^nator McCain. If I could just make one comment. Mr. Quhyn, 
who was the interpreter for the Woodcock Commission, has stated 
to us that there was never an offer for 160 POWs. I would be inter- 
ested in his statement. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. All I can say is, gentlemen, you have 
the option of bringing the witness here, and I hope that you do. 
Maybe you will disagree. 

The Chairman. But it is not up to us to disagree. 
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Senator McCain. It is not a matter of disagreement; it is a 
matter of evidence. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Well, the evidence will be when you 
bring the person here, then you can decide whether he is lying or 
not. 

The Chairman. Well, let me just say that I think that there is 
going to be a lot of evidence swirling around. We have had abso- 
lutely polar opposite statements on certain things, not by your 
panel, but in the course of testimony that we have heard Some of 
which, incidentally, is not as far apart as it may seem at first 
blush. 

I mean, Colonel Bui Tin’s testimony this morning, while he pro- 
fesses knowledge of and firsthand testimony to the effect that no 
one is alive today, clearly left room in terms of where he was and 
what he knew in the early days of the aftermath of the war. So 
that there is a lot of room here to begin to sort this out. And I 
think that is exactly what the Commite has to do. 

I want you to understand that nil of this needs to be checked out, 
and that is why you are here. I think what is positive is that we 
are going to check it out, and you have come here with that under- 
standing. 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. I think so, too. 

The Chairman. We need to work with you more in order to be 
able to do that. 

Let me just ask you one quick question. How long will you be 
here? Are you going back to Bangkok? . _ - 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. - 

The Chairman. Will you be here another day or so? 

Mrs. Jensen-Stevenson. Yes. 

The Chairman. I would appreciate it if staff could meet with you 
tomorrow to further inquire with respect to some of these names, 
places, people, and so forth, so that we can begin that process 
almost immediately of going after it. 

TTie second thing 1 would like to announce is that we had previ- 
ously scheduled the administration and certain agencies to come 
back this afternoon in order to respond immediately. Unless they 
insist that they would like to do that this afternoon because of any- 
thing that has been stated or put in the record I would prefer and I 
think the Committee would prefer, to slide that over until next 
w^k or to permit staff to go through the 3 davs of testimony. It 
will permit us and them to do a better job of culling questions and 
dw^ancies so that we can address them without a sense of being 

So, my preference would be, barring their insistence to the con- 
trary, that we would delay them until week, and simply complete 
the panels that are set out today. 

Ms. Stevenson, Mr. Cawthome, your books are your own testimo- 
ny, obviously, and I am confident that every Member of the Com- 
mittee and the staff are going to go through them in great detail. 
We are going to try to pare every single inconsistency against 
other inconsistencies and so forth, because, as I think everybody 
has said, this is really the last shot. And if we do not do that and 
try to separate what we understand to be reality or not there is no 
way for this Committee to begin to answer these questions. 
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So, we thank you for it. And I thank you. You have come a great 
distance at great personal expense, and we are very appreciative 
for that. And we would like you to just be available to the staff in 
the next hour so that we could pursue some of those issues. ' 

Thank you. 

We have two panels. I do not think they are going to take that 
long. The next panel is Mr. Jeffrey Donahue, the author of the 
POW-MIA Timeline, and Ted Sampley of the Homecoming II 
Project, U.S. Veteran News and Report. 

Following that, the final panel will be made up of the most 
recent publicized cases of photographs of Col. Jack Bailey, on the 
Carr case; Hamilton Gayden on the Borah case; and Albro Lundy, 
Shelbey Robertston Quasi, and Gladys Fleckenstein, representing 
the Lundy/Robertson/Stevens case. 

Gentleman, would you stand please so I can swear you in. 

[Whereupon, the witnesses were sworn.] 

The Chairman. Mr. Donahue, do you want to lead off. 

STATEMENT OF DR. JEFFREY C. DONAHUE, AUTHOR POW/MIA 
TIMELINE 

Dr. Donahue. Yes, sir. I would like to shorten my opening 

The Chairman. Would you pull the mike close to you. Without 
objection, your full text will be placed in the record with any ac- 
companying materials. 

Dr. Donahue. That is why I would like to shorten my opening 
statement, if I may, and then make some brief cements, and take 
•questions on a few important issues that have been raised over 
these 3 days: the nature of the- intelligence, the nature of the con- 
spiracy and the coverup, the mandate for the Committee 

The Chairman. Would you identify yourself with just a little 
background? 

Dr. Donahue. Yes, indeed. My resume is in my statement that 
I ve issued. My name is Jeffrey Donahue. Tm the brother of Maj. 
Morgan Jefferson Donahue, missing in action in Laos since Decem- 
ber 13, 1968. I’ve been involved in this issue ever since then. 

I am the author of the Indochina Timeline, which I’ve submitted 
to the Committee. I'm a member of the board of directors of the 
National League of Families. I’m a member of the National Alli- 
ance of Families, the Connecticut Forget-Me-Nots. I’ve been in Laos 
I guess 5 times since 1988. 1 went to Laos extensively in 1973, 1974, 
1975 1 gu^; Thailand many times in the interim. 

I’m chairman and president of Friends for Humanitarian Aid to 
Laos, which is a Federally tax exempt charity, incorporated in Con- 
necticut, and travel there extensively and will be going again in 
January. 

The Chairman. And what do you do to earn a living? 

Dr. Donahue. I have been with Union Carbide for the last 13 Vz 
years, and presently hold the position of manager of international 
finance and treasurer for Latin America and Africa. 

The Chairman. And who funds the efforts that you undertake? 

Dr. Donahue. Friends for Humanitarian Aid to Laos is purely 
private. We solicit donations, contributions of medical equipment 
and supplies from corporations and distribute them in Laos 
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Ministry of Health, specifically the Maternal and 
Child Health Institute. 

The Chairman. And your trips are funded through that? 

Dr. Donahue. By ourselves and through that, yes. ® 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

Dr. Donahue. OK. But, as I said, let me shorten my comments 
and then turn to some critical issues. As my resume I think states, 

I ve spent an enormous amount of time, energy, heart, money, ev- 
erything, trying to account for my brother, who is missing in action 
in Laos since December 13, 1968. And there really is only one 
reason I have done this: because he and others in Laos were aban- • 
doned by their government; by the government which they willing- 
ly served in the belief that they were doing the right thing for 
their country. 

It's very simple. How it happened was the POW’s in Laos were 
abandoned through the mendacious conduct of foreign policy. Laos 
was the ultimate secret war, funded and operated by the CIA and 
i^ts Thai mercenary army. In the rush to disengage from Laos and • 
from Vietnam, the war which had torn this country apart, Messrs 
Kissinger and Nixon swept the POW's off the board as if thev 
never existed. 

They did exist, and until they are brought home this country is 
not going to be whole. 

Now, I have submitted statements, Mr. Chairman, and docu- 
ments to the Committee from the Defense Department, the State • 
Department, the Pathet Lao, the North Vietnamese, and everybody 
else, regarding American prisoners-pf-war in Laos, held by the 
Pathet Lao during the Vietnam war. AIL affirm that Americans 
were alive and in the hands of the Pathet Lao. 

Indeed, several of the documents from our own government not 
only gave the precise locations of POW camps in Laos, but also the 

proof of existence of • 

U.b. l^W s in Laos during the war and after the signing of the 
Paris Peace AccoM is immutable. I think you can imagine my feel- 
ings and the feelings of my mother and father when we were 
watching Operating Homecoming on T.V., and no prisoners came 
out who had been imprisoned in Laos. 

Sitting there praying and hoping that one of the pilots who came 
out^ne of the servicemen who came out— the next one was going ^ 
to be from Maybe it’ll be Morgan, and we can run up and 
hug him Md kiss him like all those other families who were hug- 
ging and kissing their returned loved ones, fathers, sons and broth- 
ers, who had come back from the two Vietnams. 

No POW's came back who had been held captive in Laos. I think 
with that commenced a new dimension of human suffering for 
their families and a new erosion in the integrity of government. ^ 

1 think beyond our suffering and loss of faith in our government ^ 

IS the greater and growing awareness by so many Americans based 
on the tact that servicemen were abandoned in captivity by their 
government This goes beyond the polls, where some 70 percent of 
Americans believe that's the case. Senators. Because when we as a 
country lose faith in our government, then all is lost. 

I think the country does recover a lot from its trials and tribula- 
tions. You know, and we move to a higher plane of economic and ^ 
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political awareness. But that’s not the case when we abandoned 
live POW's. And there is only downside for our country. 

Now, importantly, I think that downside is not going to be trans- 
inuted into upside by the present process of normalization of rela- 
tions with Vietnam. 1 would like to say a few words about that. 

I wouldTike to observe, and we can talk about this later though, 
that if you don't intervene as a Committee in the POW-MIA proc- 
ess to bring home the prisoners-of-war, I think then you'll have 
sanctioned their abandonment in the first place. 

If we know that the POW’s were alive during and after the war 
and unreturned, hopefully, some of them and possibly many of 
them are alive today. In that process, nothing is greater cowardice 
than for me to listen— not for me to listen, but for me to hear the 
cowardly statements of the Defense Department and State Depart- 
nient say, as they so often do, we don’t have any proof that they’re 
alive today. 

To me, those statements are worthy of scorn, opprobrium and 
contempt, and just another way to obfuscate the truth of the POW- 
MIA issue. 

With respect to normalization, I fundamentally believe that the 
process of normalization and, ostensibly, accounting for the POW’s 
and MIA’s as laid out by the State Department and Defense De- 
partment, the road map itself embodies the lie that the executive 
branch of government has perpetuated for so many years, that no 
Americans were left behind, nor are alive today. 

'The Defense and State Departments continue to perpetuate this 
lie so deliberately and so rigorously that it is incorporated into the 
road map such that, to me, no POW’s will be brought home. ~ 

To affirm this, and I feel strongly that you should do so, you can 
investigate to'o questions with the Government, the executive 
branch. First, why are we not making normalization contingent 
upon a return of the POW’s throughout Indochina? In other words, 
why are we giving up the great leverage we have to negotiate a 
return of the live POW's in exchange for normalization? 

The Vietnamese are desperate for our investment, trade and dip- 
lomatic recognition. Are we not desperate for our missing men, for 
our POW's? Is this not the substance of negotiated deals, instead of 
give-aways? 

To give the Vietnamese and Laotians eveMhing they want in 
exchange for some undefined progress on the POW-MIA issue as is 
presently laid out in the road map is to forever abandon the 
POW's. Is that something this Committee and, indeed, the entire 
U.S. Senate wishes to endorse? 

Second, why is the road map classified, and what are the judg- 
mental elements of progress that are in it? The fact that they’re 
judgmental was stat^ to me, including Mr. Sampley and others, in 
meetings with Messrs. Kenneth Quinn and Carl Ford this S^tem- 
ber. When I asked them what constituted progress on the POW- 
MIA issue, by which normalization would be implemented, they 
simply said, progress is a judgment call. 

Ladies and gentlemen, that is not the way the fate of the POW’s 
who were left behind should be negotiated. I beg you to seek the 
declassification of the road map so you and we, the public, may 
have input and, if necessary, change its direction. 
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The road map is not going to heal the great wound this country 
feels as a result of the abandonment of those who served it. You 
see, here the problem is but one thing. It is secrecy. The war in 
Laos was a secret war. The POW's in Laos were secret. The POW 
and MIA intelligence is a secret still classified. And the road map 
is a secret, highly classified. 

Everything is a secret and is so only because of one thing. That is 
because some people are hiding the truth. For them, the truth is 
too powerful for this country, too destructive for the morale of 
armed forces, and too debilitating to our national honor for it to be 
told. 

Thus, in the eyes of the individuals who have lied about this sub- 
ject for so many years, the country is better off by the secret not 
being told, and by the POW's forever serving their country rotting 
away in Indochina. J b 

To these incredibly morally bankrupt individuals, the secret and 
the he must prevail, and the truth must never be told. But until 
the truth is told, la^es and gentlemen, I think that until the live 
rOW s are brought home, there is no honor, no dignity, no morali- 
ty, for this country. 

The road map embodies the secrecy and the lie, and it is up to 
you all to change it. ^ 

Plewe, we c^ot have an honest POW-MIA policy until we 
have honesty about the issue. The fact that live Americans were 
abandoned makes the blood boil of everyone I know, except the war 
pohc^akers mvolved in the secrecy and the lie. 

I therefore ask this Committee to request the White House to 
deter normalization of relations with Indochina until you have fin- 
ished your research and investigations and have issued your con- 
dusions and recommendations. With the road map, the White 

will persevere with the lie 

and abandon the live POW s. 

I think this ^mmite is tw distinguished for that. I think the 
OW s are. And I certainly think their families are. I would like to 
about* thlt^M ^eil^^ questions and answers, what you think 

My p^nts are tired. My mother has a 
over this issue. We have spent 22 years trying to ac- 
count for my brother. We have no faith in our government. And 
we re on the verge of losing it in our country. 

I appeal to you to do the right thing and intervene in the POW- 
MIA proceffi, Md bnng the Uve PO#s home now. Please, help us 
regain our laith. 

Statement by adding that, 
Indochina POW-MIA issue and bringing home 
the Inre POW s is an mcredibly simple and straightforward process. 

Secretaiy of State on an airplane and sends 
f Vientiane yath a mandate. Use our levers of in- 
vMtment, trade Md diplomatic recognition, and negotiate with the 
Vietnamese and Laotians to bring home the live POW’s 
To do so, you must ^ give the Vietnamese a face-saving way of 
giving the men back. Its that simple. And it’s certainly consistent 
• .n the highest national priority. 

Thank you very much. 
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Now, I can answer and make statements. 

[Applause.] 

Dr. Donahue. I can answer and make statements, as I would like 
to, very briefly, about the mandate for the Committee, the nature 

the intelligence, the nature of the conspiracy of the coverup, and 
specifically, why the Vietnamese are holding live POW’s. I can also 
talk about the Pathet Lao, because I have been going to Laos prob- 
ably more than anybody in this room. Talk about live-sighting re- 
ports, because here’s the latest pile of live-sighting reports on my 
brother. 

[The prepared statement of Dr. Donahue follows:] 

Prepared Statement op Dr. Jeffrey C. Donahue 


Ladies and Gentlemen of the Committee: As the r^ume submitted to you shows I 
have spent an enoraous amount of my time, energy, heart and money trying to ac- 
count for my I’rothcr, Mm. Morgan Jefferson I^naJiue, Missing-in-Action in Laos 
since December 13, 1968. There is only one reasoh why I have done this: blouse he 
and many others in Laos toere abandoned by their government-^y the government 
which they willingly and honorably served in the belief they were doing the right 
thing for their country. ® 

Very simply, the POW's in Laos were abandoned through the mundane and men- 
dacious conduct of international diplomacy. Uos was the ultimate secret war, 
fund^ and operated by the CIA and its Thai mercenary army. The Indochina War 
tore this country awrt. In the rush to disengage from it, Messrs. Kissinger and 
Nixon wept the TOW s off the board as if they never existed. They did exist, and 
they exist today. Until they are brought home, this country will not be whole. 

I have subrnitted statements and documents to this Select Committee from the 
Defense Department the State ^partment, the Pathet Lao and the Vietnamese re- 
gar^ng Arnencan PnsonersKif-War iri Uos during the Vietnam War. All affirmed 
that Americans were alive and in the hands of the Pathet Uo. Indeed, several of 
9'^" government not only gave the precise locations of" 
FUW camps holding Americans in Uos but also the number of Americans in those 
Mmi». The prwf of the existence of U.S. POW’s in Uos during the War and after 
the signing of the Paris Peace Accord is immutable. 

Thw, CM you imagine my feelings and those of my mother and father and the 
lamilies of so servicemen lost in Uos while we were watching Operation 
Mom_^ming on T.V. and no prisoners came home who had been imprisoned in 
‘Wfigine the intensity of my hopes and prayers, saying to myself, 
^> 11 ' ^ ^ Uos— maybe it will be Morgan and 

we 11 celebrate as powerfully as those other families who are running to the aircraft 
to hug and kiss their fathers, sons and brothers who had come back from the two 
Vietnams. 


No TOW’S held captive in Uos came back despite all the proof. With that com- 
menced a new dimension in human suffering for their families and loved ones. And, 
there also commenced a new erosion in the integrity of our government. 

Some of us have kept our lives moving even with our suffering; others have not. 
Oh. how I WMD for them and for their loved ones left behind to face mean, cruel 
falw in the POW camps and jungles of Indochina. 

Just as udly, ffiat suffering inevitably warped itself into a tragic twist which I 
believe only you by your actions can untie: loss of faith in our country and a firm 
P®”^i?,? cannot and will not do the right thing, which is to bring home the 
live POW s from Uos even at this late date. Indeed, loss of faith in our country over 
and ^ve our government is truly heartbreaking because we all were among the 
most intense lovers of our country. We were as patriotic as could be. 

And beyond our suffering and loss of faith is the greater and growing awareness 
by so n^y other Americans— based on the facts— that servicemen were abandoned 
in captivity by their government. This goes beyond the polls, Udies and Gentlemen, 
b^uM when we as a country begin to lose faith in government then all is lost. I 
think this country does recover from a lot of its trials and tribulations and moves to 
a higher plane of political and economic awareness, but that is not the case when 
our povernment leaves behind live POW’s, There is only a downside for our future. 

1 hiU downside, in addition, is not going to be transmuted into upside by the 
present process of normalization of relations with Indochina, and I would like to say 
a few brief words about this. I need to first note, though, that if this Committee does 
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not intervene to bring home the live POW’s then you will have sanctioned leaving 
them behind in the first place. If, as we know, they were alive during and after the 
War, then some and hopefully many of them are alive today. Nothing could be 
greater cowardice than for someone to say (as the representatives of the State and 
Defense Departments so often do), "Well, we don't have any proof they're, alive 
today " Such statements are worthy of nothing but scorn, opprobrium and contempt 
and are nothing more than another way to obfuscate the truth of the POW-MIA 
issue. 

I fundamentally believe that the process of normalization and, ostensibly, account- 
ing for the POW's-MIA's as laid out by the State and Defense Departments— the so- 
called "Roadmap"— itself fully embodies the lie that the Executive Branch of gov- 
ernment has perpetuated for so many years: no Americans were left behind alive 
nor are alive today, The Defense and State Departments continue to perpetuate this 
lie so deliberately and so rigorously that it is incorporated into the Roadmap such 
that no live POW's will be brought home. Two questions affirm this to me, and 1 
feel strongly that you should investigate them as thoroughly as you can; 

(1) Why are we not making normalization contingent upon a return of the live 
POW's throughout Indochina, i.e., why are we giving up the great leverage we have 
to negotiate a return of the live POW's in exchange for normalization? The Viet- 
namese are desperate for our investment, trade and diplomatic recognition— are we 
not desperate for our POW’s? Is this not the substance of negotiated deals rather 
than giveaways? To give the Vietnamese and Laotians everything they want in ex- 
change for some undefined "progress" on the POW-MIA issue, as presently is the 
course laid out in the Roadmap, is to forever abandon the live POW’s. Is that what 
this Committee and, indeed, the entire U.S. Senate wishes to endorse? 

(2) Why is the Roadmap classified and what exactly are the judgemental elements 
of progress? The fact that they are judgemental was stated to me and others in 
meetings with Messrs. Kenneth Quinn and Carl Ford this September. When asked 
what constituted progress, they simply said, "Progress is a judgment call". Ladies 
and Gentlemen, that is not the way the fate of the POW’s who were left behind 
should be negotiated. I beg you to seek the declassification of the Roadmap so we 
the people may have input and, if necessary, change its direction. Again, the Road- 
map is not going to heal the great wound this country feels as the result of the 
abandonment of those who served it. 

You see, here the problem is but one thing: secrecy. The war in Laos was a secret 
war; the POW’s in Laos were a secret; the POW intelligence is a secret; and, the 
Roadmap is a secret. To me, everything is a secret only because some people are 
hiding the truth. And, to them the truth is too powerful for this country, too destruc- 
tive for the morale of our Armed forces, and too debilitating to our national honor 
for it to be told. Thus, in the eyes of the individuals who have lied about the subject 
for so many years, the country is better off by the secret not being told and by the 
POW’s forever "serving their country” rotting away in Indochina. Therefore, to 
these incredibly morally bankrupt individuals the secretr-and the lie— must prevail 
and the truth must never be told. 

Until the truth is told. Ladies and Gentlemen, and until the live POW’s are 
brought home, there is no honor, there is no dignity, and there is no morality in the 
armed forces and foreign policy of this country. ’The Roadmap embodies the secrecy 
and the lie and it is up to you to change that. Please, we cannot have an honest 
POW-MIA policy until we have honesty about the issue. The fact that live Ameri- 
cans were abandoned makes the blood boil of everyone I know— except those warped 
policy-makers involved in the secr^ and the lie. 

I must therefore ask this Committee to request the White House to defer normal- 
ization of relations with Indochina until you have finished your research and inves- 
tigations and have issued your conclusions and recommendations. With the ^ad- 
map, the White House is running away from you and will persevere with the lie and 
abandon the live POW’s. I think this Committee is too distinguished for that. ’The 
POW’s are, their families are, and so is this country. 

I’m tired. Ladies and Gentlemen. My parents are tired and my mother has a 
broken heart. We have spent over 22 years trying to bring my brother back from 
Laos. We have no faith in our government and we are on the verge of losing it in 
our countiy. I guess in this latter r^rd we would join my brother. Does anyone in 
this room think that it is his faith in his country which has kept him alive? I dare 
say not; rather, it probably is his faith in his creator and his family, knowing that 
we would not abandon him as his country has. Please, please help us regain our 
faith in our countiy. Please do the right thing and intervene in the POW-MIA proc- 
ess and bring the live POW's home now. 
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I would like to add that to me solving the Indochina POW-MIA issue and bring- 
ing home the live POW’s is incredibly straightforward process: the President puts 
the Secretary of State on an airplane and sends him to Hanoi and Vientiane with a 
f\ % mandate; using our levers of investment, trade and diplomatic recognition negotiate 
with the Vietnamese and Laotians to bring home the live POW’s; to do so you must 
also give them a face-saving way of giving the men back. 

It is that simple. I think he needs your encouragement to do it. 

Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. We are going to want to get into that. Why do 
I we not proceed so we can have time to do that. 

^ j ^ Mr. Sampley. 

STATEMENT OF TED SAMPLEY, CHAIRMAN, HOMECOMING II 
PROJECT 

Mr. Sampley. Chairman Kerry and Smith, and all the Senators, I 
wish to thank you for the opportunity to address you today. I am 
Ted Sampley. I am a former U.S. Special Forces non-commissioned 
p ^ officer, with two tours of duty in Vietnam, during which time I had 
a top secret clearance. 

During my tours in Vietnam and Cambodia I was decorated six 
times, which included four Bronze Stars, the Army Commendation 
Medal, and the Republic of Vietnam Cross of Gallantry, and a sp^ 
cial citation from the anti-communist Cambodian government. This 
special citation was a result of my being part of a handful of Green 
p f Berets who secretly trained three battalions of Cambodian troops 
to overthrow the Cambodian government of Prince Sihanouk in 
-1970. - 

In short, many times I was in places that the U.S. Government 
was denying that I was supposed to be. The same as the war in 
Laos. The Green Berets that were serving in Laos and other people 
that served in Laos at that time, the American people were being 
p ^ told something other than the truth. 

Currently, I'm chairman of Homecoming II Project. It's a civilian 
I national POW-MIA orpnization, and I publish the U.S. Veteran 
News and Report, which is a monthly veterans newspaper. We 
have a readership of approximately 30,000. It goes all over the 
place. 

The Homecoming II Project, by the way, has one of the largest 
p f collections of POW-MIA data outside the U.S. Government. We 
have spent years collecting it. You can take, say, someone in the 
United States that’s wearing a POW bracelet. They can write 
Homecoming 11, and we’ll send them a bio, an accurate bio of what 
happened to this man. We'll ^ve the American public information 
that the U.S. Government will not give about the case studies of 
these men. 

^ f We have s^nt a lot of time and a lot of money collecting this 
information. We’re proud of it. We have shared it with the ^nate 
Foreign Relations Committee. We have a computer network in 
which anyone can sign up. As a matter of fact, the POW Network 
which these bios are on, are represented in here tonight in the 
back. 

Before 1 get into the thrust of my testimony, I would like to 
I ^ make a recommendation. I’ve been in the POW issue— I got started 
in 1971 through 1973. As a matter of fact, I worked very hard in a 
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little group called Americans Who Care in Fayetteville, NC, while I 
was still in the service. 

I worked very hard to bring veterans like Senator McCain and 
others home, who we knew were being treated in a most harsh 
way. Sometimes, after I read about what happened to these folks, I 
wonder how thev can even come home and survive. Only people 
^®ve walked in their shoes can know what they went through. 

The Americans Who Care sold bracelets. They passed out infor- 
mation. And most of the^well, all of the income was given to the 
National League of Families. So, in those days, I indirectly worked 
for the National League of Families. 

T^ay, Homecoming II has a number of projects. We operate a 
vigil down near the Vietnam Veterans wall. We are under a very 
heavy attack by certain folks represented in the U.S. Government 
to try to oust us from our location down there. I took over Home- 
pming II approximately 2 years ago. I was appointed chairman. It 
IS a nonpaying job. 

Senator M^ain, I respect what you said and I believe it. If you 
want to be the devil’s advocate, it needs to be done. Senators, you 
have someone in front of you that’s one of those persons that has 
b^n accused of “making money on the issue.’’ Bring it up. Ask me 
about it. Ask me about ftmds. 

You have one of these folks in the issue that is accused of being 
a radical. I am an activist. We do things and have done things for a 
number of yearn to try to keep the POW issue alive in front of the 
American public. Agmn, the way I’ve been repaid over the years is 
with name-callmg. We’ve been called worms, Rambos. I think Colo- 
nel Lhildress named us theTNorth Carolina Crazies. The list goes 
on and on in an attempt to discredit us. 

But let me give you an example of what we have been doing. You 
talk about the reward. 'This is a blown up copy of Vietnamese 
money, pd you can barely see it, but written on this Vietnamese 
money is the reward offer with Capt. Eugene Red McDaniel’s 
phone number on it, to where anyone that runs across this 
money— we spread this around inside of Vietnam, by the way. We 
send some people through there. 

Cap^n McDaniel did not ask us to do that, but since he was rep- 
resenting the reward, we spread it around. 'This is a copy of the 
reward m^sage that we floated down the Mekong advertising the 
reward. There it is in Vietnamese, quite clear that it is a reward 
for a hvmg American POW, not a set of remains. It's clearly writ- 


There s imother one, I believe the Colonel held it up a few min- 
? n ago. 18 where it comes from. We spread it. This little bell 
tells a lot. This wme out of Laos. This tells the story of the excava- 
tion that the U.S. is doing in Laos and Vietnam. This is made, gen- 
tlemen, from a downed U.S. aircrafr. 'The Lao have been going in 
for yeare. They ve been taking the metal out of these crash sites 
everything they could find of value, stripping it, melting it down, 
and making little things like temple bells out of it. 

These are pictures of that sSvage coming across the Mekong 
Kiver out of Laos — there’s Vientiane — you can see it’s quite clearly 
U.b. salvage. Quite clearly. You all can have these pictures. You 
can look at them. You can do what you like. The point is that this 
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crash site excavation is bull, because the Lao civilians have been 
going through this for years. 

Ill § The Chairman, Can we have the clerk perhaps collect those pic- 
tures and circulate them ainong the Members. 

Mr. Sampley. Let me get into my testimony. 

The Chairman. You mean you were not? 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. Sampley. I turned in 40 copies of this. Senator Kerry and 
others, you asked for documentation. I hope you have this in front 
f A of you. It has a number of exhibits. Do you have my documenta- 
tion? If you do not, someone has it in your office, 

[See pps. 290-339 of the appendix.] 

I am here today to inform this Committee and the American 
people that key U.S. Government officials, starting with some in 
former-President Richard Nixon’s Administration and into 
George— President George Bush’s Administration have conducted a 
•; § pro^am of misinformation, disinformation, discrediting, domestic 

^ spying, ridiculing against civilians, veterans groups and individuals 
who are concerned and believe that our Government has not been 
serious about resolving the issue of Americans unaccounted for and 
prisoners of war and missing in action. 

During the Administration of President Ronald Reagan, I have 
good reason to believe that this activity was being orchestrated 
^ from the President’s National Security Council which, as you Sena- 

^ tors know, has no authority to engage in such activities— particu- 
larly domestic.spying. - 

I am, therefore, respectfully -urging that a special prosecutor be 
appointed to investigate this situation. I had an opportunity to 
learn first-hand the U.S. Government’s methods of spying upon 
and dealing with the Vietnam veteran activists who are concerned 
about the POW issue, when I was approached in March 1983 by 
f Col. Charles “Chuck” Allen, a retir^ Special Forces Lieutenant 
Colonel. 

I was hired by Lieutenant Colonel Allen, of Fayettville, NC, who 
at that time was head of operations for a specially organized group 
called the Center for POw/MIA Accountability. I was hired to in- 
filtrate the veterans’ group called the Veterans Vigil ^iety. The 
Veterans Vigil Society was operating a 24-hour POW/MIA “color 
' f guard” vigil near the Vietnam Veterans Memorial in Washington, 
DC. 

Members of the Vigil had sworn to remain at the Memorial 
“until all of the Vietnam POW/MIA’s are accounted for.” As a 
matter of fact, an off-shoot of that group— I think it is called 
BRAVO— true to its word, still maintains a 24-hour vigil. 

[See exhibit A p. 290 of the appendix.) 

^ f My assignment was to determine how much money the Vigil was 
taking in, where and how it was being spent, the names of its 
inembers, if they were “doing drugs”, and if they had any connec- 
tion to Lt. Col. Bo Gritz and to a man identified as Mike Babcock. 

Allen told me that it was believed that members of the Veterans 
Vigil Society were helping to prepare a POW rescue mission into 
Laos. He said that the U.S. Government “disapproved of private 
> f forays” and if I could identify the people who were planning such a 
mission, their passports would be seized by the U.S. Government. 


I 
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He took a small address book from his pocket and pointed to a list 
of npes he said included FBI agents and National Park Police in- 
vestiptors that were also gathering information about the veter- 
ans, I wondered, in addition to being impressed by the information 
that he had in his hand, how a supposed civilian would have that 
kind of information. How does he have the names of the FBI 
agents that are investigating? 

To infiltrate the Vigil for a week— which I did in April of 1983—1 
was promised $500 in expenses, which was paid; then $500 for the 
investigation which was never paid— I think because my investiga- 
tion turned up nothing of significance about the Vet group. Allen 
told me the remainder of the money was to be paid through former 
Special Forces Lt. Col. Robert K. Brown, a member of the Center 
board of directors, and publisher of Soldier of Fortune magazine. 
1 later ^ learned Brown had provided the Center with $5,000 
start-up money, and had at that time continued to be a major 
benefactor for the Center. 

During either the first or second week in April of that year I 
returned to Fayetteville and submitted to Allen a written report 
detailing what I had found out about the Vigil. I was in Allen’s 
office when he picked up the phone and called a man he referred 
to with familiarity as Dick Childress, and gave him a report about 
the information I had gathered. 

According to Allen, the documents he provided me, the Center 
was an organiMtion which was incorporated with non-profit status 
and was based in-and may still be in Washington, DC. At that 
time, retired Mau Gen. John K. Singlaub, a close associate of 
Brown, was head of the Center and its membership consisted 
mostly of retired senior military officers. 

Allen told me that “the Center interacts with and maintains a 
Government agencies responsible for 
POW/MIA affairs, ^len went on to say that the Center had a 
close relationship with the White House, naming Dick Childress as 
“"‘“•-who I later learned was then-Lt. 
Col. Richard Childress, the director of Asian Affairs for President 
togans Nation^ SMunty Council, who I also later learned had 
been staring an NSC office with Lt. Col. Oliver North. I was also 
pr^nt ^ subsMuent dates when Allen made several other calls 
and reports by phone to Childress. 

411 ^ •" Fayetteville, I was shown by 

Allen a pile of reveral-hundred color slides taken by Gritz’s team 
according to Allen, had been obtained 
i, u j . know led^ by bribing a disenchanted team member 

who had stolen the film from Gritz before it had been developed It 
was my understanding that copies of these stolen slides had been 
or were subsequently provided to Childress. 

I later Soldier of Fortune magazine was engaged at that 

time-at the time I was working for the Center-on a special edi- 
tion trfifihmg MU acti\^t Gritz, Scott Barnes, and Col. Jack Bailey 
and others I believe it s interesting to note that the same people, 
including Singlaub and Allen-served on both the staff at the 
Unter and are listed as contributing editors and/or advisors to Sol- 
dier of Fortune magazine. In fact, Center for Accountability officers 
Allen, Smglaiib, Ret. Brig. Gen. Heine Aderholt, James P. Mon- 
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aghan, and Milt Copulos, were cited for their assistance in trashing 
the others in the magazine— cited for their assistance in trashing 
Gritz and others in the magazine's special edition. 

[See exhibit B, p. 302 of the appendix.] 

It is worth noting that while Childress and others at the White 
House were denouncing activists like Gritz and Bailey for their ef- 
forts in Southeast Asia, Lieutenant Colonel Brown and his soldiers 
of fortune were making armed military excursions across the Thai 
border into Laos, helping to finance and arm the Laotian anti-com- 
munist fighters. They even established what was known as a For- 
ward Operational Base on Laotian territory— all in apparent viola- 
tion of the U.S. Neutrality Act. Not one word was ever uttered by 
Childress or any Member of the Reagan White House about this, 
even after Brown detailed the operation in an edition of his maga- 
zine. 

[See exhibit C, p. 297 of the appendix.] 

Apparently, illegal acts by Brown and his associates to arm com- 
munist guerrillas were acceptable to the White House. But the ef- 
forts of private citizens— like Colonel Bailey and Colonel Gritz and 
others, and Col. A1 Shinkel— are not. Why, Senators? 

The entire Childrera/Center for Accountability effort was, from 
beginning to end, designed to discredit some of the most vocal crit- 
ics of the U.S. Government POW/MIA issue. I’m sorry, it was de- 
signed to discredit some of the most vocal critics of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment’s POW/MIA policy. From then to now, the pattern has 
continued, rather than focus all available resources on resolving 
the problem of our missing Vietnam veterans, much of the effort 
has been directed toward destroying the credibili^ and or reputa- 
tion of the critics. As a result of my experience with Allen, the 
Center for Accountability and the Veterans Vigil Society, I became 
convinced that there was something about the live POW issue that 
required a closer look. 

I tecame a member, and later an officer in the Washington-based 
National Vietnam Veterans Coalition. I believe you received testi- 
mony from them yesterday. In August of 1984, 1 went to the Repul^ 
lican National Convention in Dallas, where a veterans parade had 
been organized by the National Vietnam Veterans Coalition. The 
purpose of the Dallas event was an attempt to get a meeting with 
President Reagan, so that the coalition’s evidence of live POW’s in 
captivity could be handed directly to the President. I believe at 
that meeting. Colonel Bailey was present. The parade, which had 
been organized well in advance, came apart at the seams— when, 
as we later learned. Lieutenant Colonel Childress had made a 
series of telephone calls to scheduled participants telling them that 
we were nothing more than motorcycle gangs and rabble-rousers, 
and there was a great potential for a riot. 

[See exhibit D, p. 302 of the appendix.] 

During the summer of 1985, 1 filed a complaint about Childress’ 
interference with private groups. The complaint was filed with 
North Carolina Congressman Walter B. Jones, who later told me 
that my complaint had been sent over to the FBI. To this date, I 
have never had a response from the FBI involving that com- 
plaint— although I have heard from them in other ways. 
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In September 1984, Jphn Mead, an international businessman 
and former CIA associate, filed a lengthy complaint with the Jus- 
tice Department accusing Childress and the Center of participating 
m an illegal political relationship. Specifically, Childress wL ac- 
cused of using the Center as his private, investigative force; abus- 
ing classified information; threatening blackmailing and carrying 
out character assassinations in connection with classified POW doc- 
uments. 

Mead filed his complaint with the criminal division of the Justice 
Fielding, legal counsel to President Reagan, 
and others, with no success, and no response to the allegations. 

See exhibit E, p. 306 of the appendix!] 

® Jr® National Steering Committee for Ameri- 

which I am Chair- 
^coming Chairman of Homecoming II- 

Mistencp m designed to advertise the 

pistence of the $2.4 million reward, put up by U.S. Congressmen 

tJI officials from Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos 

least one, living American POW. The plan was 
simple. We had generated approximately $5,000 in funds, which we 
U.S. an'd foreign, and we stoped 
®®8sa&e^iniilar to what is being passed 
around in front of you. Senators. ° ^ 

stamped bill, along with a reward flier, was placed in a zip- 
Iwk bag and made waterproof, so that it would float. In early Oct^ 
membera Jim Copp,_a Vietnam veteran and elementary 
a jree-lance journalist and POW 
activist, entered ^ailand— Donna is sitting behind me— and 

SMM^^into^he^MSc^^*' waterproof mes- 

aKlmlaid ^ ^ hBtvfeen Laos 

A/rSlfn!??? ^ get the messages as close to the Lao side of the 

^ the Lao side 

and Iw picked up by the Uo i^pulation. The further idea was then 
as they spent the money— whicn they would— they would read the 

^°P®^ to draw international 
? T .^r^licity stunt also, which we did 
government officials attention to the reward offer, 
winch was wr primary purpose— also, which we did. 

of Z fill®®*'"?’ were 2 days ahead of the other 4 members 
of the tern— mcludmg myself-seized the opportunity, and actual- 
handing out the reward message, money 
Unfortunately, in one of the villages, which thev 
® government official who 
bUnd-folded. Sena- 

were Out monqr. They weren’t armed. They 

® for American POW^ 

that the Laos say do not exist. 

TJie Chairman. Did they have a visa to enter? 

'^sre blind-folded. Guns 
wwe plac^ at their heads. Their lives were threatened. They were 
solitary confinement and refused suffi- 
^ physically assaulted, 

and there was at least one attempted sexual assault on Donna 
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during the captivity. Jim lost better than 30 pounds. He was very 
sick when he was released. He was kept for 41 days before being 
finally released. 

And what is not in this written testimony, the release took 
place 

The Chairman. I need to ask you, Mr. Sampley, because I have 
given you a lot longer than almost every other witness has had for 
an opening— I do not want to be accused of cutting anybody off, but 
I do want to try to move you along. 

Mr. Sampley. 30 seconds— Senator, included in Exhibit F, p. 333, 
are classified U.S. cables which define the negotiations between 
Childress and the Lao government officials concerning the captive 
pair. 

[See exhibit F, p. 317 of the appendix.] 

The tone of the cables was clearly more a concern of how to use 
the incident to embarrass the Members of the U.S. Congress who 
were sponsoring the reward, rather than getting Jim— getting Long 
and Copp released. 

I would like for this, and the rest of my testimony to be placed— 
along with the exhibits— into the records, sir. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Sampley follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Ted Sampley 

Chairmen Kerrv and Smith and Honorable Senators, I wish to thank you for the 
opportunity to address you today. My Name is Ted Sampley. I am a former U.S. 
Sp^ial Forces non-commissioned officer with two tours of duty in Vietnam during 
which time I had a top secret security clearance. During my tours in Vietnam-and 
Cambodia I was decorated 6 times which included 4 Bronze Stars, the Army Com- 
mendation Medal and the Republic of Vietnam Cross of Gallantry and a special ci- 
tation from the anti-communist Cambodian government. The special citation was 
awarded as a result of my being part of a handful of Green ^rets who secretly 
trained 3 battalions of Cambodians troops to overthrow the Cambodian government 
of Prince Sihanouk in 1970. 

Currently, I am chairman of the Homecoming II Project, a civilian national 
POW/MIA organization, and I publish the U.S. Veteran News and Report, a month- 
ly veterans' newspaper. 

Senators, I am here today to inform this Committee and the American people that 
key U.S. Government offici^, starting with some in President Richard Nixon’s ad- 
ministration and into President George Bush's administration, have conducted a 
program of misinformation, disinformation, discrediting, domestic spying, and ridi- 
cule against veterans, civilian groups, and individuals who are concerned and be- 
lieve that our government has never been serious about resolving the issue of Amer- 
ica's unaccounted for prisoners of war and missing in action. 

During the administration of President Ronald Reagan, I have good reason to be- 
lieve that this activity was being orchestrated from the President's National Securi- 
ty Council, which, as you Senators know, has no authority to engage in such activi- 
ties, particularly domestic spying. I am therefore respectfully urging that a special 
prosecutor be appointed to investigate this situation. 

I had an opportunity to learn first hand the U.S. Government methods of spying 
upon and dealing with Vietnam veteran activists, concerned about the POW/MIA 
issue when I was approached in March of 1983 by Charles (Chuck) Allen, a retired 
Special Forces Lieutenant-Colonel. 

' I was hired by Lieutenant Colonel Allen, of Fayetteville, NC, who at that time 
was head of operations for a specially organized group called the Center for POW/ 
MIA Accountability, to infiltrate a Vietnam veterans’ group called the Veterans 
Vigil Society. The Veterans Vigil Society was operating a 24-hour POW/MIA "color 
guard" vigil near the Vietnam Veterans Memorial in Washington, DC. Members of 
the Vigil had sworn to remain at the Memorial "until all of the Vietnam MIA/ 
POW’s are accounted for." As a matter of fact, an off-shoot of that group, true to its 
word, is still maintaining a vigil there. SEE EXHIBIT "A". 
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My assignment waS to determine how much money the Vigil was taking in, where 
and how it was being spent, the names of its members, if they were "doing drugs," 
and if they had any connection to Lt. Col. Bo Gritz and to a man identified as Mike 
Babcock, 

Allen told me that it was believed that members of the Veterans Vigil Society 
were helping to prepare a POW rescue mission into Laos. He said that the U.S, Gov- 
ernment “disapproved of private forays" and if I could identify the people who were 
planning such a mission, their passports would be seized by the government. He 
took a small address bpok from his pocket and pointed to a list of names he said 
included FBI agents and National Park Police investigators that were also gather- 
ing information on the veterans, I wondered, in addition to being impressed, how a 
supposed civilian would have that kind of information. 

To infiltrate the Viril for a week, which I did in April of 1983, I was promised 
$o00 m expenses, which was paid, and $500 for the investigation, which was never 
paid; I think because my investigation turned up nothing of significance about the 
vet group, Allen told me that the remainder of the money was to be paid through 
former Special Forces Lt. Col. Robert K. Brown, a member of the Center board of 
directore and publisher of Soldier of Fortune magazine. I later learned Brown had 
provided the Center $5,000 "start-up" money and continued to be a major benefac- 
tor for the Center. 

During either the first or second week in April of that year, I returned to Fayette- 
\dlle and submit^ to Allen a written report detailing what I had found out about 
the Vipl. I was in Allen's office when he picked up the phone and calM a man he 
referred to with familiarity as "Dick" Childress and gave him a report of the infor- 
mation I had gathered. 

According to Allen, and documents he provided me, the Center was an organiza- 
tmn which wm incorporate with a non-profit status and was based in Washington, 
u "^^hn K. Singlaub, a close associate of Brown, was 

hwd of the Center and its membership consisted mostly of retired senior military 
officers, ^ 

Allen told jne that "the ^nter interacts with and maintains a working relation- 
ship with Government agencies responsible for POW/MIA affairs." Allen went on to 
rv^i ® working relationship with the l^ita House,- naming 

Dick Children M the Center’s principal contact, who I later"learned was then-Lt. 
wl. Richard Cmldress, the director of Asian Affairs foi' President Reagan’s National 
» ^ learned had been sharing an NSC office with 

Lt. Col. Oliver North. 

I was also present at subsequent dates when Allen made several other calls and 
reports by phone to Childress. 

On one visit to glen’s office in Fayetteville, I was shown by Allen a pile ofsever- 
al hundrM color slides taken by Gritz’s team inside Laos. The slides, according to 
Allen, had been obtained without Gritz’s knowledge by bribing a disenchanted team 
member who had stolen the film from Gritz before it had been developed. It is my 
understanding that copies of these stolen slides had been or were subsequently pro- 
vided to Childress. ^ ^ 

I learn^ later. Soldier of Fortune magazine was engaged, at the same time I was 
working for the Cwter, on a special edition trashing POW/MIA activist Gritz, Scott 
Barnes, Col. Jack^iley and others; I believe it is interesting to note that the same 
people, including Singlaub and Allen, served on both the staff of the Center and are 
mted as contributing editors and/or advisors to Soldier of Fortune magazine. In 
fact. Center for Accountability officers Allen, Singlaub, Ret. Brig. Gen. Heine Ader- 
holt, James P. Monaghan and Milt Copulos were cited for their assistance in trash- 
ing Gritz and the others in the magazine’s special edition. SEE EXHIBIT "B" 

It IS also worth noting that while Childress and others at the White House were 
denounang actijdsts, like Gritz and Bailey, for their efforts in Southeast Asia, Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Brown and his soldiers of fortune were making armed military ex- 
cursions aci^ the 'Thai border into Laos, helping to finance and arm Laotian anti- 
communist fighters and they even established a "Forward Operational Base" on La- 
otian territory-all in apparent violation of the U.S. Neutrality Act. Not one word 
WM ever uttered by Childr^ or any Member of the Reagan White House about 
Brown detailed the operation in an edition of his magazine. SEE 

caHIBIT C . 

Apparently, illegal acts by Brown and his associates to arm anti-communist guer- 
rillas were acceptable to the White House, but the efforts of private citizens to 
locate and rescue American prisoners of war were not 

Why? 
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Senators, this concludes my verbal testimony in the time allotted to me. Further 
information concerning my knowledge of these White House-directed activities are 
detailed in my written statement and its attachments, which I respectively ask be 
made part of the record of this hearing. 

The entire Ghildress/Center for Accountability effort from beginning to end was 
designed to discredit some of the most vocal critics of the U.S; Government POW/ 
MIA policy. From then to now, this pattern has continued. Rather than focus all 
available resources on resolving the problem of our missing Vietnam veterans, 
much of the effort has been directed toward destroying the cr^ibility and/or repu- 
tation of the critics. 

As a result of my experience with Allen, the Center for Accountability, and the 
Veterans Vigil Society, I became convinced that there was something about the live 
POW issue that required a closer look, I became a member and later an officer in 
the Washington-bas^ National Vietnam Veterans Coalition. 

In August of 1984, 1 went to the Republican National Convention in Dallas where 
a veteran’s parade had been organized by the National Vietnam Veterans Coalition. 
The purpose of the Dallas event was an attempt to get a meeting with President 
Ifoagan so that the Coalition’s evidence of live.POW’s in captivity could be handed 
directly to the President. 

The parade, which had been organized well in advance^ began coming apart at the 
seams when, as we later learned, Lieutenant Colonel Childress had made a series of 
telephone calls to scheduled participants telling them that we were nothing more 
than motorcycle gangs and rabble-rousers and that there was a great potential for a 
riot. SEE EXHIBn”’b". 

During the summer of 1985, I filed a complaint about Childress's interference 
with private groups. The complaint was filed with North Carolina Congressman 
Walter B. Jones, who later told me that my complaint had been sent over to the 
FBI. 

I have never received a response. 

In September, 1984, John Mead, an international businessman and former CIA as- 
sociate, filed a lengthy complaint with the Justice Department-accusing Childress 
and the Center of participating in an illegal political relationship. Specifically, Chil- 
dress was accused of using the Center as his private investigative force, abusing 
classified information, threatening blackmail and carrying out character assassina- 
tions in connection with classified POW documents." 

Mead filed his complaint with the criminal division of the Justice Department 
and Fred Fielding, legal counsel to President Reagan, and others, with no success 
and no response to the allegations. SEE EXHIBIT "E". 

In the fall of 1988, the National Steering Committee For American War Veterans, 
a Vietnam activist group of which I am chairman, launched a campaign into South- 
east Asia designed to advertise the existence of a $2.4 million reward, put up by 
U.S. Congressmen, in hopes of persuading officials from Vietnam, Cambodia, and 
Laos to defect with at least one American POW. 

The plan was simple. We had generated approximately $5,000 in funds which we 
had converted to small bills, U.S. and foreign, and then stamped with the reward 
message. I^ch stamped bill, along with a reward flier, was placed in a zip-lock bag 
and made waterproof so that it would float. 

In early October, team members Jim Copp, a Vietnam veteran and elementary 
school teacher, and Donna Long, a free-lance Journalist and POW activist, entered 
Thailand and rented small boats for the purpose of placing the waterproof messages 
in the Mekong River, which is the border between Laos and Thailand. 

The idea was to get the messages as close to the Lao side of the Mekong as possi- 
ble, so that they would float to the Lao side and be picked up by the Lao population. 

We hoped to draw international attention to the reward, which we did, and to 
draw Lao Government officials’ attention to the reward offer, which we also did. 
Jim and Donna, who were 2 days ahead of the other 4 members, of the team, includ- 
ing myself, seiz^ the opportunity and actually entered Laos and began handing out 
the reward message money to the Lao people. Unfortunately, in one of the villages, 
which the pair had entered, they crossed paths with a Lao government official who 
plac^ them under arrest. 

Jim and Donna were blind-folded, rans were placed at their heads, and their lives 
were threatened. They were tortured by being kept in solitary confinement and re- 
fused sufficient food to live on. They were at one time physically assaulted and 
there was at least one attempted sexual assault on Donna during their captivity. 
Jim lost almost 30 pounds in the 41 days they were held and was seriously ill when 
finally released. 
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^nators, included in Exhibit “F" are classified U.S. Government cables which 
define the negotiations between Childress and Lao government officials concerning 
the captive pair. The tone of the cables was clearly more a concern on how to use 
the incident to embarrass the Members of the U.S. Congress who were sponsoring 
the reward offer rather than getting Long and Copp released. SEE EXHIBIT "F’^ 

Upon the eventual release of Long and Copp, no effort was made by any U.S. gov^ 
ernment official to debrief either of the captives. Instead, a State Department offi- 
cial told the U.S, media that there was no point in debriefing either captive and 
praised the Lao government for its treatment of them. Long had to demand through 
her Congressman (Rep. Martin Lancaster D-N.C.) that the U.S. debrief her, because 
during her captivity fier captors discussed the POW/MIA issue with her and she 
had at one point seen and waved to a man she perceived to be a black American. In 
fact, a guard told her that the man’s name was "Austin.” SEE EXHIBIT "G" p. 332. 

A Hoinecoining II Project team was later illegally arrested and fined by Thai 
police, who admitted that U.S. officials had asked them to harass/detain American 
citizens working on the POW/MIA issue. SEE EXHIBIT "H" p. 336. 

These efforts to discredit POW/MIA activists started to evolve in 1969 as Nixon 
bwame the nation’s new chief executive. As the new President was organizing his 
White House staff, various close relatives of the ever-increasing number of Ameri- 
^ns held prisoner of war and missing in action in Vietnam escadated their demands 
that the United States do something to help their love ones. 

Foreign films of U.S, POW's in Communist captivity were sufficient evidence for 
the familiM that toeir love ones were being treated in a most harsh and inhumane 
way. POW vwfe, Sybil Stockdale had been organizing POW/MIA families. The re- 
sults were ovewhelming. It was not long before the White House, as well as Con- 
grewmen Md Senators, were being deluged with mail from family members and the 
mml w^ becommg increasingly angry in tone. 

"It did not take the new Nuon administration long to figure out that here was 
one protest movement that could be used to its benefit, “James C. Roberts of the 
Washin^n tlunk thank, ’ the American Studies Center, wrote in his March, 1980 
book. Missing In Action.” 

Cons^uently, according to Roberts, in late 1969 the Nixon administration decided 
it should _go public witt the POW/MIA issue, to focus public, attention on the ter- 
American POW’s_ and MIA’sTy the Hanoi crowd. 

Members of the White House staff of President Nixon arranged an organizational 
meeting m Washington I^ on May 1, 1970. On May 28, 1970, the National League 
of r amiliM of Amencan Prisoners and Missing in Siutheast Asia was incorporated 
with an office in Washington, DC. pwraiea 

Fa^ with overwhelming disenchantment with the continuation of the Vietnam 
war Ntton had found a new mobilizing force: the maltreatment of American POW’s 
by the evil enemy. 

Ifape of F^Uies began wth influential word from someone in 
the J^ite Houw who touched the pockets of Defense Contractors to the tune of tens 
of thousands of dollars m contributions. Large donations from companies such as 
Grumman aerwpace equipment manufacturers became common. Also in 1971 the 
wa^e of Families was given the Republican National Committee contributors’ list 
tor Its own use. 

Technic^advice provided to the League by a wide range of experienced gov- 
ernment officials, who kept a close eye on the POW wives, fearing that they may 
reverse their support of the President. may 

te®, Co*- Hopper, a bank of about a half 

dozen SOO-nurnber, toll-free telephones mystenously appeared in the League head- 
qu^rs and free^Air Foto travel was given to POW/fe family me^rs when- 
they wished to travel to and from Washington, DC. 

The twnefits to gje Nuon Ministration were varied. For example, in April of 
1971, when some POW/MIA family members, who were against the war. held a 
press conference m the Cwnon Houae office building in Washington, DC, to de- 
nounce the war, prtMninistratipn League members were flown to Washington for 
the purpose of having ^em disrupt the meeting. When the antiwar POW/MIA 
spokesmen got up to d^f their messages they were greeted by members of the 
I^e, who Muted about the inhumane treatment received by POW/MIA’s Ac- 
contog to Roberts, this effort was orchestrated by White House aides 

The true intentions of the Nixon Administration toward the POW/MIA families 
were expwed dunne a meeting on April 14, 1971, between President Nixon and Sen- 
ator Bob Dole, R-KS. A memorandum for the President on the meeting was drafted 
by an aid^ president assistant H.R. "Bob” Haldeman. The memorandum states 
m part: There was also some discussion of the Prisoner of War problems and the 
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Chairman [Dole as Republican National Chairman] made the point that this is a 
tender-box that is about to explode as there is a real danger of great numbers of 
POW wives reversing their support of the President. He suggested, therefore, a 
fairly major move for cosmetic purposes and the President asked that this possibili- 
ty be explored.” SEE EXHIBIT "I”. 

The Nixon administration used the League and the POW/MIA issue to enhance 
its own political agenda. 

During the Ford administration, after the League of Families elected a more ag- 
gressive board of directors, the League's relations with the White House turned cool. 
Free Air Force transportation for POW/MIA family members to attend League 
functions in Washington, DC, abruptly ended, the bank at League headquarters of 
free 800-number telephones that had so mysteriously appeared during the Nixon ad- 
ministration just as mysteriously disappeared. 

The Carter administration gave only patronizing lip service to the live POW/MIA 
effort while behind the scenes attempting to write off the POW/MIA issue by 
having all the missing servicemen declared dead. A memo was written by National 
Security Council (NSC) staffer Michael Oksenberg to NSC head Zbigniew Brzezinski 
in 1980, suggesting that Brzezinski write the League of Families indicating that he 
takes sightings of live Americans in captivity seriously. Oksenberg wrote "this is 
simply good politics; DIA and State are playing this game’, and you should not be 
the whistle blower. The idea is to say that the President is determined to pursue 
any lead concerning possible live MIAV” SEE EXHIBIT "J”. 

Finally, during the Reagan administration, the White House worked hand in 
hand with its creation, the National League of Families, to espouse the official ad- 
ministration line on the POW/MIA issue and to trash any and all of those who 
dared to disagree. 

The examples of this are so numerous that I would have to write reams to cover 
them. Rather than do this I am attaching to this statement some of the more bla- 
tant examples of this with documents that you honorable Senators will be able to 
judge for yourselves. SEE EXHIBIT "K”. 

The Chairman. It will be placed in the record. 

I just want to give everybody a fair shot here. We do have Sena- 
tors who I know want to ask you questions. 

Incidentally, I am very sympathetic to being in places where you 
are not supposed to be, because I spent Christmas eve of 1968 in 
Cambodia, at a time when no one was supposed to be there, and 
made a couple of other incursions there with the CIA which we 
were not supposed to. And I am familiar with that. I am not going 
to question your comments there. 

Most of your testimony, obviously, is not about the evidence of 
the live persons being there. It is evidence of interference with 
your activities that you presume to be indicative of a conspiracy to 
block information from coming out. 

Now, those things have happened, and I am not going to doubt, 
and there is a record here, of people like Monika Stevenson and 
others feeling that kind of interference and sensing it, and so forth. 
The Committee is going to try to look at some of that. It is a lot 
harder. 

I want to turn back for a moment, if I can, to Mr. Donahue’s 
comments. It is a very broad and moving condemnation by a 
family, a family member, somebody deeply involved in this, whose 
bona fldes cannot be contested. And you are really as critical as 
anybody we have heard about the government. You have said, 
point blank, that there has been a cover-up here that has been on- 
going. And you are willing to document that. 

Now, I have a number of questions about that. And these are 
sort of reasonable personal questions, if you will, and you probably 
have answers. But I want to ask them to you. Do you believe that 
when it comes to not coming forward with information that is 
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known about a live American, a fellow comrade in arms, that 
someone like a Bill Bell, who served years in Vietnam, who has 
dedicated his life to try to find somebody, is he not bona fide? Is he 
faking it? 

Mr. Donahue. You and I, Senator, are talking about cover-up 
and conspiracy on entirely different levels. I believe the cover-up 
and the conspiracy is in the POW/MIA policy. And if you will let 
me hit five bullets we can address that, and it embodies exactly 
what you’re saying. 

The Chairman. OK. 

Mr. Donahue. The policy is the cover-up — in other words, not 
the documents themselves. 

The Chairman. All right, well let me come back, then. If the 
policy is a cover-up. President Reagan came into office. President 
Reagan deserves credit for having raised this to a level of concern 
publicly that President Carter had never given it, and prior presi- 
dents had not given it. Accurate? 

Mr. Sampley. I disagree. 

Mr. Donahue. I don’t know if that's accurate. I would disagree 
for factual reasons. He called it the highest national priority, and 
then let it die. 

The Chairman. I believe President Reagan authorized a rescue 
mission, did he not? 

Mr. Donahue. The Nomarat Raid— I don't know if he personally 
authorized it, but the Nomarat Raid took place, and I hope you all 
would review the intelligence behind it. 

The Chairman. We are going to review the intelligence behind 
it. But what I am trying Urget at is, I am having trouble under- 
standing. 

I mean let me tell you what I cannot understand— I can under- 
stand what happened in 1973 and 1974. I do not understand it in 
terms of liking it or approving of it, or being comfortable with it. 
But I can take it in as something that could have happened — that 
we were in a rush to sever the ties, and we wanted to get out, and 
we were pulling back. 

It was unpopular. The agreements were made. Watergate was 
going on. The President’s power was slipping. There were a lot of 
reasons that things could move that way. I can sort of intellectual- 
ly and emotionally lock in to what might have happened in terms 
of the terrible process of ignoring some realities for inadvertent 
reasons, and overt reasons. 

What happens, though, that would make President Reagan con- 
tinue the cover-up— if there was one, begun by prior presidents, 
and officials? Why would he raise to a level of public consciousness, 
this issue, and make a commitment of it, and make a public politi- 
cal issue of it? And then, at the same time, want to be party to 
somebody else’s deception? Why would he not be happier showing 
that others, in fact, had participated in this, but he was going to ^ 
the person to bring them home? 

Mr. Donahue. Because I think he was convinced by the career 
bureaucracy, which has been involved in the issue, that the conse- 
quences for doing so was too high; that the consequences for the 
morale of the Armed Forces, our national honor, our integrity were 
so great, that even he made the speech— those who may still be 
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serving— and I’m quoting him— at the Memorial up in Arlington, 
and everything else— those who may still be serving, I take that to 
mean we consciously, deliberately leave them behind, They are 
serving their country. We choose to let them serve in captivity, 
rather than bring them back, because the consequences for this 
country of bringing them back are entirely too disruptive. 

By this time the process had snowballed. Don’t forget, it’s the 
United States who had declared all the United States POW’s dead. 
It was not the Vietnamese or the Laotians. 

The Chairman. Now, you said to us, we should negotiate, correct, 
for their return? 

Mr. Donahue. I said you have all the levers to do so. Senator. 

The Chairman. First of all, let me say to you, that I believe 
there is an out for the Vietnamese if somebody is alive. Most 
people have stuck to the notion that the government might not 
have a rationale for holding them, they might not be in govern- 
ment control. And they, themselves, have articulated the possibili- 
ty. 

Maybe somebody out there in the mountain area, or in the Lao- 
tian border or something, might have had an ability to hold some- 
body without our knowing it, as a Government, but that they, 
themselves, were not holding somebody. So there is a window. 
There is an ability to find people who are in the hands of people 
not in their control. 

But now,-.when I have gone over there, and I have met now, on 
three occasions, with their officials, and twice over there. On each 
occasion, I have gone aside, late at nighU-I think I have had a 
pretty good relationship with Foreign Minister Tach. I have said to 
him look, is there any way for us to create, to break this impasse? 
Is there any ,way to create— is there something you want? Does 
somebody control these people, and is there a way? 

I think others have tried that— sort of opening this door, as you 
say, to negotiation. Now, with all the dues, sort of homage to the 
sensitivities of how you do it, and not allowing anybody to be held 
accountable, and saving face— all of thatr-and the answer is. Sena- 
tor, I would like to. But there ain’t nobody. I cannot negotiate with 
you and have a secret return of somebody who does not exist. 

Now, countless people, I think have tried that approach. But you 
run into this stone door. So when you say negotiate, how do you do 
that? 

Mr. Donahue. You send over the Secretary of State with a man- 
date from the President, if this is the highest national priority, 
that is what it quires. And he has the lever of aid, trade, diplo- 
matic, commercial— whatever relations. And you say, Mr. Baker, 
use those levers and negotiate. The Vietnamese are telling you that 
is what they want. You are completely powerless to negotiate. 

The Chairman. But what if they say to Secretary Baker, Mr. 
Secretary, we do not have anybody, but we sure want the relation- 
ship. What do you do then? Do you go on and on? 

Mr. Donahue. I think you have co-opted that process by encour- 
aging normalization of relations without pre-condition. 

The Chairman. Let me be very clear. 
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No one, no one that I know of has suggested normalization with- 
out this issue being resolved. That has been said again and again in 
this hearing. 

Mr. Donahue. How about pre-conditions, Senator? Why don't 
you encourage two things: one, the declassification of the roadmap; 
and two, the sending over of Secretary Baker. 

The Chairman. Well, let me say with respect to the declassifica- 
tion of the roadmap. I am a little puzzled. I serve on the Foreign 
Relations Committee, I have worked a lot with Dick Solomon on 
this. I have talked to the Vietnamese about it, and so forth. I do 
not have a sense that it is classified. 

Mr. Donahue. Sure it is* absolutely. Messrs. Quinn and Ford con- 
firmed to me that it was. An American citizen cannot see the road- 
map. 

1110 Chairjun. The conditions in the roadmap, as I understand 
it, concern, first, the Cambodia Peace Accords. And the second 
piece of the roadmap is POW/MIA. 

Mr. Donahue. And subsequently, full commercial relations and 
normalization. 


The Chairman. And the comment was that the pace and scope of 
t^ normalization process will be affected by cooperation on POW/ 
MIA, correct? 

Mr. Donahue. I think that. 

The Chairman. Which means, I take it, that yoii cannot normal- 
ize unl^ you are moving down the road on POW/MIA. 

Mr. S^PLEY. They also said it was U.S. Government. 

Mr.-DoNAHUR You and I disagree on not the ends, we disagree 
are pure judgment call within the bowels 
of the Defense Department and the State Department as to what is 
progress. 

I would like to know what the benchmarks are, and what the cri- 
teria are. Inde^, I think that is pretty much the realm of this 
UmmittM, to figure out what is going on with the roadmap, and 
revest the White House to hold off normalization until 

j ® So what you are saying is, bwause you do not 

understand ei^ly m a very spelled-out fashion what the expecta- 
tiom are on POW/MIA, that you are saying, therefore, that the 
roadmap is secret? 

Mr Dona^. Well, we have been told it is classified, Senator- 
that the roadmap is classified. I cannot see the criteria. The Ameri- 
can public cannot see the criteria. I guess you could if you subpoe- 
naed it or something like that. 

But that to me is not an acceptable standard in the sense that I 
^iieye that normalization is condition-precedent on full accounting 
by cnterm this Coinmittee establishes for accounting of prisoners 
and missmg m Southeast Asia, with a roadmap ahead of this Com- 
mittee. You have the cart before the horse. Indeed, if the roadmap 
go^ through, and we normalize, indeed, we give full commercial 
and diplomatic relations to the POW’s-I mean to the Vietnamese 
and Laotians— the POW’s are dead. Period, full stop. 

Let me make the observation that for years the Lotians and Vi- 
etnamese have been telling me and telling the United States public 
^d telling the Government that they do not have the money or 
the manpower to search the remote provinces for missing Ameri- 


cans. What they are really saying is look. Give us the aid, trade, 
diplomatic recognition that you promised us. Vpila! Look what we 
found in the jungle out there in the remote provinces. There will 
be a ^eat healing, but to— as I say— co-opt that process, by giving 
the Vietnamese and Laotians everyd;hing they want for some unde- 
fined progress is unfathomable to me. That is putting the nail in 
the coffin of the live POW's. 

The Chairman. I have gone over my time. It is unfair to my col- 
leagues here. In fact, let me stop and not go over my rime any- 
more. I will yield my next round. 

Go ahead. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Did you want to re- 
spond to a question? 

Mr. Donahue. Yes, I will take the next question, and I would 
like to say 30 seconds about the nature of the cover-up, which I be- 
lieve is in the policy, and is why we are operating on two levels 
here. 

I think the cover-up is embodied in the policy, as we briefly 
sta^. The U.S. Government says the POW/MIA issue is humani- 
tarian and not economic. Baloney. Fundamentally, it is economic. 
It has always been economic. All you have to do is look at the testi- 
mony before the U.S. Congress of the Senators and Congressmen 
who went over to Vietnam in the 1970's after the war, and were 
unequivocally told by the Vietnamese that the two issues were 
link^, period, full stop. It’s in the record. 

The second component of the cover-up in policy is that the an- 
swers to the MIA/POW issue are in Hanoi, not Washington— well, 
it was Washington that sent my brother over to serve, it was Wash- 
ington that abandoned him, and it is Washington that is keeping 
him there— dead or alive. 

It is not anything else. It is Washington. My God, if I read in the 
newspapers or see on T.V. the issue of abandoned children in this 
country— we all see it— our worst emotions come up. The penalties 
are great for that. It is a heinous crime. 

But what about abandoned servicemen left behind, knowingly 
and deliberately by their Government? There is abandonment 
going on here, and so the answers aren’t in Hanoi. 'The answer is 
in Washington. Someone will be accountable for them. 

We keep talking about an accounting for them, but nobody is ac- 
countable for them. I hope this Committee will change that. 

The next element of the cover-up is well, when somebody brings 
up this live group or proof of a live POW, we will move heaven and 
earth to bring them home. 'That's fraudulent on two points, be- 
cause it shifts the burden of proof to me, instead of the CIA which 
has all the data; and two, who is Donald G. Carr? He is not 
chopped liver. 'The proof is there. 

Finally— or next-to-last— we have more intelligence resources 
than ever dedicated to this issue— classic, Executive Branch ap- 
proach: let’s put more bureaucrats in there; let’s put up an office in 
Hanoi. I hope nobody on the Committee thinks that the U.S. serv- 
icemen walking through the jungles of Vietnam and Laos at the in- 
vitation of the Laotians and Vietnamese— I hope nobody thinks 
they are actually going to walk into an American prisoner. 'That’s 



552 


ludicrous. That would be an international incident of the highest 
order. It’s not going to happen. 

Senator McCain. If they are allowed to do so then I have every m 
expectation, Mr. Donahue. 

Mr. Donahue. If they’re allowed to do so, as in resolution of the 
issue, Senator— and finally, we have looked into our files. And we 
can’t find any proof of any live POW’s. 

I don’t know if anybody is aware, but the GIA doesn’t serve on 
the inter-agency commission. The CIA data is classified, and the 
war in Laos was a secret war. Is anybody on this Committee going m 
to go to the CIA and subpoena their data and bring it out of the 
woodwork? I mean, until we do all of the research? 

Senator Smith. We intend to see that data. We hope we will not 
have to subpoena it. We will also be reviewing the so-called secret 
war. 

Mr. Donahue. But you see, the elements, the bullet elements I 
gave you as to the nature of the cover-up, to me it’s in the policy. ^ 
Because it completely obviates your responsibility and accountabil- 
ity for the Government of the United States. It’s humanitarian, not 
economic. The answers are in Hanoi, not Washin^n. When some- 
body brings us proof, we will do something about it. We have more 
intelligence resources than ever assigned to this issue. We have 
looked into our files and we can’t find any evidence. Boy, if that 
isn’t the ultimate cowardice and the ultimate obfuscation— deceit 
and deception— I don’t know what it is. ■ 

I just hope and pray that this Committee is going to intervene in 
the process, fellow chairmen, and set the record straight and get 
the process moving. But to stick with the roadmap, which is a gi\^ 
away, rather than the levers that we have to pull, wow. I mean 
then we have truly abandoned the men. 

Senator Smith. Let me respond. 

Speaking somewhat as a Committee, but also personally regard- - 
ing the roadmap, I believe that every Member of this Qimmittee— 
some with different variations on it — but I believe every Member of 
this Committee believes that the issue of the POW/MIA should be 
resolved before any normalization. I do, and I will speak for myself 
on that point. 

Mr. Donahue. However, would you request the White House to 
defer the roadmap? f 

Senator Smith. Yes, I have discussed this with officials in the Ad- 
ministration in terms of my belief that it is very important that 
the Vietnamese understand very specifically— no vague general- 
ities— very specifically, exactly what the roadmap is, and that 
there is a roadblock on the map. And that is POW’s and MIA’s. I 
have expressed that very clearly. I cannot speak for the Secretary 
of State. I hope that he believes that. I think that the intention f 
here is to account for these people before any normalization. How- 
ever, things can happen. Things get obfuscated, confused. But from 
our perspective, that is where I am coming from. I intend to fight 
for that. 

However, beyond that, the scope of this Committee really is more 
investigative than into the policy end of it-although we may make 
recommendations on policy. I just want to make a comment and # 
ask a couple of questions. 
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First of all, I do not know if it was said on the record— and I 
came in a little late, and I apologize— but I think it should be 
t stated for the record, at least from this Senator, that no greater 
love could ever be expressed by any human being than what you 
have expressed, and what you have done over the past 23 years, as 
you have searched for your brother. I know, wherever he is, he ap- 
preciates it. And in a very strange way that I have never shared 
with anyone, really, I came across your story— although I knew 
about it to some extent^in the second trip that I made to Vietnam 
f on this issue, when the flight attendant, your former wife, asked 
me — then Congressman Smith — she said nice things about you — 
Congressman Smith, where are you going? And I told her. And she 
said, well, I’m Jeff. Donahue’s former wife. And I can tell you that 
he is committed to the issue, which is one of the reasons why I am 
his former wife. [Laughter.] 

Senator Smith. I say that with respect, and she said it with re- 

• spect. I think she has respect for you. But this is very difficult. My 
father died in 1945 after combat service as a naval aviator in 
World War II. He died in a freak airplane crash in the Chesapeake 
Bay. I did not know what happened to him for 22 years— not be- 
cause the Government held anything, but because my mother did 
not choose to look. And she would not let me look. But I did, after I 
got back, after I got to Washington as a congressman. I could have 

% done it before, but I chose to do it then. I found out the truth. It 
was not pleasant, but I found it out. But at least I found out. 

So although I do not have a missing relative in Vietnam, I think 
that I have some appreciation for what you have gone through — 
not enough to really understand it— but a little bit. I know that 
you have done a great deal of personal investigation. I think I 
would just like your editorial comment, if you will. I would like to 
% make my own, and then ask for yours. 

And that is, no matter what one feels about what you have done, 
or whether I agree with you or disagree with you, or whether I 
agree or disagree wth your conclusions, the truth of the matter is 
that you, as a family member, should not have had to do what you 
did over the past 23 years. 

It should have been done by our Government. If you can get into 

• Laos— how many times? 

Mr. Donahue. Laos, once this year, I am going again in January; 
twice last year. 

Senator Smith. How many times in your lifetime? 

Mr. Donahue. I was also invited to Hanoi in 1976. 

Senator Smith. ’The point is that I think others who are in 
charge of working the issue, could have gotten in there with a little 

• more effort, but that is history. We have heard a lot of mea culpas 
expressed by a lot of people. And we accept those. But we want to 
move on to find answers. ’That is the purpose of this Committee. 

I would just like you— and I assure you that that is the focus of 
this Committee, live American prisoners of war, we have our differ- 
ences. And we have gotten a lot of different testimony, but our goal 
is live American prisoners. As others have said, we assume that 

• there are. That is what we are working on. Everything else is sec- 
ondary. 
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What did you— in your private meetings with the number of 
meetings you have had with various Lao officials, specifically, what 
have they told you about prisoners of war, in general, and about 
your brother, specifically— if you have such information— or what 
haven’t they told you maybe would be better. 

Mr. Donahue. Well, in meeting with Laos— and I cannot compro- 
mise who they are, but all the way through the ministerial level, 
because I have been doing this for years. Senator, and I have devel- 
oped contacts that various congressmen and senators are still 
trying to establish. I enjoyed reading about Mr. Murkowski tiring 
to find one. But I have been told that POW’s in Laos are in three 
categories: the first category, and this must be the universal sign— 
they go like this— 

[Indicating.] 

Mr. Donahue, —which I Would take to mean POW’s who are 
non compos mentis— they have sort of cracked under the circum- 
stances, and they are just living as essentially meeker people there. 

Senator Reid. What was that again? 

Mr. Donahue. Crazy, just crazies. And the second category is— to 
use the Laotian word^POW’s like Laotians, they are now Lao- 
tians. We have many sighting reports of my brother and other 
servicemen, where my brother is reported to be married and living 
with two children now in a camp, but fishing, farming, tending 
water buffalo, things of this nature. 

Then the third category is, they say, the camps in the North. 
And they clam up. I would take that to mean the provinces of Laos 
along the Chinese border and things of this nature, which are even 
off limits t5 senior Lao officials, unless the entire ^uncil of Minis- 
ters votes approval, so to speak, for them to go. I can’t crack that 
nut. But I’m sure as hell trying. 

Senator Smith. My time has expired. I just want to ask two quick 
questions: one, has any Lao government official, or any Lao that 
you felt had knowledge, ever said to you— admitted to you in any 
way, that they had American prisoners, number one; and the 
second question is, have you ever, in your trips over there, seen 
any testimony or evidence to the fact that the Soviets may have 
had some control over American prisoners in Laos after 1973? 

Mr. Donahue. To the first question, yes— exactly in the context I 
said. And the second question, no. I don't have any information on 
Soviet presence. But I have never specifically pursued that line 
with the Laotians. 

Senator Smith. Thank you. 

’The Chairman. Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. Can we have that package of live-sighting reports 
of your brother? 

Mr. Donahue. Yes, and I would like to mention one, if I may, 
right at the top, if I can read from it— I also have information 
about live prisoner of war named Jefferson Donahue— that is a 
phonetic spelling— date of birth, airplane number. And it gives the 
aircraft number, and it gives my parents’ zip code in Florida, in- 
stead of the aircraft number. How did this guy in the jungles of 
Laos ever get my parents’ zip code number? 

Senator Reid. Where did you get that? 
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Mr. Donahue. This was a live-sighting report, provided classi- 
fied. This is the de-classified version provided by the Defense De- 
A partment. He says, since my English is not yet very good, you can 

^ call my English teacher who helped me write this letter. Her name 

is, her phone, her address is— and of course, all of that is whited 
out. I cannot even talk to, this Laotian. 

Senator Reid. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Donahue. This is April 20, 1987 and I have sighting reports 
here which I will give you, as recently as 1991. 

Senator Reid. That whole pack relates only to your brother? 

T Mr. Donahue. Well, it has other names in it. 

Senator Reid. But each one, in some way, mentions your broth- 
er? 

Mr, Donahue. Yes, sir, and there are other correspondences. 

Senator Reid. And the Committee has that now? 

.Mr. Donahue. I am not sure if I have submitted this. I haven’t 
submitted this entire pack, because I just got it from my father. 
^ The Committee has some of it. 

Senator Reid. Could I ask, Mr. Chairman, that be made a part of 
the record? 

The Chairman. Will you submit each of those to us? We will be 
getting all of them anyway, but would you submit those so we have 
them as a back-check to what we are going to get? 

[See pps. 211-289 of the appendix.] 

• Mr. Donahue. Yes, sir, but at the same time I could appeal to 
you, if you could impose upon the U.S. Government to let me have 
the name of this Laotian so I could-speak to him, since he claims to 
have been with my brother? The Government won’t even give me 
the name of the English teacher who translated it for him— how 
tragic— which, to me, is part of the cover-up. 

You know, until the American public sees honesty on the 

• issue 

Senator Reid. Mr. Donahue, I am running out of time. You have 
already told us how you feel. 

Mr. Sampley, why do you think your reward offers have not pro- 
duced any live Americans? 

Mr. Sampley. Information that has come back to us is that when 
either any of the indigenous folks— either the Lao, the Cambodians, 

• or the Vietnamese— when they make inquiries about the reward, 
they think— and I believe Colonel Bui Tin said that earlier— they 
think that it’s official Government reward. They go to these folks, 
these folb over here. The U.S. Government representatives tell 
them we don’t offer rewards. We don’t pay it. ’There is no such 
thing. And so the reward is stifled at that level. 

What I don’t understand, if a U.S. Congressman, which they 
0 have done, offers a reward that is costing the U.S. Government 
nothing— if the Charlotte Motor Speedway of Charlotte, NC offers 
a reward, what is wrong with paying it, if it’s not U.S. Government 
money? Why does the U.S. Government shoot it down? And more 
importantly, if there are no living prisoners of war over there, why 
worry about a reward, want to say anything? 

Senator Reid. Mr. Sampley, it is my understanding from your 
0 testimony— it is my understanding from your testimony that you 

are not willing to share the data you have with the Government. 
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Mr. Sampley. What data? 

liv?POW’s^^^^’ indicates there are 

Mr. Sampley. Everything that I have-sure, I mean I have five 
SIX, seven filing cabinets full of files that Mr. Usury and Dan 

f ^ Kinston. They went through it 

You can have the keys to my files. ^ 

???■ ‘^^p^airman Kerry mentioned, our obligation is to 
make sure that we do not leave a stone uncovered. 

Mr. Sampley. I appreciate that. 

Senator Reid. That is why we are here at this time of night lis- 
tening to everything that you want to say, and everything that Mr 
^nahue wants to because 1 think we are all pr^eedfag on 
■'''6 Americans in Southeast Asia, 
not proceeding on that basis, then we have a pretty ill- 
testimony^ that we 

have heard to this point indicates that it is 20 years later. If there 
hnf it is going to be— I do not want to use a mira- 

Hve Aj^ericans^^^ ^ 

So I hope that as you have indicated, you will supply whatever 
evidence you have with the Committee, md Mr. Don^^e^fS 
iive sightings and other information that he has, that 
he will share with us. Is that right? 

Mr. Donahue. Yes, sir. 

y®“ not treat us with the 
scorn that you haw treated what^ias gone on before. 

“P until this date to this Committee, I 
who ^ anything to the U.S. Government, period. Because 
“ ‘‘I^PPunr®: Then you’re called a name 
hoH ft,,’. ^ater. At one point, I did give a document I 

® u®®“iation with Robert Garwood at one time 1 
brought him down to North Carolina and he worked for mX a 
while. And he was in Kinston for some time. I talkS Sm iJto 
"'“T ^ exactly where he buried Captain Eisenbroueh 
who died in capivity. He drew the camp. He dreTthreSS: 
tion. He gave the camp name and number, and he drew the exact 
!??n®o Upturn Eisenbrough is buried. I turned it over to 
the U S. Government. But before I did, I turned it overto the Kin 

TreUa i^Sofit®'' ® ‘‘“® 

cram it down their throat. Ms. Donna Long, sitting right here 
fojTandfnr^ ^ Communists-or the Pathet Lao-^ 

Hevht captivity, I be- 

son^ewhere in that general area— she saw 
what she believ^ was a black American. She saw him from' where 
8he was being held-she can tell you better than I can^rthe 
f “ balcony. She waved at him. He waved back. And 
she spoke to her guards, and she said who is that? In mv testimo- 
but I believe the guard said it’s Mr Alli- 

her Thelw^w"" 'f State Department to debrief 
her. They would not debrief her. They did not want to ask her any- 


thing. They made comic remarks about her, and so she went back 
to Jacksonville, NC, and demanded, through Congressman Martin 
Lancaster — which is a matter of record. Congressman Lancaster 
made sure that the State Department debriefed her. 

Why did Donna Long have to demand to be debriefed? 

Senator Reid. My time is gone, but let me just say this— it has 
not been said yet, because they cannot say it, and I can— but not 
only do we, as Committee Members, want to get to the very bottom 
of this 

Mr. Sampley. I believe you. 

Senator Reid. But we have Members who serve on this Commit- 
tee that have given a great deal in Southeast Asia. The man seated 
next to me, as you are aware, spent 5 Vi years in a prisoner of war 
camp, under the most unpleasant conditions. The Chairman of the 
Committee is a highly decorated. Navy veteran also, from the con- 
flict in Southeast Asia. And so these men— and there are other 
Members of this Committee who have military recordis over there— 
they have a very personal interest that I do not have. 

Senator McCain, when we are talking about prisoners of war, he 
knows these people, the list of people that were with him. They 
had a network there. So this is something that we are going to do 
the best we can. I think it is important to you that you start coop- 
erating. Because this is the same Government. We are going to do 
the best we can to get what the CIA has, and what the White 
House has, and do the best in the next year to get to the bottom of 
this. 

Mr. Sampley. Senator, I have been one of the biggest critics and 
most vocal critics of the U.S. Government policy as anyone. But I 
do see a pattern here, with this Committee, that makes me want to 
trust you. I do want to give you anything I have. Until I see some- 
thing different happen, it’s yours. 

Senator Smith. I think Senator McCain is up next. 

Senator McCain. Let me change the rules among the three of us 
here, a second, because we do not have a very long time. You inter- 
rupt me, and I will interrupt you. Because both of you, obviously, 
feel frustration for many years and want to get a lot out. But you 
interrupt me, and I will interrupt you. OK? We do not normally do 
this, butr— and I thank you for your appreciation for the tough 
questions, Mr. Sampley. These look like CBU’s to me, in fact they 
say on them CBU— on your pictures. 

It says. Dispenser and Bomb Aircraft CBU. 

Mr. Sampley. I don't understand the point. 

Senator McCain. 'The point is, those are dropped off of airplanes. 

Mr. Sampley. What is that? 

Senator McCain. I think that's a temple bell. 

Mr. Sampley. What is it made from? 

Senator McCain. I do not know. I know they used to make ciga- 
rette lighters and cigarette cases out of crashed I05's. 

Mr. Sampley. But my point is, Senator, that that is an example 
of the salvage that is coming across the river out of Laos. Those 
folks are going out. And these guys will tell you they are going out 
with donkeys, or whatever they— you carry stuff out of the hills 
with; They are going through, just ravaging through these crash 
sites, and they have been doing it for years. 
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You go 

Senator McCain. But CBU’s do not necessarily come from crash 
sites. CBU’s are dropped off of airplanes. 

Mr, Sampley. But that is just part of the salvage. That is what 
we took pictures of. 

Senator McCain. The majority of these I could make out, are— as 
designated— dispenser and bomb aircraft CBU. You and I know it 
drops off the airplane a certain distance above the ground. 

Mr. Sampley. Are you implying that the Lao would go out and 
pick those things up but they won't take and trash a crash site and 
bring the metal out of an airplane? 

Senator McCain. I am not asserting that. I am saying that what 
you have, what I have seen in these pictures, and all I can make 
out, is a CBU. 

Mr. Sampley. I will agree with that. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Donahue, real quick— I am in disagree- 
ment with Senator Smith. Because I believe that the roadmap does 
clearly state that there must be full cooperation from the Vietnam- 
ese. By the way, I understand we got the roadmap in a very round- 
about way. I agree with you, it should be made public to you and 
all of the American people— if, indeed, it says that, as I believe. I 
think the Chairman agrees, even though Senator Smith does not. If 
it does say that, that full cooperation must be extended, then do 
you still have a problem? 

Mr. Donahue. Yes, sir, absolutely— I love cooperation, but all of 
this is entirely unnecessary. I think, in the context of what it 
would take.to resolve the issue — 

Senator McCain. What -does it take to resolve the issue other 
than full cooperation? 

Mr. Donahue. It takes Jim Baker getting on a plane to Hanoi 
and Vientiane, and using the levers of aid, trade, commercial rela- 
tions and diplomatic relations. 

Senator McCain. That's what Soloman did when he met with the 
Vietnamese Foreign Minister in New York? 

Mr. Donahue. No, it was not conducted at that level with a man- 
date from the President of the United States, and the endorsement 
of the inner-circle 

Senator McCain. The roadmap clearly says that if the issue is 
resolve, then all aid, trade, et cetera— they have already done that. 

Mr. Donahue. But the steps along the way. Senator, are judg- 
mental lodged in the Defense Department and the State Depart- 
ment. And I have had nothing but 23 years of deceit and obfusca- 
tion from them. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Donahue, you certainly do not believe that 
if there is no cooperation and a resolution of this issue, that the 
Congress would support such a thing? 

Mr. Donahue. Well, you know, it seems— a lot of things coming 
out of the Senate these days, calling for normalization of relations 
to Vietnam, without what I would consider something the Ameri- 
can public is entitled to, which are the criteria and the elements of 
progress along the way. So why is the roadmap classified? 

Senator McCain. As you know, we have resisted that. I do not 
believe that the mcyority of the Congress would support such 


Mr. Donahue. Can I make one comment to you. Senator 
McCain— just a brief one— the subject of Laos and POW/MIA intel- 
ligence and everything else — here I will give this to the Committee, 
indeed, I have already supplied it, which is CIA document Mao Lao 
Hoc Sat, which, you know, is the Lao patriotic front— Weekly Bul- 
letin Containing photographs and details of American prisoners 
captured by the Pathet Lao. 

And, of course, that’s all I’m allowed to see. 

Senator McCain. And as you also know, Mr. Donahue, we did 
put an amendment on the Defense Authorization Bill — you heard 
it mentioned earlier— that all of this information must be made 
available to the American people— with the exception by a request 
from the next-of-kin that they not — 

Mr. Donahue. 'They don’t do it. 

Senator McCain. What’s that? 

Mr. Sampley. They don’t share the information. 

Senator McCain. It is in the bill. It has not been implemented. 
Mr. Sampley. Wasn’t there a House bill? 

^nator McCain. It was never enacted into law, and we are seek- 
ing to have that happen. If this authorization bill passes, it will 
be— and I will be very interested in your comments to the degree of 
their compliance— but you see, I am doing all the interrupting. You 
go ahead and interrupt. 

Mr. Sampley. What I don’t understand for years, I hpe been 
pounded and hit at by people saying hey, the problem is not in 
front of the White House. Why are you chaining yourself to the 
White House fence? The problem is in Hanoi. OK, jye are saying 
we’ve got Hanoi where we want them right now. Why do^you want 
to let them up? They do not have the Soviets to lean on anymore. 
Let’s don’t let them up until they give it up. 

Senator McCain. We do not want to let up until they give it up. I 
think we are in a bit of a semantical problem here, Mr. Donahue, 
^cause I think when we say the answer is in Hanoi, there are no 
Americans being held captive in Washin^n, DC, or in the United 
States of America. So what we are saying here, I think, is that 
when the answer is in Hanoi, that we ne^ their cooperation and 
their forthcoming and their allowing us, for example, to go some- 
where on a moment’s notice — say if you land and you are in Vien- 
tiane, and you think your brother is somewhere in the southern 
part of the country, and you have a helicopter, you ought to be able 
to go there immediately and not 24 hours, not 48 hours, et cetera. 

'That is the kind of compliance that I think you and 1 are talking 
about. So when we say the answer is in Vientiane or Phnom Penh, 
we are saying that the full cooperation and the full disclosure of 
our archives, et cetera, is where the answer is. But I understand, 
the reason why I say semantic problem is that I see what you 
mean also. 'Ilhat “the problem is in Washington.’’ 

Mr. Sampley. If I could make a suggestion 

Mr. Donahue. Let me interrupt you— I just wish to provide the 
inducement, which is the levers of aid, trade, and diplomatic recog- 
nition, giving the Vietnamese a face-saving way of giving the guys 
back. We haven’t been doing that at the highest level of Govern- 
ment. 
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We have been doing it between generals who are retired from 
military; sergeants and colonels going oyer- — 

Senator McCain. Now he wants to interrupt. A 

Mr. Donahue, —the Secretary of State or the President need to 
do it. That’s what is a highest national priority. 

Mr. Sampley. I would like to make a suggestion— 

The Chairman. I just want to interrupt for the whole Commit- 
tee, because I need to try to keep this on a process here. 

Senator Kassebaum. I would be only happy to yield my time to 

anybody who wants it a 

Senator McCain. I would just like to ask if you had finished— my ^ 

point is that we may have a semantical problem here which may, I 
hope, in my vision of what the roadmap means, and maybe I am 
wrong. But my vision of what the roadmap means is we obtain ex- 
actly what you are seeking. 

The Chairman. It may well be that you have articulated a way 
for the Administration to short-cut a lot of the folderol. And if Sec- ^ 

retery Baker can achieve some kind of breakthrough in terms of ^ 

this process that satisfies full cooperation, it may be that every- 
body s interest will be served. 

Senator McCain. I thank both of you for your efforts. 

Mr. Sampley. Senator, let me try to get this in— and please bear 
with me for just right quick— this testimony that I brought up, I 
didn’t bring it up just to dig at wounds or to hit at people in the ^ 
U.S. Government. It’s still going on. • 

But I would like to suggest that as long . as this Committee is in 
session, and doing this investigation, that If we can do it through ‘ 
legislation or through the Executive Body that we pledge absolute 
amnesty to the Vietnamese, to any American official, to anyone in- 
volved in the POW issue about the POW issue, that they can do or 
say, let out any amount of information they would like, and that it 
would not be held against them. Let’s get this information out ® 
there. Let s get these people home. Then go on about the business 
of normalizing, et cetera— just an absolutely amnesty plan for ev- 
erybody. 

The Chairman, ^at is an interesting idea that has, in fact, been 
discussed, and I think is under consideration in terms of some for- 
mulation. But it is not a bad idea. 

Senator Kassebaum, do you have any questions? # 

Senator Kassebaum. No, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Let me just say, as we wrap up this panel, Mr. 

Donahue, you are a very articulate spokesperson for what you have 
lived through and what you have observed. I just want to tell you 
that I am impressed by your capacity to articulate it. And I think 
you have a lot to say, and have said it well, and represented that 
point of view very well, clearly. There is a lot of substance to what • 

you have said. I take it at face value. I know it, from having stud- 
ied this and listened to it and so forth. 

I think it is a question of how one Idnd of works through some of 
the--^ Senator McCain says— semantical differences, nuances. But 
the bottom line is very real. I think we hear you very clearly, and I 
understand what you are saying. 

We want your information. We need your information. This is- § 
as I have said before, and I keep repeating— scratching the surface. 


So I hope you will work with us in an effort to ^arantee that we 
do, as you say, intercede correctly, and not insensitively and stupid- 
% ly as we go along here. 

Senator Brown, did you have anything more? 

Senator Brown. No thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, we will excuse this panel, and thank 
you very much for appearing here today. 

Finally, I would like to ask all the members of the photographic 
panel, each of the families,, if you would come forward please to tes- 

# tify? And Colonel Bailey, we will lead off with you. As this panel 
takes its place, let me tell you what we are going to do schedule- 
wise here. 

Because of the length of these hearings, each day we have been 
going from about 9:00, 9:30, 10:00 in the morning until 6:00, 7:00 at 
night. It really makes more sense for the Committee to proceed 
with the two remaining portions at a separate hearing— Depart- 

# ment of Defense has made it very clear to me that they are pre- 
pared to go forward today. And they are ready. 

' It is our choice, as a Committee, to defer them, not their choice. 
But I think it will be better if we do defer their presentation, be- 
cause it will give Members a better chance to prepare some ques- 
tions, and even to submit some to them that we would like to have 
them address when they do respond to the various criticisms that 

# have been made. And finally, the same with Mr. Usury’s return, 
that was requested earlier today. It will give us a chance to review 
some of that document and to prepare for that. 

So I think both of those items will be rescheduled. We will an- 
nounce publicly when that will take place. We will try to do it next 
week, if possible. And if not, it will be before we recess. I assure 
you of that. 

^ Could I ask if all of you would dislocate for a moment? I apolo- 

gize for your getting seated and comfortable. But if you would 
stand, so that we could swear you in? 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

The Chairman. Colonel Bailey, I know you have a plane to catch, 
and we appreciate that. So we are going to lead off with you if we 
^ can, and then proceed through the families. 


# 


# 
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C Committee continued at 4:45 p.m., in room SH-216, Hart 
Senate Office Building, Hon. John F. Kerry (Chairman of the Com- 
mittee), presiding. 

The Chairman. Identify yourself for the record and proceed with 
your openings. 

And may I Mk each of you if you could keep your comments to 
IS It an irnposition to ask you for 5 minutes? Then we will draw 
more out in the questions. If it is, I want to be fair, and again I 
more time. But if you could try to stick to 5 minutes, 
1 think that would be appreciated. 

Is that difficult, Mrs. Fleckenstein? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. No, I think I can pretty much do it. 

The Chairman. If you can do it, that would be fine. 

^nator Smith. Mr. Chairman, can I just do a housekeeping 
thing while you are waiting? 

&nator Mack has asked me to enter into the record a statement 
° n unanimous consent to do that. 

The Chairman. Without objection, so ordered. 

Senator SMITH: And ^so a written statement for the record of a 

™ Carr and a written state- 
ment for the record of Matthew W. Carr regarding M^. Donald 

The C^iiMAN. Without objection. All of -those statements will 
be placed in the record. 

ciwfXw^r*^ statements of Senator Mack, Ms, Miller, and Mr. 

Preparko Statement of Senator Connie Mack 

^ “c to be an original cosponsor of S. Res 82 which es- 

teblished the Senate Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs In the oast ’ nuSo^s 
Sen?? have been involved in this issue. It L ^ sincere how 

estoblishment of Senate Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs will pro^de the co- 
oS^’oT^ and assess 

*he Committee will examine the POW/MIA Investiga- 
tion Poli^ and Process, fhe witness list for today's hearing is imp^ive IS 
Since this CommittM was established, I have been in contact with the Memheni 
which have surfaced involving U.S. Army 

r“' <!>' oPPOrtuoitj: th«”|E.pto 

Sea|taiy for International Security Affairs said, and I quote "This (the nhoto- 
investigative list. Of all tTie photographs we have 
^ If striking. This same article indicates that Pent^n^fficials be- 
lieve the picture is no more than 18 months old. i-en«gon oniciais oe 

Carr’s stepm^other, Marie Barzen, lives in Fort Myers, Florida. The heart- 
ache and anguish she has been through since these photographs surfaced cannot bl 
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adequately expressed by me. My thoughts and prayers are with her this morning, as 
they have been since the day (Ilolonel Bailey brought the photographs to my office. 

I again urge the Members of the Senate Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs 
to listen attentively to Colonel Bailey. It horrifies me to think that any American is 
still being held against their will in lands abroad. When data surfaces which is as 
strong as that involved in the Carr sighting, it deserves the immediate and exhaus- 
tive attention of the U.S, Senate, 

I thank ‘the Chairman. 


Prepared Statement of Karen S. Miuer 

Mr, Chairman, Mr. Vice Chairman and Committee Members: I come before you 
today in search of answers that I believe this distinguished body has the power to 
resolve. 


The Vietnam War is often referred to as the 10 Year War. For the families, and 
those still held in captivity, the Vietnam War is now entering its 28th year. For too 
long a time, the mystery of my cousin, Maj. Donald Gene "Butch" Carr’s status as a 
Prisoner Of War in Southeast Asia has been shrouded in secrecy under the guise of 
the National Security Act, OveT 1,400 live-sighting reports have been turned over to 
various government agencies throughout the evolution of the Southeast Asia POW/ 
MIA calamity. In all but under 200 cases, these reports have been disproved 
through one means or another, yet these reports remain classified government docu- 
ments, again, under the guise of National Security. I am not here to debate the fact 
or fiction behind these refuted reports; I am here to find out what my government 
knows about Major Carr, and why our family has been kept in the dark so long. 

Our family and the faihilies of all the POW/MIA’s are supposedly represented 
here in Washington by the (kmgressionally Charted "League Of Families". This or- 
ganization, which receives over ONE HALF MILLION FEDERALLY FUNDED 
DOLLARS annually, whose members travel at Government expense to their annual 
meetings, has not been able to raise a quorum in 5 years. THIS IS MY REPRESEN- 
TATION?????. THIS IS MY FAMILY SUPPORT????? I am here to represent myself, 
and I will seek support from those _who are ready and more than willing to give it. 

This Nation’s NUMBER ONE PRIORI’TY, ’THE POW/MIA ISSUE, is now passing 
through its third administration. The position of the Government has changed from 
'There are no live Americans being held against their will in Southeast Asia"; to 
"We can not rule out the possibility that there may be live Americans being held 
against their will in Southeast Asia; yet, aOer some EIGHTEEN YEARS, all our 
Government has managed to bring home is somewhere in the neighborhood of 315 
sets of remains, and even some of those are questionable. Nothing has come from 
Laos, a Country where roughly 600 Americans were lost. At least the animal or 
Asian bone gimmick wasn’t tried on those unfortunate families, one of which is 


The Soviet Union has finally admitted that it executed 9,000 Polish Prisoners in 
World War II. Will our Government have to admit that it was responsible for the 
joss of an untold number of American Servicemen by burying them along with the 
-issue, through the endless formations of committees, until the men are all dead???? 
Or will this Committee not buckle under political pressure and once and for all, RE- 
SOLVE THIS ISSUE THROUGH THE RETURN OF ALL RECOVERABLE RE- 
MAINS AND THE REPATRIATION OF THOSE WE LEFT BEHIND?????? 

I said in the beginning of this testimony that I seek the answers to a few ques- 
tions. The first is, WHERE IS MAJ. DONALD GENE "BUTCH" CARR???? Second, 
WHEN WILL YOU BRING HIM HOME???? Third, WHY IS IT TAKING SO 
LONG???? 


I ask you to consider all of the background information available: years of classi- 
fied documents, eye witness accounts, activist’s and family testimony. Please do not 
dismiss this information because it is contrary to present political policy. I ask you 
to be open minded and courageous, responding positively to the truth regardless of 
what agencies or political pMitions may be involved. This is not the time to assess 
for past injustices, but the time to remedy them. Return our men the freedom they 
risked— and lost— for their (Country. Return them to the land of their birth. 
RETURN AMERICA S HERDS TO AMERICA where they may spend their remain- 
ing years in the land they fought to defend. 
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Department of the Army, 
Washington, DC 20314, 

September 23, 1971. 

Mr. Mathew W. Carr, 

652^ Wedge St., 

East Chicago. IN 46312. 

Dear Mr. Carr; I am writing you concerning your brother, Capt. Donald C. Carr, 
who has been missing in Southeast Asia since 6 July 1971, 

The report prepared by the board of officers who investigated the incident in 
which your brother became missing has been received. The report indicates that 
your brother was flying a visual reconnaissance mission over enemy held territory. 
The aircraft took off at 1:20 p.m., on 6 July 1971, with regular ground contact being 
maintained everv 45 minutes, Last contact with the aircraft took place at 3:30 p.m. 
when Donald radioed that weather conditions were deteriorating. 

A ground reconnaissance team reported hearing an impact or explosion at 4 p.m., 
in the vicinity where the aircraft very possibly could have been flying. They dia not 
report sighting an aircraft, however. Rescue teams could not enter the area because 
of heavy enemy activity. All airfields where the aircraft could have landed were 
checked with negative results. Exhaustive aerial search efforts were conducted for 
several days afterwards with no results. Intensive search efforts are still being con- 
ducted in the area. Enclosed are copies of statements from the board report. 

No report has been received indicating that Donald is a prisoner. The opposing 
forces do not abide by the terms of the Geneva Convention and do not furnish 
names of our personnel whom they have captured. 

Inasmuch as your brother's status cannot be determined at this time, the Depart- 
ment of the Army is continuing him in a missing status while further efforts are 
made to obtain additional information concerning him. Under the provisions of the 
Missing Persons Act, a member who is missing may be continu^ in that status for 
a period of one year. If he is still missing after a year has elapsed, his case is re- 
viewed at which time a decision is made as to whether there is any basis to assume 
that the mining person is still living. If he may reasonably be presumed to be 
living, his missing status is continued. If there is sufficient evidence available upon 
vyhich to base a loricarconclusion that the member is no longer alive, a pre-sump- 
tive finding of death is issued, and all of his accounts are settled. 

Inclosed is an information sheet which will be of interest to you. Your completion 
and return of the form concerning the release of your name and address would be 
appreciated. 

My continued sympathy is with you in this time of anxiety and uncertainty. 

Sincerely, 

Verne L. Bowers, 

Major General, USA, 

The Adjutant General. 


Department of the Army, 

Washington, DC, 

July 13, 1972. 

Mr. Mathew W. Carr, 

5524 Wedge St., 

East Chicago, IN 46312. 


piWR Mr. Carr: This office has just completed a further review of the records per- 
taining to your brother, Capt. Donald G. Carr, as mentioned in the letter of 23 Sep- 
tember 1971. 

Under the provisions of the Missing Persons Act, a member may be carried on the 
rolls in a missing status as long as there is reasonable doubt as to whether he is 
living or deceased. The law further provides that a review and determination of his 
status shall be made affer he has b^n in a missing status for one year. As a result 
of this review, an official determination has been made in Donald's case to continue 
him in a missing status. 

Please believe that I share your concern, and earnestly hope for a favorable reso- 
lution to this distressing situation. I will notify you immediately of any change in 
Donald's status. 

Sincerely, 

IvERNE L. Bowers, 


Major General, USA, 


The Adjutant General. 
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November 4. 1991. 

The Hon, Pete J. Visclosky, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

330 Cannon Building, 

Washington, DC 20fl5. 

Dear Congressman; Just a short note to inform you that I have written a letter 
to Maj. Charles Gittins USMC in relation to my status in my brother's case. En- 
closed copies of information received while functioning as Primary Notification as 
desiniated by my brother Maj. Donald Gene Carr. 1 will be in contact with you if 
my letter is not successful in clearing up this situation of denial of access informa- 
tion or change of status. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Mathew W. Carr. 


October 31, 1991. 

Maj. Charles W. Gittins, USMC, 

Office of the Secretary of Defense, 

International Security Affairs, 

Room 4C3S9, The Pentagon, 

Washington, DC 20301, 

Dear Major Gittins; On the basis of our meeting last Thursday and not fully 
prepared to cover the areas discussed I am presenting you with copies of ini^orma- 
tion that should clarify my position in my brother's case (Mty. Donald G. Carr). 

1. Assignment of Assistance Officer 

2. Four (4) Telegrams from Department of Army 

3. Two (2) Letters from Verne L. Bowers, Major General U.S.A., The Adjutant 
General 

4. Copy of my adoption rapers 

5. Copy of Major Carr's Divorce Degree 

Upon reading and review of the above listed enclosures I believe that you will rec- 
tify current misleading applications. Twenty years is a long time, perhaps some of 
my terminology is now outdated i.e. Primary Notification, as designated by my 
brother. It was my rMponsibility to notify involved family members, Mother, Father 
and Son of his Missing status to M.I.A. and K,I.A. initiated by his former wife in 
March of 1976 (you have a copy of that (Casualty Report) on behalf of their son 
Donald G. Carr Jr. Points 4 and 5 are presented to indicate legacy involved parties. 
According to my attorney the applications applied in July of 1971 are still in effect 
today. 

My intent is to insure that my brother, because of his possible mental problem, 
the best possible care and therapy. 1 still feel that 1 can be an asset to the forthcom- 
ing search and as an involved civilian debunk anv talk of the overused term of 
cover-up or lack of effort. I am willing to assume all my personal expenses. Do con- 
tact me if there is the slightest possibility of this happening and any provisions I 
must meet to make it flv. 

To a Successful Venture, 

Mathew W. Carr. 


l^R Lil Brother: Well, it's been a week since you have been reported missing in 
action. One might wonder why 1 am writing a letter you may never read. It's like 
this, maybe I finally realized that it's alright for brothers to get sentimental over 
their lives together. 

Since the news of your "missing in action,” life has been one hell of tension, we 
ail jump at the phone or knock at the door. My heart goes out to all those who have 
been suffering for months and even years with this situation. 

Uncle Sam has provided us with a friend of yours as the “Survival Attendance 
Officer". You must be pretty important, they had two groups started on your case. 
When news first came, it was like a bad dream. I was hearing things being said; but 
they were not registering in my mind. Initially I was too busy assisting the Sargent, 
who gave us the first notification. Needless to say. Mom has taken the news very 
hard. We went and broke the news to Dad, he also was shocked but expressed confi- 
dence in your ability to survive. I also talked to (Darol and assured her of your inten- 
tions toward your son Donny. Yes, Friday July 9, 1971 was a busy night for us all. 
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By now most of all our relatives and friends are aware of the situation, All have 
been great and sincerely hope for your safe return. The ironic thing is that you 
hardly find any front page news about the war anymore. As yourself said in one of 
your letters, the war seems to be ending. I want to tell you something I probably 
should have said before, I am very proud of what you are doing, the best way I can 
describe it is that you are a real "Pro''. 

I am sure you realize that you are ho longer being hid by the shadow of what 
your big brother did. Many in our country do not appreciate the service and dedica- 
tion of you and yours, 

I hope you won't mind if I ramble around. Very often in life we take a lot of 
things for panted, there are times when a kind word or gesture would have made 
the day a little tetter, I think my writing this letter will enable me to tetter endure 
the passage of time till we receive news of you. All who know you have expressed 
confidence in you Md that if humanly possible you will be OK. 

I am writing this letter at 2 a.m., I went to sleep earlier however, the words you 
are reading were flowing through my mind. It is not intended to set any wrongs- 
right, however I do need someone to express my thoughts and feelings. I know I am 
expec^to be a steadying influence here at home and I know I have ^n. 'This is 
very difficult to do when you finally realize something you have taken for granted 
may be t^en away forever. Let’s face it Lil Brother, we grew up together through 
many trying times. Though 8 years separated our age I iwl there was a closeness 
that few had because of our shaky family life. It isn't easy to find words to express a 
feeling of compassion between two grown men. You must read between the lines 
and realize that those expressions are there. 

Well I am going to draw this letter to a close; before I sign off I want you to know 
that all of us are hoping and praying for your safe return. 

Big Brother 

P.S. Keep your ass down. 

Mr. Turner. Mr. Chairman, I would ask, if I may, if you would 
allow me to follow Colonel Bailey with my statement? I will keep it 
within your limits, I believe, because it is related to his testimony, 
sir. 

The Chairman. That is fine. I have no objection to that at all. 
Are you ready, Mr. Bailey? 

Mr. Bailey. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now are these set up so that everybody can see 
them on the Committee? 

[Referring to photo display.] 

STATEMENT OF JACK E. BAILEY, LIEUTENANT COLONEL, USAF 
(RETIRED) 

Colonel Bailey. Mr. Chairman, Members of this Committee 

The Chairman. Could you pull the mike a little closer? Thank 
you. 

Colonel Bailey. Mr. (!)hairman, Members of this (k)mmittee, I ap- 
preciate the opportunity to express my experiences and opinions 
about the conduct of the U.S. Government in the area of recovering 
American prisoners of war left behind in Southeast Asia. 

This is a field in which I have had extensive experience. I have 
26 years in the POW/MIA field. I served in the armed forces of this 
country during three ware. I flew 256 missions, combat missions, as 
a fighter pilot in the Vietnam War, during which time I became 
interested in the plight of aircrews shot down but not rescued. 

After retirement from the Air Force I have d^icated my time 
and efforts toward the discovery of information about POW’s who 
were left behind by the (jovernment of this country almost 20 
years ago to disengage with honor from the war in ^utheast Asia 
they were unwilling or unable to win. 
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Since that time I have spent many years in Southeast Asia and I 
have cultivated hundreds of contacts with individuals who have 

• given me intelligence concerning the fate of prisoners still being 
held bv our former enemies. Some of that information was deliber- 
ately false, fabricated for the purpose of being sold for profit. Other 
intelligence is, in my opinion, inviolate and worthy of investigation 
by the governmental agencies supposedly created for that purpose. 

In the past I have given valid information concerning POW’s to 
appropriate governmental agencies. It is my belief that there was 

# no investigation made in any of these cases. In the majority of in- 
stances, I have never received any sort of communications back 
from the agencies I had contacted, not even an acknowledgement 
that the information was received. 

While there are numbers of cases worth discussing I will limit 
this statement to the facts of the case of Army Special Forces Capt. 
Donald Gene Carr, presently a matter of prime interest, 
f In 1989, 1 made contact with a source of information who indicat- 

ed to me that he had contact with American prisoners of war being 
held in Laos. After numbers of meetings with this man, referred to 
as Mr. X, we devised a detailed operation to bring two American 
prisoners out of captivity and into friendly hands. A great deal of 
thought and coordination went into the creation of this plan involv- 
ing the method of extraction, form of transportation, security, and 
^ the payment of a substantial amount of money from private 
sources for the deliveiy of those prisoners. 

As a means of providing proof of the existence of these POW’s, I 
sent Mr. X into Laos with a camera and articles of clothing. Mr. X 
gave the clothing to a prisoner and took this photograph, which 
most of vou have seen. He returned the unexposed film to me. 
Among the pictures that resulted was one of a man we now know 
^ as Donald Gene Carr. 

After receiving the film I didn’t see him or hear from Mr. X 
again for almost 2 years and assumed that something had hap- 
pened to him or had otherwise gone wrong to cause the plan to be 
compromised. It wasn’t until last week that I discovered what the 
problem was. 

Shortly after developing the Carr picture in 1990 I showed it to a 
^ senior DIA member of the American Embassy who I was informed 

“ was involved in POW/MIA affairs. I am aware of no action that 

was taken by the Government at that time. 

After several months of investigation and a comparison with pic- 
tures given to us by family members we concluded that the man in 
the Laos picture was Special Forces C^pt. Donald Gene Carr. 

In Julv 1991, Judge Norman Turner, a former Air Force fighter 
pilot and I prepared a package of information concerning the Carr 
▼ case. In conjunction with this I released the original negatives 
given to me by Mr. X to an investigator at the Senate Foreign Re- 
lations Committee who arranged to have scientific comparison of 
the photos made by forensic pathologist, Michael Charney, of Ck)lo- 
rado State University. Dr. Charney also concluded that the man in 
the photo was Carr as did family members and men who has 
served with Carr. 

• The photographs were released publicly in July 1991. Within a 

week of that the Senate Select Committee was approved. At that 
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time the Department of Defense became interested in the case and j 

asked me to brief them on the Carr matter. Against the advice of a ^ I 
number of friends involved in this issue, I agreed to do so, although 
almost anyone who has dealt privately in searching for POW’s dis- 
trusts the Government in general and the DIA in particular in this 
area. 

I felt that I should make an effort to cooperate with the Govern- 
ment one more time. I did so with misgivings. 

At this first Pentagon briefing in August I gave to the DIA my ^ 

original negatives of the Carr matter except for those pictures ^ 

showing the face of Mr. X, the man that took the picture. I did not 
release the true name of Mr. X. And when interrogated by DIA 
concerning the location at which the photographs were taken I in- 
dicated the site of a position that I had been informed was a POW 
holding location, but I did not give them the true location at that 
time because I was not confident in their motives. 

I was invited back to brief Secretary of Defense Cheney in Octo- • 
ber 1991. Although I was still uncomfortable with the record of the 
DIA in the area of POW investigations. I decided to cooperate fully 
since I felt that there would be integrity at that level of Govern- 
ment. My feeling was that we had to trust somebody, that we had 
to work together. 

In that briefing, therefore, I released all of the remaining infor- 
mation available to me at that time concerning the Carr case in- • 
eluding the reniaining original negatives and the names of Mr. X. 

At this time I indicated to Secretary Cheney the true position of 
the site at which I was informed Carl was held at the time the 
photo^aph was taken. I was informed that the DIA would cooper- 
ate with me and that I was to be considered part of the team. 

I told ^cretary Cheney and others present at the meeting that 
based on information I had received I thought that Mr. X would ^ t 
in Bangkok by the time I returned to Southeast Asia the next 
week. I was asked on several occasions by DIA personnel if Mr. X 
would submit to a polygraph test. I told them that it would be up 
to him. 

Within a few days after the briefing, even as I made plans for a 
return trip as part of the team, I learned that negative information 
was being released about me and the Carr case by someone within f 
DOD. I was told that people from DOD were saying that the pic- 
tures were probably taken in Thailand and that I was not cooperat- 
ing with them. I was also informed that the DIA was investigating 
the case by looking into the Bangkok Zoo. I don’t know if that is 
true or not. 

I am now informed that earlier this week Secretary Dick Cheney 
testified that I told members of the DOD that I didn’t know where f 
the Carr photos were taken and that they might have been taken 
in Bangkok or somewhere else. Apparently he also testified that I 
promised him I had a witness in Bangkok ready to talk to his 
people when they arrived there. Both of these statements are false. 

It is true that I was not able to produce Mr. X in Bangkok 
during the week that the DOD was able to dedicate to this highest 
priority in the land. I tried to make contact, but I have to point out ^ 

that we are not dealing with livestock or retail goods here. It took 
me many hard years in Southeast Asia to cultivate the level of 
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trust necessary to obtain the evidence I have tried to present. Fur- 
thermore, people that are able to move across borders to obtain 
such information live and move in a shadow world at the edges of 
society. 

The lines of communication in that part of the world are. rela- 
tively primitive. The phone systems in Bangkok are approximately 
at the level of the United States in the I950’s. In the remote areas 
of Thailand they are almost non-existent. My primary method of 
communication into the up-country regions of Thailand consist of 
buying a bus ticket to a remote area and sending an agent there 
with an oral message and instructions to try and find a telephone 
to call back and answer. 

Mr. Chairman, I find it appalling that after almost 20 years of 
inaction and only when it became apparent that members of the 
Defense Department would be compelled to testify before this Com- 
mittee, interest has suddenly been stimulated to aggressively inves- 
tigate a prisoner of war matter, in this instance, the Carr case. 

During my latest trip to Thailand during which I was part of the 
team, according to Mr. Cheney, there was no question that a sense 
of urgency existed in the minds of those DOD/DIA personnel who 
traveled there at the same time. 

Judge Turner and I were constantly reminded of the time con- 
straints resulting from these hearings. We were repeatedly asked 
what could be done to make it happen. While these travelers from 
Washington enjoyed their lodging in the Imperial Hotel, we did our 
best in more spartan surroundings to -make it happen at our ex- 
pense. Monies were jiaid and bus tickets were bought^ but in this 
instance. Southeast Asia was not ready to perform at the belated 
cue of the DIA within their self-imposed time constraints. 

The single most important lesson anyone frorn the west can 
learn in dealing in Southeast Asia is that patience is a prerequisite 
to any sort of success to be gained there. This sort of ignorance of 
the ways of that part of the world is among the roots of our failure 
in the Vietnam War. Ho Chi Minh had patience we didn’t have. 

One individual connected to the Carr case was produced for ques- 
tioning by the DIA. This man who we call Mario was one of our 
original points of contact with Mr. X. But I did not consider him to 
be a major factor in the Carr operation itself at that time. This 
turned out to be an error in judgment on my part. 

After the photographs were developed the operation to bring out 
two American POW’s was to proceed irrespective to any attempted 
identification of the subject in the picture. Mr. X left to continue 
the final stages of the plan and I waited to hear from him. Last 
week Mario told me what happened to cause the operation to be 
ended. 

While I was waiting for the message from Mr. X to proceed with 
the mission, Mario was contacted by a man from the American 
Embassy in Bangkok. This man told Mario that I and my primary 
Thai contact in Bangkok had received a large sum of money for the 
operation, but that we had kept it for our use, not sharing it with 
the other people. This man from the Embassy told Mario that my 
TTiai contact had bought a large and valuable piece of land north of 
Bangkok with the money, that we were cheating Mario, Mr. X and 
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the others involved in the plan and that we intended to cut them 

out entirely. 4 

As a result of the false information provided to Mario he contact- 
ed Mr. X and the other members of the operation, telling them 
that everything was off and that they were being cheated by myself 
and my Thai contact. As a result of these actions I never received 
any further communication about the mission from Mr. X and con- 
cluded that something beyond my control had occurred. 

While this is true, I was astonished by what that something was. m 

After talking with my Thai contact and myself last week, Mario 
realized that the man from the Embassy had lied to him. Mario 
then became very apologetic, saying he was sorry and that he had 
miisunderstood. Mario feels very bad about this occurrence now, but 
not half as bad as 1 do. 

Mario told us that the man from the Embassy knew about the 
operation from some other source. He gave Mario the sum of _ 

150,000 Baht, $6,000; 50,000 one time and 100,000 another. And he • 

said he wanted Mario to work for him and not for me. Mario stated 
that he gave the man some information, but refused to work for 
him further even though the man told Mario he would buy him a 
BMW automobile if he did, plus he had already been given that 
amount of money. 

When Mario still refused the man from the American Embassy 
said that if Mario revealed the man's name, he could not be re- • 
sponsible for the fate of Mario, his daughter or his mother. Mario 
took this to be a threat against the lives-uf himself and his family. 

He believes that -the man from the Embassy has friends in Thai- 
land who are capable of carrying out this threat. The man from the 
American Embassy coerced Mario to swear an oath to Buddha that 
he would not tell the man’s name. Mario told us that he has moved 
his daughter out of his house to another location to preclude her • 
being kidnapped or killed. He is now in fear for his life. 

This information was given in the presence of Judge Turner and 
myself and three members of the DOD/DIA who were questioning 
him. Mario was asked at the time what the name of the man from 
the Embassy was. He said he could not tell the name. No further 
questions were asked about this subject at all by the DIA men. 

After the meeting with the DIA people t 

The Chairman. Could I ask you to speak into the mike a little 
more, Mr. Bailey? 

Colonel Bailey. After the meeting with the DIA people was con- 
cluded, Judge Turner and my Thai contact and I took Mario out to 
dinner. During the meal we tried to convince him to tell us who 
the man was, and he broke into tears and said he couldn’t tell us 
because the man’s friends would kill him. f 

Just before I left to return to the United States to attend this 
hearing, we met again with Mario at his house. After extensive dis- 
cussions, Mario did in fact reveal the name of the man from the 
American embassy to us, which we will give to you in closed ses- 
sion. 

From this meeting with the DIA and DOD personnel, it appears 
certain that there was a deliberate sabotage of the Carr operation ^ 
by the introduction of misinformation in the form of lies about me 
and my Thai contact. There is, in fact, land owned by my contact 
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north of Bangkok. There was an inheritance years ago from that 
person’s father. There was no money received by me or by anyone 
else in the Carr case, except what I had paid out of my own pocket 
for the taking of photographs, period. No money was to be paid 
until there was a release of the POW. The statements made by the 
man from the Embassy to Mario are absolutely lies from beginning 
to end. 

There are many pitfalls in any sort of operation such as the one 
planned for the recovery of prisoners in .the Carr case. While it 
cannot be proved that that operation would have ultimately suc- 
ceeded, it can be stated with certainty that this man from the em- 
bassy of the United States of America cut off any chance of the 
mission’s success by a deceitful and arguably treasonous act to kill 
it by lies, robbery, and threats to a Thai citizen in his own country 
by a representative of the Government of the United States. 

The final issue I would raise for the consideration of this Com- 
mittee is whether dr not American prisoners of war have died as a 
direct result of the actions of this agent of the U.S. Government in 
Thailand. 

Thank you for taking the time to hear me, and to hear my state- 
ment. 

[The prepared statement of Colonel Bailey follows:] 

Prepared Statement op Jack E. Bailey, Lieutenant Colonel, USAF, (Retired) 

Mr. Chairman, Meinbers of this Committee, I appreciate, the opportunity to ex- 
press my experiences and opinions about the conduct of the U.S. government in the 
area of recovering American prisoners of war left behind in southeast Asia. 

- This is- a field in which I have had extensive experience, t'haye served in the 
armed forces of this country during three wars. I flew combat missions as a fighter 
pilot in the Vietnam war during which time 1 became interested in the plight of air 
crewmen shot down but not rescued. . . . 

After retirement from the Air Force I have dedicated my time and efforts toward 
the discovery of information about POW’s who were left behind by the government 
of this country almost 20 years ago in their haste to disengage "with honor from 
the war in southeast Asia they were unwilling or unable to win. 

Since that time I have spent many years in southeast Asia and have cultivated 
hundreds of contacts with individuals who have given ine intelligence concerning 
the fate of pnsoners still being held by our former enemies. Some of that informa- 
tion was delilwrately false, fabricated for the purpoM of teing sold for profit. Other 
intelligence is, in my opinion, valid and worthy of investigation by the governmen- 
tal agencies supposedly created for that purpose. 

In the past I have riven valid information concerning POW s to appropriate gov- 
ernmental agencies, ft is my belief that there was no investigation made in any of 
these cases. In the minority of instances I never received any sort of communiMtion 
back from the agencies I had contacted, not even an acknowledgement that the in- 
formation was received. 

While there are numbers of cases worth discussing, I will limit this statement to 
the facts of the case of Army Special Forces Capt. Donald Gene Carr, presently a 
matter of prime interest. . . 

In 1989 1 made contact with a source of information who indicated to me that he 
had contact with American prisoners of war being held in Laos. Ater numters of 
meetings with this man, referred to as “Mr. X", and a numter of other individuals, 
we devised a detailed operation to bring two American prisoners out of captivity 
and into friendly hands. A great deal of thought and coordination went into the cre- 
ation of this plan involving the method and route of extraction, form of transporta- 
tion, security, and the payment of a substantial amount of money from private 
sources for the delivery of those prisoners. , 

As a means of providing proof of the existence of these POW s, I sent Mr. A 
into Laos with a camera and articles of clothing. Mr. “X" gave the clothing to a 
prisoner and took his photograph. He returned the unexposed film to me. Among 
the pictures that resulted was one of the man we now know as Donald Gene Carr. 
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After receiving the film I didn’t see or hear from Mr. "X" again for almost 2 
years and assumed that something had happened to him or had otherwise gone 
wrong to cause the plan to be compromised. It wasn’t until last week that I discov- 
ered what the problem was. 

Shortly after developing the Carr picture in 1990, I showed it to a senior DIA 
member of the American Embassy who I was informed was involved in POW/MIA 
affairs. I am aware of no action that was taken by the government at that time, 

After several months of investigation and a comparison with pictures given to us 
by family members, we concluded that the man in the Laos picture was Special 
Forces Capt. Donald Gene Carr. , 

In July of 1991, Judge Norman Turner, a former Air Force fighter pilot and I pre- 
pared a package of information concerning the Carr case. In conjunction with this I 
released the original negatives given to me by Mr. "X" to an investigator of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee who arranged to have scientific comparisons of 
the photos made by forensic pathologist Michael Chariiey of Colorado State Univer- 
sity. Dr. Charney also concluded that the man in the photo was Carr as did family 
members and men who had served with Carr. 

The photographs were released publicly in July 1991 within a week of the time 
that the Senate Select Committee was approved. At that time the Department of 
Defense became interested in the case and asked me to brief them on the Carr 
matter. Against the advice of a number of friends involved in POW/MIA affairs I 
agreed to do so. Although almost anyone who has dealt privately in searching for 
POW’s distrusts the government in general and the DIA in particular in this area, I 
felt that I should make an effort to cooperate with the government one more time. I 
did so with misgivings. 

At this first Pentagon briefing in August I gave to the DI.A, my original negatives 
of the Carr matter except for those showing the face of Mr. “X". I did not release 
the true name of Mr. "X". When interrogated by DIA concerning the location at 
which the photographs were taken, I indicated the site of a position that I had been 
informed was a POW holding location but I did not give them the true location at 
that time because 1 was not confident in their motives. 

I was invited hack to brief Secretary of Defense Cheney in .October of 1991. Al- 
though I was still uncomfortable with the record- of the DIA in the area of POW 
investigations I decided to cooperate fully since 1 felt thstt there would be integrity 
at that level of government. My feeling was that we had to trust somebody. In that 
briefing, therefore, I released all of the remaining information available to me at 
that time concerning the Carr case, including the remaining original negatives and 
the nanie of Mr. "X". At this time I indicated to Secretary Cheney the true position 
of the site at which I was informed Carr was held at the time the photograph was 
taken. I was informed that fhe DIA would cooperate with me and that I was to be 
considered ‘‘part of the team”. I told Secretary Cheney and others present at the 
meeting that based on information I had received I thought that Mr. “X" would be 
in Bangkok by the time I returned to southeast Asia the next week. 1 told him that 
I would bring him into contact with people from the Defense Department if possible. 
I was asked on several occasions by DIA personnel if Mr. “X' would submit to a 
polygraph test. I told them that would be up to him. 

Within a few days after the briefing, even as I made plans for a trip as ‘‘art of the 
team”, I learned that n^ative information was being released about me and the 
Carr case by someone within DOD. I was told that people from DOD were saying 
that the pictures were probably taken in Thailand and that I was not cooperating 
with them. I was also informed that the DIA was investigating the case by looking 
in the Bangkok Zoo. I don’t know if that is true or not. 

I am now informed that earlier this week Secretary Dick Cheney testified that I 
told members of the DOD that I didn’t know where the Carr photos were taken and 
that they might have been taken in Bangkok or somewhere else. Apparently he also 
testified that I "promised” him I had a witness in Bangkok ready to talk to his 
people when they arrived there. Both of these statements are false. 

It is true that I was not able to "produce” Mr. "X” in Bangkok during the week 
that the DOD was able to dedicate to this "highest priority in the land’ . I tried to 
make contact but I have to point out that we are not dealing with livestock or retail 
goods here. It took me many hard years in southeast Asia to cultivate the level of 
trust necessary to obtain the evidence I have tried to present. Furthermore people 
that are able to move across borders to obtain such information live and move in a 
shadow world at the edges of society. 

The lines of communications in that part of the world are relatively primitive. 
The phone systems in Bangkok are approximately at the level of the United States 
in the 1950’b. In the remote areas of Thailand they are almost nonexistent. My pri- 
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mary method of communication into the ‘‘up country” regions of Thailand consists 
of buying a bus ticket to a remote area and sending an agent there with an oral 
message and instructions to try to find a telephone to call back an answer. 

Mr. Chairman, I find it appalling that after almost 20 years of inaction, and only 
when it became apparent that members of the Defense Department would be com- 
pelled to testify before this Committee, interest has suddenly been stimuwed to ag- 
gressively "investigate” a prisoner of war matter, in this instance the Carr case. 
During my latest trip to Thailand, during which I was ‘‘part of the team according 
to Mr. Cheney, there was no question that a sense of urgency existed in the minds 
of those DOD/DIA people who traveled there at the same time. 

Judge Turner and I were constantly reminded of the time constraints resulting 
from these hearings. We were repeatedly asked what could be done to ‘‘make it 
happen”. While these travelers from Washington enjoyed their lodging in the Impe- 
rial Hotel we did our best in more spartan surroundings to ‘‘make it happen at our 
own expense. Moneys were paid and bus tickets were bought but in this instance 
"southeast Asia” was not ready to perform at the belated cue of the DIA within 
their self-imposed time constraints. . j i- 

The single most important lesson anyone from the west can learn in dealings in 
southeast Asia is that patience is a prerequisite to any sort of success to be gained 
there. 'This sort of ignorance of the ways of that part of the world is among the roots 
of our failure in the Vietnam war, - u 

One individual connected to the Carr case was produced for questioning by the 
DIA. This man who we call "Mario” was one of my original points of contact to Mr. 
"X” but 1 did not consider him to be a major factor in the Carr operation itself. This 
turned out to be an error in judgment on my part. . 

After the photographs were developed the operation to bring out two American 
POW’s was to proceed irrespective to any attempted identification of the subject in 
the picture. Mr. "X” left to continue the final stages of the plan and I wai^ to 
hear from him. Last week Mario told me what happened to cause the operation to 
be ended. . , ..u • • 

While I was waiting for the message from Mr. "X” to proceed with the mission, 
Mario was contacted by a man from the American Embassy in Bangkok, ^is man 
told Mario that I and my primary Thai contact in Bangkok had received a large 
sum of money for the operation but that we had kept it for our own use. The man 
from the Embassy told Marip that my Thai contact had bought a large and valuable 
piece of land north of Bangkok with the money, that we were cheating Mario, Mr. 
"X” and the others involv^ in the plan and that we intended to cut them out en- 

As^a result of the false information provided to Mario he contacted Mr. "X" and 
the other members of the operation, telling them that everything was off and that 
they were being cheated by me and my Thai contact. a result of th^ actions I 
never received any further communication about the mission froni Mr. "X” and con- 
clude that something beyond my control had occurred. While this is true I was as- 
tonished by what that something was. , 

After talking with my Thai contact and myself last week Mario realized that the 
man from the EmbM^ had lied to him. Mario then became very apologetic, wying 
he was sorry and that he had "misunderstood”; Mario feels very bad about this oc- 
currence now but not hailf as bad as I do. . 

Mario told us that the man from the Embassy knew about the operation froin 
some other source. He gave Mario money in the sum of 150,000 baht {$6,0W) and 
said he wanted Mario to work for him and not me. Mario said that he gave toe man 
“some information” but refused to work for him further even though he told Mario 
he would buy him a BMW automobile if he did. • 

When Mario still refused the man from the American Embassy said that u Mario 
ever revealed the man’s name he "could not be responsible” for the fate of Mario, 
his daughter or his mother. Mario took this to be a threat against the lives of him- 
self and his family. He believes that the man from the Embassv has "friends in 
'Thailand who are capable of carrying out this threat. The man from the American 
Embassy coerced Mario to swear an oath to Buddha that he would not tell the 
man's name. Mario told us that he has moved his daughter out of his house to an- 
other location to preclude her being kidnapped or killed. He is now in fear for his 
lifs 

This information was given in the presence of Judge Turner and myself and three 
members of the DOD/DIA who were questioning him. Mario was asked at that time 
what the name of the man from the Embassy was. He said he Muld not tell the 
name. No further questions were asked about this subject at all by the DIA men. 
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After the meeting with the DIA people was concluded, Judge Turner, my Thai 
contact and 1 took Mario to supper. During the meal we tried to convince him to tell 
us who the man was and he broke into tears and said that he couldn't because the 
man’s friends would kill him. 

Just before I left to return to the United States to aittend this hearing we met 
again with Mario at his house. After extehsive discussion Mario in fact did reveal 
the name of the man from the American Embassy to us, 

From this meeting and that with the DIA/DOD personnel it appears certain that 
there was a deliberate sabotage of the Carr operation by the introduction of misin- 
formation in the form of lies about me and about my Thai contact. There is in fact, 
land owned by my contact north of Bangkok. It was an inheritance years ago from 
that person’s father, There was no money received by me or by anyone else in the 
Carr case except what I had paid from my own pocket for the taking of the photo- 
graphs. No money was to be paid until there was a release of a POW. The sta^ 
ments made by the man from the Embassy to Mario were absolute lies from begin- 
ning to end. 

There are many pitfalls in any sort of operation such as the one planned for the 
recovery of prisoners in the Carr case. While it cannot be proved that the operation 
would have ultimately succeeded, it can be stated with certainty that this man from 
the Embassy of the United States of America cut oft any chance of the mission’s 
succe^ by a deceitful and arguably treasonous act to kill it by lies, bribery and 
threats to a Thai citizen in his own country by a representative of the government 
of the United States. 

The final issue I would raise for consideration of this Committee is' whether or not 
American prisoners of war have died as a direct result of the actions of this agent of 
the U.S. government in Thailand. 

Thank you for taking the time to hear my statement. 

The Chairman. Colonel, where are you taking off to? Do you 
have a plane? You just arrived. 

Colonel Bailey I have a serious illness in my family, 

The Chairman. And you have to leave to go to where? 

Colonel Bailey. To Tennessee. 

The Chairman. You will be here for a while so we can follow up? 

Colonel Bailey. I would very much like to answer your questions, 
yes. 

The Chairman. No, I mean in the next few days will you also be 
reachable? 

Colonel Bailey. I am heading for Thailand the first of next week. 
But I would make myself available in any way that I can. 

The Chairman. Colonel Turner. 

STATEMENT OF NORMAN M. TURNER, LIEUTENANT COLONEL, 
USAF (RETIRED) 

Colonel Turner. Mr. Chairman, Senators, thank you for allowing 
me to address this Committee today. I am a former U.S. Air Force 
fighter pilot who flew combat missions in two tours of duty in Viet- 
nam. I have been working with Jack Bailey primarily on the 
Donald Gene Carr case since the middle of June of this year. I have 
become familiar with the facts of this case, and I am convinced 
that 

The Chairman. Colonel Turner, can I just ask one quick ques- 
tion? Are you going to summarize your testimony? 

Colonel Turner. Well, I was going to read it, &nator. 

The Chairman. It is about 15, 20 minutes long. That is the 
reason I ask. Am I wrong in judging that. 

Oilonel Turner. Well, Tm used to reading jury instructions. I 
think I can get through it quicker than that. 
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I am convinced that the photograph is that of Capt. Donald Gene 
Carr. I will condense parts of it. 

I will discuss the trip to Bangkok. I went to Bangkok with Colo- 
nel Bailey, and I will summarize parts of it in the interest of time. 

From the time we arrived in Bangkok until the day we left. Jack 
Bailey had agents up-country trying to make contact with a man 
who had taken the Carr photos, whom we referred to as Mr. X, and 
to bring him to Bangkok. Both Bailey and I paid out of our pockets 
for the expense of sending people to various places in Southeast 
Asia. This sum was well over $2,000. At one point I observed Jack 
leave one of his rings in a Bangkok hock shop to obtain more 
money to pay for expenses for one of his sources of information. 

I am aware— and if you will read along with me, I will skip para- 
graphs and move on down to those I consider the most pertinent to 
this session. 

I will make this statement under oath, that to the best of my 
knowledge, under penalty of perjury that I swore to, that the facts 
of this statement are true. I am aware that testimony has been pre- 
sented that while in Thailand Jack Bailey stated that the Carr pic- 
tures might have been taken in Thailand or Burma instead of 
Laos. 

I was present at Bailey’s side every second that he was in the 
physical presence of people from the DOD or DIA. He never made 
any such statement to any of them that I heard. I am as aware of 
his views about the Carr case as any person on earth. He does not 
believe any such thing. When comment has been made by othere 
that the pictures looked as though they might have b^n taken in 
Bangkok, I have heard him state words in frustration to the effect, 
well, if they were taken in Thailand, let’s find out where in Thai- 
land Butch Carr is and bring him home. 

Whichever small-minded UlA minion made such a bogpis report 
to his superiors knew full well that he was quoting Bailey out of 
context if at all, and he also knew that no such meeting was ever 
intended by Bailey. 

The most significant event in the trip occurred when we made 
contact with a ’Thai man called Mario. He had been involved in 
Jack Bailey’s operation to return American prisoners of war which 
you have just heard about. In the process of trying to get to Mr. X 
to bring him back to Thailand, we received information— and I am 
paraphrasing now— that there was bad feelings toward Jack and 
his primaiy source of information, an individual in Bangkok. 

A meeting was made through a third party between Bailey, his 
'Thai contact, and Mario. I was not at that meeting, but I was in- 
formed later that the facts were as you have heard— this false in- 
formation, which I will address in a moment. 

My first contact with Mario was on the evening we brought him 
to meet with the DIA people. We were concerned because Mario 
was very apprehensive about talking to anyone from the American 
Embassy. We asked Oilonel Oile to bring only one other person 
with him to keep the environment from being too intimidating. 
Three of them showed up. The three men who appeared to meet 
with Mario were (^1. John Cole, Bob Sheetz, and William Gadoury. 

Mario was asked why the rescue mission failed, and he told us 
about the man from the American Embassy who gave him money 
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and told him hdw Jack Bailey and his Thai contact were cheating 
him. He also said that the man who told him had told him that if 
Mario ever told anybody his name, he couldn’t be responsible for 
the safety of Mario, his daughter, or his mother. 

One of the DIA men asked what the embassy man’s name was, 
and Mario said he didn’t want to say. Mario said, “He is very pow- 
erful. You all know him.’’ The questioner. Bill Gadoury, dropped 
the whole line of inquiry. 

It was apparent to me that there existed the strong possibility 
that actions by an agent of the U.S. Government had deliberately 
killed a viable operation to rescue American prisoners of war, and 
I wanted to find out what I could about it. 

Jack and I took Mario to supper after the DIA men left, and I 
tried the best I could, as gently as I could, to get him to tell me the 
name. He looked pained, and kept apologizing to Jack, saying. I’m 
sorry, I misunderstood; I can^t say his name because he has many 
friends who would kill me. 

Finally, after I explained that he might now be in greater danger 
if he did not tell us, he said he was sorry, he broke down and began 
to cry, pressing his napkin to his face. At that point we ceased to 
pressure him further. 

Several days later, the night before I left to come back, we went 
over to see Mario at his house with a video camera and tape re- 
corders and still cameras. Basically what we did is pump him for 
information about the name of the man. That is what I wanted. 

The Chairman. The name of the man from the embassy? 

Colonel Turner. 'The name of the man from the embassy who 
had talked— who had split the operation and ended it and threat- 
ened his life. 

Mario finally admitted that he had told three other people the 
man’s name. One was a connected friend of his upcountry who had 
associates who Mario said, “could protect him.’’ The other two were 
Mr. X himself and another person called Dr. No, one of the original 
old Carr oppration people. 

Based on his years of experience in Southeast Asia, Jack had 
guessed who he thought the man would be. He gave me two names 
quietly. I wrote them in the margins of a Thai newspaper lying on 
the floor in Mario's house. I said, look at these names, Mario, if 
you were to cross out one of them, which one would it be. And I 
handed Mario my pen— this pen right here, as a matter of fact. He 
looked at the names I had written, and after a few seconds made 
an X by one of the names. I asked him, cross out this one. And 
Mario said, “No, that him." That is a quote. We turned the video 
cam back on and tried to get Mario to say the name out loud but 
he wouldn’t. 

Finally, we shut off the camera and I took my tape recorder out 
and put it up by his mouth and I said, Mario, it’s— and I spoke the 
man s name. It’s that man, isn’t it. He hesitated for a while and 
finally he said, in my tape recorder, yes. 

I am a judge in a criminal court. I deal with victims and perpe- 
trators of crime. Evei^ day of the week I have heard hundreds, if 
not thousands, of witnesses testify. I would not bet that every 
detail of what Mario told us is true and complete, but I am con- 
vinced beyond a reasonable doubt of the following. 
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One, Mario’s loyalty is to Jack Bailey and the Carr mission were 
deliberately estranged by lies told him by a man who works for the 
Government of the United States. 

Two, the mission was aborted because of the intervention of this 
man from the American embassy. 

Three, Mario now regrets his actions in stopping the mission. 

And four, Mario is terrified of the prospects of physical harm or 
death occurring to himself or his family through actions initiated 
by the man from the embassy, or that man’s friends. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of this Committee, you have in the 
span of the last 3 days been eyewitnesses to what I believe is a 
complete microcosm of the moral and ethical defects in governmen- 
tal agencies that has placed the conscience of this Nation since 
the end of the war in Southeast Asia. 

Yoq have heard testimony from at least two members of the 
DIA/DOD team that accompanied Jack Bailey to Thailand. Those 
two members were under oath to tell the truth, to tell the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help them God, before testify- 
ing before you. It is my understanding that those team members 
were asked if there was anything else they know about any matter 
concerning the matter of POWs in Southeast Asia. Apparently 
none of them present at the time of the questioning of Mario both- 
ered to mention the matter of Mario and the aborted Carr rescue 
mission to this panel. 

I was horrified to learn of the allegations of such criminal acts 
by an agent of the U.S. Government. Apparently these investiga- 
tors did not feel such information was even worthy of being report- 
ed to their superiors or included in their sworn testimony, even 
when directly asked. 

The acts of the man from the embassy in aborting the Carr 
rescue mission by intimidation and bribery were recited by the 
victim of those acts in the immediate presence of Robert Sheetz, 
the Chief of DIA’s Office of POW/MIA affairs at the Pentagon, Col. 
John M. Cole, Jr; the chief of the POW/MIA team at the embassy 
in Bangkok, and William R. Gadoury of the Joint Casualty Resolu- 
tion Center at the Embassy in Bangkok. 'These are the very men 
who are most responsible for the investigation of reports concern- 
ing American prisoners of war being held in Southeast Asia. How 
could such individuals recognize valid information concerning pris- 
oners, if they can’t even see the relevance of the information just 
stated? 

The Chairman. The relevance of which? 

Lionel 'Turner. The relevance of the fact. Senator, that an oper- 
ation was deliberately interfered with, that a team was split and 
the mission canceled, and that threats were made. 

’The Chairman. But all of that was laid out to them. You are 
saying 

Colonel Turner. To the best of my recollection, yes. Not in 
detail. I mean, there was no further questioning after about 5 min- 
utes. But to the best of my recollection it was, it certainly was laid 
out that that is why the mission failed. 

The Chairman. Is that accurate. Colonel? 

Colonel Turner. Is Colonel Cole here? 

Lionel Cole. 'That is not accurate, sir. 
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The Chairman. Well, we will get to you later on that. 

Colonel Turner. When the statement was made that this had 
happened, Colonel Cole made the statement—and I am not going to 
mention the man’s name— there was another man, who said, was 
that so-and-so again. And that is when Mario saii I can’t say his 
name, he is very powerful; you all know him. 

The Chairman. Did you give the name of this embassy official to 
the team? 

Colonel Turner. No. 

The Chairman. Are you willing to share the name of this person 
with us? 

Colonel Turner. Yes, but in some sort of closed session. We will 
explain why in a closed session. We are concerned about the life of 
our man. 

The Chairman. Privately, after this meeting? 

Colonel Turner. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Bailey. The man would be willing to come and testify 
before this Committee, sir. The individual himself, Mario, would. 
He would be very happy to come and testify. 

Colonel Turner. In the interests of brevity that you request, Mr. 
Chairman, I am going to skip just to a couple more parts of my 
statement, which is entered into evidence, and state just a couple 
of things that struck me recently. 

In an incident reported locally on November 6, yesterday, the 
Vietnam Ambassador to the United Nations, .'Trinh Xuan Lang, re- 
marked that his governmentcould quickly settle the issue of miss- 
ing American pri^ners of war if Washington would just stop 
making it a condition for normalizing relations. 

I am sorry to appear in levity, but my feelings were, upon read- 
ing that quote, reminiscent of the old joke, what’s he mean. 
Mommy. 

Senator McCain. He gave us a letter yesterday refuting that, 
saying that that is not what he said, that there was no condition. 

Colonel Turner. That is how he was quoted in the paper. 

’The Chairman. But he was disturbed by, apparently, the misin- 
terpretation, and he submitted for the record a subsequent clarifi- 
cation. 

Colonel Turner. Very well. I would be interested to hear what 
the reporter recalls. 

I am just going to make the last 

'The Chairman. Let me just say, incidentally, that all of that, 
frankly, is meaningless anyway, because the bottom line is still 
going to be the performance and follow-through, so this is gloss in 
any respect. 

Colonel Turner. To conclude, I would just like to read the last 
portion of my statement. On a larger scale there seems to be a 
prevalent presumption in the hearts and minds of our governmen- 
tal leaders that unless some individual can present some solid un- 
controvertible proof of the existence of a POW, that POW doesn’t 
exist. That constitutes a presumption of death which is patent non- 
sense. 

In the law there are many presumptions. These presumptions 
were conceived over the years by a process of long and careful con- 
sideration of logic and public interest. In the case of war, a living. 
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breathing man is sent forth into combat and, barring some positive 
evidence of his death, there is no conceivable reason in logic to pre- 
sume such a thing just because he is missing. 

There are a number of alternatives to such a conclusion. In the 
majority of cases. That presumption, however, appears to be the 
rule in our governmental policy in this area. And I would like to 
point out that there is nothing— none of this is aimed at this Com- 
mittee. 'This is all that has happened up to this time. 

The Chairman. We understand. We are just looking forward to a 
few months from now when it is. [Laughter.] 

Colonel Turner. Well, I hope that— if I can just say briefly, I 

The Chairman. We are not going to give anybody any cause to 
aim at us. 

Colonel Turner. I heard Senator Smith’s opening statement, and 
that was the best I’ve felt in a long time, after hearing that. 

Who made the decision in our Government that out of sight con- 
stitutes a presumption of death? What gave our government the 
right to place the burden of proof to the contrary on the families of 
the missing men and private seekers of prisoners to prove beyond a 
reasonable doubt that a POW exists before the government will 
act? Nowhere else in our system of government does such back- 
ward thinking exist. Although our governmental spokesmen deny 
that this IS their policy, there is a virtually unanimous opinion 
among the families of MIA’s who have tried to deal with official 
agencies that such is the case. 

In the undeclared war over Laos, in which I flew at least 50 
strike missions, our country lost almost 600 men MIA. Not one 
single prisoner of war was ever returned by that country. For 
every 600 such losses over Vietnam, we could expect to have about 
100 men returned. And my question is, what do you suppose hap- 
pened to all those folks? Why is it logical to presume that they are 
dead without conclusive evidence to support such a conclusion? 

Nowhere in the law could such logic long survive. Perhaps the 
difference in this instance is that there is— in the past— no one to 
speak for the interest of the prisoners except for those lonely voices 
of family members and private seekers acting alone, and without 
adequate means to refute the power and majesty of governmental 
agencies fixed in their internal agendas, who are both the investi- 
gators of the evidence and the judges of their own competence. 

Mr. Chairman, Members of this Committee, thank you for your 
attention. 

[The prepared statement of Colonel Turner follows:] 

Prepared Statement or Norman M. Turner, Lieutenant Colonel, USAF 
(Retired) 

Mr. Chairman, Senators, thank you for allowing me to address this Committee 
today. 

I am a former U.S. Air Force fighter pilot who flew combat missions in two tours 
of duty in Vietnam. I have been working with Jack Bailey primarily on the Donald 
Gene Carr case since the middle of June of this year. I have become familiar with 
the facts of this case and am convinced that the photograph presented to the DOD 
and the press depicting a man held captive in Laos is in fact Capt. Donald Gene 
Oflrr 

I accompanied Jack Bailey on his first briefing of members of the Department of 
Defense and DIA in August, 1991. 1 also traveled with him to Thailand 2 weeks ago 
to help try to provide information requested by Secretary of Defense Cheney con- 
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cerning the Carr case. I wilt state my observations and conclusions of the conduct of 
the latter trip to the Committee. 

I was aware that Jack Bailey was frustrated by the inaction of the DIA before the 
trip started, He had given them his original negatives from which the Carr photos 
were made, Although he had requested their return, that had not been done; Nor 
had he been repaid for his airline, tickets for his travel to and from the. Pentagon 
briefings as he had been promised. 

From the time we arrived in Bangkok until the day we left Jack had agents up 
country trying to make contact with the man who had taken the Carr photos who 
we referred to as Mr. "X" and to bring him to Bangkok. Both Bailey and I paid out 
of our own pockets for the expense of sending people to various places in Southeast 
Asia. This sum was well over two thousand dollars. At one point I observed Jack 
leave one of his rings in a Bangkok hock shop to obtain more money to pay for ex- 
penses for one of his sources of information. 

It was a frustrating time for both of us which was not helped by the numerous 
daily phone calls frorti the embassy asking if we had heard anything. On every occa- 
sion that we spoke to the DIA people they made mention of how short the time was 
before they had to return to Washington for the hearings. It was obvious to me that 
they were far more interested in providing information to their superiors about the 
Carr case than in actual investigations of POW's. On one occasion 6)lonel Cole 
ask^, "what am I going to put into my report tonight?" 

1 am aware that testimony has been presented that while in Thailand Jack Bailey 
stated that the Carr pictures might have been taken in Thailand or Burma instead 
of Laos. I was present at Bailey's side every second that he was in the physical pres- 
ence of people from the DOD/DIA. He never made any such statement to any of 
them. I am as aware of his views about the Carr case as any person on earth. He 
does not believe any such thing. 

When comment was made bv others that the pictures looked as though they 
might have been taken in Bangkok, I have heard him state words in frustration to 
the effect, "well if they were taken in Thailand, let's find out where in Thailand 
Butch Carr is and bring him home". 

Whichever small minded DIA minion -made such ji bogus report to his superiors 
knew full well that he was quoting Bailey out oPcontext and he also knew that no 
such meaning was ever intended by'him. 

The most significant event in the trip occurred when we made contact with a 
Thai man called Mario. He had been involved in Jack Bailey's operation to return 
American prisoners of war held in Laos in 1990 which was to include Donald gene 
Carr. Jack had been talking to people close to Mr. "X" trying to gets him back down 
to Bangkok. When Mario was contacted in this process the word came back to us 
that he had bad feelings toward Jack and his primary source of information in 
Bangkok. 

Through the help of a third party a meetings was made by Jack and his Thai 
contact with Mario. I was not present at that first meeting but I was told that 
Mario had become alienated from the two of them because of information given to 
him by a man from the American embassy in Bangkok while the plan was in proc- 
ess. As a result of the statements of this man Mario became convinced that he and 
the i^her members of the team were being cheated out of money by Jack Bailey and 
his Thai contact and Mario convinced the others to call off the operation. After the 
discussion between the three of thern Mario realized that he had been told lies by 
the man from the embassy. He became contrite and 'apologized to Jack and his 'Thai 
contact for believing the worst about them. 

My first contact with Mario was on the evening we brought him to meet with the 
DIA people. We were concerned because Mario was very apprehensive about talking 
to anyone from the American embassy. We asked Colonel Cole to bring only one 
other person with him to keep the environment from being too intimidating. Three 
of them showed up. This was consistent with the mode of operation I have observed 
in dealing with the DOD and DIA throughout my limited experiences with them. 
They always went at least one step bevond what they agreed to. The three men who 
appeared to meet with Mario were Col. John Cole, Bob Sheetz and William Ga- 
doury. 

We asked them to sit down and talk a little while socially with Mario before start- 
ing to interrogate him in orter to let him relax a little first. As soon as Mario sat 
down they whipped out their pads and started taking down everything he said. The 
first words addressed to Mario were that there was no credibility with his name be- 
cause he didn't look like a "Mario”. 

The questioning was fairly inept at that meeting but there was one significant 
area addressed briefly. Mario was asked why the rescue mission failed and he told 
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us about the man from the American embassy who gave him money, and told him 
how Jack Bailey and his Thai contact were cheating him out of his share of tpe 
money for the Carr operation; He also said that the man had told him that if Mario 
ever told anybody his name he couldn't be responsible for the safety of Mario, his 
daughter or his mother. One of the DIA men asked what the embassy man’s name 
was. Mario said he didn't want to say it. Mario said, "he is very powerful, You all 
know him". The questioner. Bill Gadoury, dropped the whole line of inquiry. 

It was apparent to me that there existed the strong possibility that actions by an 
agent of the U,B government had deliberately killed a viable operation to rescue 
American prisoners of war and I wanted to find out what I could about it. Jack and 
I took Mario to supper a^r the DIA men left. Mario, ordered the most expensive 
item on the menu wnich went on my credit card. After we finished eating I tried as 
gently as I could to entice the name of the embassy man from Mario. He looked 
very pained and kept apologizing to Jack saying, "I'm sorry, I misunderstood. He 
told me you were cheating us. I can't say his, name because he has many friends 
who would kill me. , ... 

Finally, after we explained that he might now be in greater danger if he did not 
tell us the man’s name he said he was sorry again and he began to cry, pressing his 
napkin to his eyes. At that point we ceased to pressure him further. 

Several days later, on the evening before I left Bangkok, Jack Bailey, his Thai 
contact and I went to Mario's house. We brought a video camera, tape recorders and 
36 millimeter cameras ... 

After talking with Mario for a while we set up the video camera and proceeded to 
do an interview with liim. I did the questioning. On several occasions I referred to 
the actions and statements of the "man from the embassy” and he responded appro- 
priately, 

He told us that he had been contacted by this man who paid him a total of 
150,000 'Thai baht. Mario said that this man told him bad things about Jack and his 
Thai contact and said they were cheating him and the others out of the money that 
had been paid for the rescue operation. He was told that the Thai contact had used 
some of the money to buy a big farm north of Bangkok. In actual fact that Thai 
contact inherited a larger parcel of land from relatives years before. Mario said that 
he had no money then so he took what was given to him. Afterwards he said, he 
refused to work with the man from the embafflv but he was still angry with Jack, 
and his Thai contract at that time. Mario said he spent the money in 2 days in 
women and partying because it was "black money". 

After a time we turned off the camera and the tape recorders and just sat talking. 
I again discussed the danger of his position noting that the embassy probably knew 
who the man was and if he would tell us he would be safer. Mario finally admitted 
that he had told three other people. One was a “connected" friend of his up country 
who had friends Mario hoped could protect him. The other two were Mr. "X" and 
"Dr. No", two of the old Carr operation people. 

Based on his years of experience in Southeast Asia, Jack Bailey had guessed that 
the man involved was one of two people he knew. Jack quietly told me the two 
names and I wrote them on the margin of a Thai newspaper lying on the floor in 
Mario’s house. I said, "look at these names Mario. If you were to cross out one of 
them which one would it be?" I handed Mario my pen. ^ 

He looked at the names I had written and after a few seconds made an "x ’ by one 
of the names. I asked him, “cross out this one?” 

Mario said, "No. That him". 

We turned the video cam back on and I tried to get Mario to say the name out 
loud but he wouldn’t. Finally we shut off the video camera and I turn^ on my little 

tape recorder again. 1 held it up in front of him and said to Mario, "it’s 

isn’t it?” He hesitated for several seconds and finally, quietly said, "yes". 

I am a judge in a criminal court. I deal with victims and perpetrators of crimes 
every work day of the week. I have heard hundreds if not thousands of witnesses 
testify. I would not bet that every detail of what Mario told us is true and complete 
but I am convinced beyond a reasonable doubt of the following. 

1. Mario’s loyalties to Jack Bailey and the Carr mission were deliberately es- 

tranged by lies told to him by a man who works for the government of the United 
States. , . 

2. The mission was aborted because of the intervention of this man from the 
American embassy. 

3. Mario now regrets his actions in stopping the mission. 

4. Mario is terrified of the prospect of physical harm or death occurring to himself 
or his family through actions initiated by the man from the embassy or his 
"friends". 
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I have always considered myself a loyal American. I have served my country ^ 
an officer of the U.S. Air Force and a fighter pilot who flew over 335 combat mis- 
sions in Southeast Asia. I am a registered republican who has been a member of the 
establishment all of my adult life. To say my faith in the government has now been 
shaken now is a significant understatement. , u i * o 

Mr. Chairman, Members of this Committee, you have m the span of the last d 
days been eyewitnesses to a complete microcosm pf the, moral and ethical defect in 
governmental agencies that has plagued the conscience of this Nation since the end 
of the war in Southeast Asia; r,»*/tN/srv ^ .u ^ 

You have heard testimony from at least two members of the DIA/DOD team that 
accompanied Jack Bailey to Thailand. Those team members swore an oath to tell 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help them God before testi- 
fying before you. , . 

It is my undentanding that those team members were asked if there was any- 
thing else they knew about any matter concerning the matter of POW’s in South- 
east Asia. Apparently none of them present at the time of the questioning bothered 

to mention the matter of Mario and the aborted Can rescue mission. 

I was horrified to learn of the allegations of such criminal acts by an ^ent of the 
U.S. government. Apparently these “investigators" did not feel such information 
was even worthy of being retried to their superiors or included in their sworn tes- 
timony even when direray asked. . . u ■ 

The acts of the man from the embassy in aborting the Carr rescue mission by m- 
timidation and bribery were recited by the victim of those acts in the immediate 
presence ■of Robert Sheets, the chief of DIA’s office of POW/MIA afrairs at the Pen- 
tagon, Col. John M, Cole, Jr., the chief of the POW/MIA team at the embassy of the 
United States in Bangkok, Thailand and William R. Qadouiw of the Joint Casualty 
Resolution Center at the American embassy in Bangkok. These are the very men 
who are most responsible for the investigation of reports concerning American pri^ 
oners of war being held in Southeast Asia by our ^vemment. How could such indi- 
viduals recogniae valid information concerning prisoners if they can’t even see the 
relevance of the information just stated. 

■The only alternative conclusion to a complete breakdown of judgment on the part 
of three of the most critical members of our government’s primary POW investiga- 
tion team is tlrat they are willing to ignore or hide evidence that they know is rele- 
vant or were order^ to do so. When such conduct is done under oath it is called 
penury or worse. v, • 

You have heard the testimony of Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney and pnncipal 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense Carl W. Ford, Jr., which was apparently 
based on information provid^ by members of the team just discussed. ’Hie "inde- 
pendent” statements presented to this Committee by these two most senior mem- 
bers of the governmental agency responsible for investigating POW reports are re- 
markable in their consistency. ’Die words "lock step" seem anarchistic in compari- 
son. , , 

1 pray that this Committee will look closely into the metho^, procedure and phi- 
losophy employed by those governmental agencies and individuals who, in the last 
20 years, have been entrust^ with that most solemn and sacred trust of seeking the 
truth about our men left behind. 

It appears to me that what you have seen is the presentation of a governmental 
agency that has a firm and solidly undersU^ "party line” as expre^ by its lead- 
ers. You have seen and heard from key witnesses from the operational level who 
saw fit to omit the information that appears to me to be one of the most dramatic 
allegations I have ever heard in the area of POW investigations. 

Finally and most importantly it appears to me the strong possibility that a viable 
private operation to rescue American prisoners of war was aborted by the deliberate 
efforts of a member of Uie embassy of the United States in Bangkok, ’Thailand. Fur- 
ther it appears that this man did so by the deliberate intimidation of a Thai citizen 
in his own country. The specter of an employee of our government doing such an act 
is unspeak^le not only for its impact on the lives and possibly the deaths of Ameri- 
can prisoners but as an international crime which would certainly result in a justifi- 
able complaint from the government of a friendly nation and an international inci- 
dent if found to be true. 

It would certainly take more than the unverified word of a single witness to prove 
such an allegation. Without doubt it warrants the singular attention of some official 
body of our government that doesn’t have a stake in the outcome of the investiga- 
tion. A key issue in such an investigation is whether or not the actions of this man 
were sanctioned by his supervisors and hence an official act of our government. 

I 
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Finally I would like to address the statement I understood was made on Novem- 
ber 5, 1991 by &cretary Cheney that there is no conclusive evidence of prisoners 
alive in Southeast Asia; ' 

Before the latest trip to Thailand by the DIA people Cheney indicated to Jack 
Bailey that he was very interested in the Carr case and was going to do everything 
in his power to investigate the matter. He even put on a POW/MIA bracelet with 
Carr’s name on it given him by Bailey saying he would continue to wear it. 

Now, 2 weeks later he makes a public statement that there is no conclusive evi- 
dence of POW's and that none of the leads have panned out. I find it absolutely 
incredible that the government of the United States for which Cheney speaks can 
make such an about face concerning the "highest national priority” after a single 
week of non-investigation in Thailand. This is the eouivaient of a local police chief 
stating that there is no evidence of a crime because his officers are unable to bring 
in a key witness within 2 or 3 days. 

In the face of the evidence that has been presented in the Carr case Cheney’s 
statement appears irresponsible at best. The above noted hypothetical police chief 
would soon be looking for another job but such thinking doesn’t seem to be hazard- 
ous to a federal career. This sort of counter logic is beyond belief yet it appears to 
be the mind set of our government when the issue of POW’s is raised. 

In an incident reported locally on November 6, 1991, the Vietnam ambassador to 
the United Nations, Trinh Xuan Lang remarked that his government could quickly 
settle the issue of missing American prisoners of war if Washington would just stop 
making it a condition for normalizing relations. 

My feelings upon reading that quote were reminiscent of a child asking, "what 
does he mean mommy?” 

On a larger scale there seems to be a prevalent presumption in the hearts and 
minds of our governmental leaders that unless some individual can present solid, 
uncontroverted proof of the existence of a POW, the POW doesn’t exist. That consti- 
tutes a presumption of death which is patent nonsense. 

In the law there are many presumptions. These presumptions were conceived over 
the years by a process of long and careful considerations of logic and public interest. 

In the case of war a living, breathing man is sent forth into combat and barring 
some positive evidence of his death there is no conceivable reason in logic to pre- 
sume such a thing just because he is missing. There are a number of alternatives to 
such a conclusion in the majority of cases. That presumption, however, appears to 
be the rule in our governmental policy in this area. 

Who made the decision in our government that out of sight constitutes a pre- 
sumption of death, What gave our government the right to place the burden of 
proof to the contrary on the families of the missing men and private seekers of pris- 
oners to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that a TOW exists before the government 
will act? Nowhere else in our system of government does such backward thinking 
exist. Although our governmental spokesmen deny that this is their policy, there is 
a virtually unanimous opinion among the families of MIA’s who have tried to deal 
with official agencies that such is the case. 

In the undeclared war over Laos, in which I flew at least 50 strike missions, our 
country lost almost 600 men MIA. Not one single prisoner of war was ever returned 
by that country. For eve^ 600 such losses over Vietnam we could expect to have 
over 100 men returned. What do you supposed happened to all those folks? Why is it 
logical to presume they are dead without "conclusive evidence” to support such a 
conclusion? 

Nowhere in the law could such logic long survive. Perhaps the difference in this 
instance is that there is no one to speak for the interests of the prisoners except 
those lonely voices of family members and private seekers acting alone and without 
adequate means to refute the power and majesty of governmental agencies fixed in 
their internal agendas who are both the investigators of the evidence and the judges 
of their own competence. 

Mr. Chairman, Members of this Committee, thank you for your attention. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Let me just say; folks, 
that we began this panel half an hour ago. It was supposed to have 
been two 5-minute statements— -what was supposed to be two 5- 
minute statements. It has been about 27 minutes. So I am trying to 
obviously keep the process moving and be fair to everybody. 

The importance here is going to be the capacity to question and 
get at this a little bit. And so I do beg your cooperation, if We can. 
Now, Mr. Bailey, you have to leave for a plane. Is that accurate? 
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Colonel Bailey. I would like very much to stay and listen to 
what Colonel Cole here has to say. 

The Chairman. Well, we want to be able to have a chance to ask 
some questions. 

Colonel Bailey. I will stay here until midnight to answer any 
questions you have, regardless. 

The Chairman. Then could we proceed with the next testimony? 
I am not sure how 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, I do have to catch a plane, and 
I promised Colonel Bailey that I would ask him a couple of ques- 
tions, if you do not mind. 

The Chairman. Be my guest. 

Senator McCain. Thank you for your service to our country, both 
of you; we are very grateful. I will make my questions brief. Clear- 
ly there is a strong disagreement between what both of you have 
just testified to, and what Secretary Cheney testified to. So either 
one of you is correct or he is misinformed, one of the two. Would 
you agree with that. Colonel Bailey? 

Colonel Bailey. Defmitely, sir. 

Senator McCain. It says on page 22 of his statement, he says, 
‘‘Senate staff mission,” he says, ‘‘I provided several experts to go 
along on the trip because of purporting to have hot information. 
The individual” — ^is he talking about Mario — ‘‘subsequently provid- 
ed the Senate staffer with a source who failed a polygraph test.” 

I take it the individual is you? - 

Colonel Bailey. No, sir^ I took a polygraph test on my own. 
-Senator McCain. I am talking about Mario. 

Colonel Bailey. That is not true, sir; that is absolutely false. 

Senator McCain. Maybe I am talking about the wrong trip here 
that the Secretary of Defense is talking about. 

Colonel Bailey. If I could clear this up. They did ask if he would 
take a polygraph, and after, that evening, they asked if he would, 
and I said we would talk about it and ask him. And I believe it was 
the next day or a couple of days, we did ask him, and he said, I do 
not trust them, period. He said, I will not. 

Mr. Lundy. This is about a different trip. 

Senator McCain. So Mario never took a polygraph test? 

Colonel Bailey. But I believe he would be happy to now, after all 
of this. I believe he would be happy to; he will come here and testi- 
fy- 

Senator McCain. Did the picture of Captain Borah come to 
either one of you? 

Colonel Bailey. No, but I was familiar with it, through the 
source, yes. 

Senator McCain. Do you accept the alleged proof now that that 
is not Captain Borah, but that is a Laotian? 

Colonel Bailey. Sir, I would prefer not to comment. I think you 
should ask Mr. Gayden that question. 

Senator McCain. OK. So the fact is that the whole mission was 
aborted, in your view, because of interference from someone in the 
American embassy in Thailand? 

Colonel Bailey. There is no doubt about it in my mind, sir. Defi- 
nitely. 
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Senator McCain. The three individuals who Colonel Turner men- 
tions in his statement basically did nothing about it? The three. 
Colonel Cole, et cetera. Is that right? 

Mr. Turner. I am not sure what they could have done about it 
as far as an 3 d:hing at that time. But I was surprised that it was not 
reported either in Mr. Cheney’s report to you, testimony, or by 
themselves, when they testified ^fore you. That is my comment. I 
could not believe they had mentioned, that they did not feel it was 
important enough to mention. 

Senator McCain. In other words, how could such individuals rec- 
ognize valid information about prisoners if they cannot even see 
the relevance of the information just stated? So you are accusing 
them of at least non-carrying out of their duties, failure to carry 
out their duties? 

Mr. Turner. Well, as kindly as possible I am questioning their 
judgment in not seeing that this is relevant information. If they did 
not understand the total picture there, they could have asked more 
questions. I thought that it was quite clear at the meeting they had 
tnere, after just a short time after he would not answer the ques- 
tion of the man’s name. 

Senator McCain. Obviously, Mr. Chairman, we need to get to the 
bottom of this. I have no further questions at this time. I, like Colo- 
nel Bailey, look forward to the responses. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Colonel Bailey, just share with me what do you 
do? 

Colonel Bailey: What doj do? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Colonel Bailey.1 spend my time 100 percent working this issue, 
Mr. Chairman. I spend 8 to 10 months out of the year in Thailand 
working this issue, and have for the past 10 years solid-— I started 
in 1965 on this, actually — on the POW-MIA’s. I would like to dis- 
cuss many more cases. 

I did not want to get away from the Carr case, but there are 
many others that should be brought up and this Committee should 
be aware of 

'The Chairman. Well, the Committee is going to. That is why I 
asked you how long you are going to be here. We do not want you 
to have flovm so far at expense and everything, and not have the 
opportunity to talk to you. We want to review all the information 
that you have in all the other cases. 

So that is why it is particularly important if you can make cer- 
tain you are available in the next days so staff can spend time with 
you, and actually go through the deposition process and begin to 
build the record here. We need to do that. 

Colonel Bailey. 1 will be Imppy to cooperate with you, sir, and 1 
assure you I am going to bring Mario to this country, and he will 
be available to testify. We also have more than 1 hour of videotape 
of this man’s testimony. 

The Chairman. We look forward to that. Now, who funds that 
operation? 

Colonel Bailey. Who funds it? I think he sort of funded the last 
trip with me. I funded the expenses of trying to find Mr. X out of 
my own pocket. I even hocked my ring at the time that I had to 
send the last man up. 
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The Chairman. Now you are living in Thailand, basically in re- 
tired status. Is that accurate? . 

Colonel Bailey. I am Retired Air Force, yes, I am, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. That is how you support yourself? 

Colonel Bailey. That is rignt. Colonel Wallace Robinson from 
Kansas, my classmate, who is very close to the Senator here, and 
Senator Dole, has really funded me, and through other people who 
believe in what we are doing. While on the other side, the DIA and 
other people try to discredit what I am trying to do. I appreciate 
your good friend, ^nator. 

The Chairman. Did you express any concern to any of the DIA 
folks or to, either to Mr. Ford’s DIA staff or to Pentagon staff that 
the CIA, you were concerned about going back because of the CIA? 

Colonel Bailey. Definitely. 

The Chairman. You did express that? 

Colonel Bailey. Well, I did mention it, I believe, to Colonel 
Jordan, and Judge Turner was with me when we were briefed by 
the contact CIA person that gave us the information. We felt it was 
pretty reliable, and I think we could give you that in closed session. 

The Chairman. So you have shared that with DIA? 

Colonel Bailey. Some of it I believe I did, with Colonel Jordan. 

The Chairman. Did you tell Mr. Ford’s staff that you were con- 
cerned about, that you had been told by some Congressman’s staff 
that CIA would be following you in Bangkok? 

Mr. Turner. May I address that, Mr. Chairman? I received a 
phone call from the Carr iamily mem^r from Florida who 
upset, saying her daughter had received a call from, I believe it 
was Representative-or Congressman— Goss’ secretary. 

I then spoke to the daughter, a very level-headed person, and 
that daughter told me that she had, that when this woman— whose 
name I believe is Christie Hahn, a secretary/aide of Congressman 
(^&_-called her, said she had just gotten off the phone from the 
DIA, the DOD, excuse me, and that they had told her that they 
thought that the pictures were taken in Bangkok or Thailand. 

And that when they went back, which was just before this last 
trip, the DIA and CIA were going to be following Jack around; they 
were going to be hanging on to his coattails. I guess at that point, 
this daughter, loyal to our side, got into an argument with her. 
And she said, well. Jack will not know it because they will be in 
civilian clothes. 

We talked to the folks here from the DOD, and they assured us 
no such thing had occurred; nobody was badmouthing Jack. But 
this is sometl^g that just did not come out of the air. 

The Chairman. When you met with DIA in August, did you tell 
them you knew the locations for up to 14 camps that hold prisoners 
in Laos? , . , 

Colonel Bailey. At our first meeting we had in August, the ludge 
was with me; so was Col. Wallace Robinson. Yes, I did. We did give 
them information; I do not know the exact numbers, but we gave 
them quite a bit of information, yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you tell them you would provide them those 
locations? 

Colonel Bailey. I did, sir. 

The Chairman. Have you done that? 


Colonel Bailey. I do not think I provided them with 14, but I pro- 
vided them with— when we met with Secretary Cheney, with two 
Congressmen, McCloskey from Indiana, I did give them the loca- 
tions, the new camps, the updates that we had With POW’s, the in- 
formation, the latest that we had, even with the names of the camp 
commanders. 

May I add, if I could at this time, I made it very pointed that 
these people were being held, including Carr, by the 379th Division, 
North Vietnamese Division, inside of Laos, and gave them the 
names of the people, of the camp commanders, even the pictures 
that I had, and the Carr pictures, the name of that Lieutenant 
Colonel, the Vietnamese, the major Pathet Lao. 

I went further. I anti sure that they would be happy to turn that 
information over to you; if they do not, I will. That was the first 
day. The second day, I was asked to stay over. No, this was the 
second trip; I am confused. The first 2 days we spent. Judge Turner 
was with me, Larry Stark, and Wally Robinson— Colonel Robinson. 

We turned over everything to them on the Carr case, with the 
exception— we were talking negatives now— we gave the pictures, 
the negatives of everything but the picture showing the man that 
took the photos, Mr. X, and the Lieutenant Colonel, and the Pathet 
Lao major. 

The Chairman. This Mr. X is somebody that has access to the 
camp? 

Colonel Bailey. Within the Laotian Government, Mr. Chairman, 
yes, sir. 

TheXHAiRMAN. Mr. X is within the Laotian Government? 

Colonel Bailey. Working with the Laotian Government at that 
time, yes, sir. Now, this information was given to them. 

The Chairman. How many locations did you identify where the 
Carr photograph was taken at? Did you have different views about 
that? 

Colonel Bailey. Yes, I did, sir, definitely. 

The Chairman. Was that by mistake? 

Colonel Bailey. 'The first one I gave them, the Senator here has 
a report that we gave to her through Colonel Robinson quite some 
time ago, that indicated where this camp was, to Senator Dole and 
to Senator Kassebaum. This was this last year. 

Now, in the report that we gave to her was the same thing we 
gave to DIA, and then after I went back to Thailand we did have 
some updated information on some new camps, and the possibility 
where these 30 people might have been moved to, including Carr, 
which we gave at that time, even the names of the commander 
that was commanding these camps. 

I would like to make this one comment, and we are talking about 
the Vietnamese; there is no one, I do not think, in Vietnam, be- 
cause they have been moved into Laos, and some into Cambodia. 
Even the 379th Division people that we have a contact with want 
to assist and to help on the POW issue; they are being pulled out 
this month right after the monsoons. 

Right now would be the time for the U.S. Government to try to 
negotiate this thing with them, and this is what we said. 1 believe 
the best way to bring them out now is diplomacy. But five Presi- 
dents have not done it; we have not done it from the private sector, 
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and we join forces with the Government here and look what hap- 
pens. I do not have the answer. A , 

The Chairman. What I want to make sure other Senators have a i 

chance. Do you want to ask questions of Mr. Bailey now, Senator, i 

and get the rest of the testimony? Could we then hear the rest of 
the testimony? I do not know who is next, and then we will come 
back. Why do we not go with— ^ 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. Would it be all right if Mr. Gayden testified? 

The Chairman. Absolutely, sure. ^ I 

Mr. Gayden. I will pot read my statement; I will just orally 
present the viewpoints that I wanted to present. 

The Chairman. Your full statement will be placed in the record. 

I would remind everybody that their full statement is placed in the 
record as if you had spoken it, and it is under oath. 

STATEMENT OF HAMILTON GAYDEN, TENNESSEE CIRCUIT JUDGE ^ 

Mr. Gayden. Thank you, Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, Senator 
McCain, Senator Reid, and Senator Kassebaum. My name is Judge 
Hamilton Gayden. I am a Tennessee Circuit Judge. I am graduate 
of Vanderbilt University and Vanderbilt Law School, and have 
been a judge for 17 years. 

I am also an author of a book that was published in 1987 enti- 
tled, To Circle the Cross, which is a fictional story of an MIA re- % 
tained in -Laos after the war, predicated upon the sinful fact that 
we abandoned 600 American MIA’s in Laos, and that they were not 
covered by any treaty. “ ‘ 

I also introduce to you and have sent you my court officer who 
works for me during the day, and together we work at odd hours 
trying to prove that there are live American POW’s in Southeast 
Asia. His name is Khambang Sibounheavang. Khambang is a 10- % 

year veteran of the secret war in Laos. He is a 13th-ranked 
member of the Free International Lao. 

I bring to you a little bit of a different viewpoint. I am not a 
Vietnam veteran; I have never been to Asia. I advise Khambang 
and his friends who are part of the freedom fighters international- 
ly what to do with evidence that they have been able to procure 
from Southeast Asia. Khambang has many contacts, even in his % 
family; even one family member is a ranking member of the Com- 
munist government today. 

The bottom line is that I am convinced that there are over 300 
American POW’s. I am going to talk about Dan Borah in a minute. 

I do not back up from that, but I hear a message from you. Sena- 
tors; you are tired, and I appreciate your patience. I want to start 
out at the top and then get off this and not steal the thunder of the % 
Stevens, Lundy, and Robertson families. 

As an American, I was part of this, the American end of an 
escape attempt 3 weeks ago which failed, on October 16, 3 weeks to 
this day, the gentleman who was interdicted on the shore of the 
Mekong River was Colonel Lundy. In the process, we were able to 
gain certain evidence, letters, for the third time, original thumb- 
prints and handprints. These are copies. ^ 

We actually have matching handprints and thumbprints, al- 
though I will say parenthetically that our government cannot come 
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up with one single set of fingerprints or thumbprints of Col. Albro 
Lundy. I have come to learn through Albro Lundy, III, that Albro 

• Lundy, was a UCLA basketball player, and having played under 

Coach Wootten as a sideline, has tremendously big hands and big 

thumbs; As you can see from this, he has abnormal hands; there is 
not a man in this building that can match this thumbprint. 

Senator Reid. That is this man right here? 

Mr. Lundy. No, he is talking about Maj. Albro Lundy. 

Mr. Gayden. I am going to get on Dan Borah in a minute. Today 

# 1 gave to the American legion this morning root hair samples that 
they have taken, and they are going to run a DNA and report back 
to this Committw. 

I have done this because I think the American Legion is a third- 
party; they have no interest in whether I am telling the truth. I 
have no interest in conflicting with Secretary Cheney when he 
calls us fraudulent and those land of things. I am not going to get 

0 into name-calling. 

The Chairman. A root hair sample on 

Mr. Gayden. On Albro Lundy. And we hope that that report will 
be made to you. We are told that— r- 

The Chairman. But from where? You have got to help me out 
here. 

Mr. Gayden. These hair samples came through the Laotian net- 

A work across Mekong River, delivered to a freedom fighter, then to 
my court officer and then delivered to the American Legion this 
morning. 

Senator Reid. When wan it delivered, John? _ 

Mr. Gayden. This morning at 8. _ 

The Chairman. It was delivered to the American Legion this 
morning? 

A Mr. Gayden. The hair samples were delivered to us approximate- 

• ly a month ago. 

The Chairman. Now, how would a neutral person looking at this 
have any way of ascertaining the custody of this? I mean, you are a 
judge; you are both judges. And for evidence to be probative, you 
have got to be able to show the chain of custody. Now, how does 
anybody know where this really came from? That is all I am 

^ asking. 

• Mr. Gayden. Senator, you are right, and not to be argumenta- 
tive, I do not know who all takes these hair samples. I do know, 
however, that hair samples can be aged; in other words, an expert 
can tell you whose hairs are 2 months old. That to me would 
answer the custody, the hair sample custody question, because we 
know that Colonel Lundy is not running around in the U.S. So to 
answer that, it can be aged. 

# The Chairman. I will get at that later, but it does not really 
answer my question, but that is all right. 

Mr. Gayden. At any rate, if it is his hair, and it is 2 months old, 
1 think the logical answer is that this hair, 2 months old, of Albro 
Lundy, Col. Mbro Lundy, is somewhere in Southeast Asia. As far 
as to who handled it, it came through the network of the— through 
the network, and I cannot answer that. I am not going to steal 

# their thunder, as I said. We have several handprints and finger- 
prints. 
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I will say parenthetically that we had, through a Senate investi- 
gator through the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, a free 
check on fingerprints of four individuals in March of 1991. We 
were told through an intermediary that the handprints and finger- 
prints of Colonel Stevens— excuse me, Conimander Stevens— and 
Colonel Robertson were in the files of the Defense Department. 
And 3 weeks later these gentlemen say they canriot find any fin- 
gerprints. 

At any rate, I am going to turn now to Mr. Borah. In July of 
1990, Khambang, my court officer, received 23 negatives. He also 
received a message that this gentleman's name was D-e-c-a-e-k-o-s, 
or ^a-r-a. 

We had the negatives developed; we also had other information, 
his wife’s name, his son's name, his daughter’s name, ^d a mes- 
sage that he wanted to come home, but only with his children and 
his wife, and also with this other man. He would be Bara or Decae- 
kos, as they pronounced it to us phonetically. ’They handed to me, 
and I converted the Decaekos to a rather simple conversion. There 
was a guy, Col. Robert Disenkowski. 

We contacted his wife through another intermediary we had in 
Arizona. His wife lives in Mesa, Arizona. She was interviewed; she 
could not recognize this as her husband. They gave the picture 
back to me, and through the process of elimination, and actually 
lookihg at this Life magazine that I see here, this one night I was 
able to identify Colonel Borah. We knew he was from Arizona, but 
we knew that Disenkowski was probably wth this ^y. I did see 
the picture of Daniel Borah, and I immediately thought that was 
him. _ 

To make a long story short, throu^ various correspondence and, 
to be as tactful as l could, I got the Borahs to send me pictures. In 
turn, after I saw the pictures of Dan Borah as a child and as a 
young adult, I called the Borahs in Illinois and asked them to come 
down to Nashville. Mr. and Mr. Borah and one of the Borah girls 
came down to Nashville, and Khambang went out, and we went 
out and met them. I apologized to them for even intruding in their 
lives, because they had given up on their son. 

And I told them, “I want you to tell us this is not your son, and 
we will go away; I do not want you to tell us this is your son.” 'That 
is exactly the way I said it. And they looked at it and said— I no- 
ticed tears in the eyes of Mr. Borah, and I noticed a shock in Mrs. 
^rah. 

Senator Reid. Is this the picture right here? You are talking 
about the middle picture? 

Mr. Gayden. No, we are talking about this. So they went back to 
Albion, Illinois, and called me up and said. Judge, basicallv, to par- 
aphrase, this is our son. And they said, well, what do we do. I said, 
well, the first thing I want you to do is tell me about all the family 
members. 

'There were five children, and the mother and father. And I said, 
each of you must say 100 percent, each of you must be convinced. 
We actually made a video that I got them down in Nashville in my 
jury room. I was convinced 

&nator McCain. Judge, could you get to the part where we have 
now got pictures of a Laotian of French blood? 
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Mr. Gayden. The mountain man has been introduced, and of 
course we all want to believe; the government comes up with a pic- 
ture of a mountain man and says, this is mountain man, and not 
Dan Borah. We all want to believe. And they have got that benefit 
working for them. 

I will have to tell you that I gave to the government the picture 
of Dan Borah, trying to cooperate with them one more time, along 
with, in that picture, the man they call the business man. I sent a 
letter, and I will make an exhibit, on July 24, asking for two things 
to Major Gittins. 

[The letter referred to follows:] 

State of Tennessee, Tenth Judicial Circuit, 

502 Metropoutan Courthouse, Nashville, TN 37201, 

July 21 1991. 

Maj. Charles Gittins, 

Q/7icc of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, 

Pentagon, Washington, DC. 

Dear Sir: Enclosed please find 1 of 19 photo^aphs of Lt. Daniel Borah. As a com- 
ment, the individual alone with him is a Laotian National and his life is obviously 
presently in jeopardy. We are doing all we are able to protect him under the circum- 
stances; I hope your department will use this photo advisedly even though it has 
been otherwise decimated. 

As you know we have a map depicting where Larry Stevens, Albro Lundy Jr., 
John Robertson and an unnamed fourth individual were being held as of 6 to 8 
weeks ago. Despite pleas from several quarters, Khambang and I have decided that 
the only useful entity that should be apprised of this fact is the Executive branch of 
our government in hopes that at least satellite surveillance would be considered. - 

In relaying this information-to you and to Colonel Jordan, I don’t pretend to be 
the beneficiary of forthcoming satellite photographs and interpretations, I am 
simply making a statement of believed fact that is of import. To reiterate the loca- 
tion of the place where these men are being held: Savoy Island, Vietnam, at the 
mouth of the Ladda River, completely surrounded by water with no bridge. There is 
at least one building and believe it is part of the Vietnamese Sea Survival School, 
and there exists military installations on banks on both sides of the island. Al- 
though the map doesn’t tell we also believe Savoy Island is in a "Vinh . bay, 
and is on the coast of Vietnam somewhere near the old DM zone extended. I have 
confidence others know of this location by map in the Department of Defense. 

We are studying the best method to release to the Department of Defense the var- 
ious affidavits surrounding the Borah photograph as it contains the name of our 
photographer, and others, and is astonishingly attested to by a certain local Pathet 
Lao Colonel with an official Pathet Lao Seal. We will contact your Department with 
a suggestion that we are presently working on through the U.S. Senate Foreign Re- 
lations Committee before whom we have agreed to testify. 

Khambang and I are willing to cooperate with the Department of Defense circum- 
scribe by other considerations. We are, for example, very concerned over the 
whereabouts, if not lost or destroyed, of the fingerprints of Lt. Borah; we know the 
family has been requesting them for sometime. 

R^rds, 

Hamilton Gayden, Khambang Sibounheuang. 

(This letter was band-typed by Judge Hamilton Gayden and no other persons 
other than the reader is appris^ of the location of Americans, by and through 
either Hamilton Gayden or Khambang Sibounheuang.) 

I gave him a letter, I said, you can test it; it is a first-generation 
negative. I also mentioned, and I am going to come back to that, 
that Stevens, Lundy, and Robertson were on Savoy Island by way 
of a hand-drawn map, which is in possession of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, which you are welcome to have. I asked them 
for a satellite photo— I am going to this story, and then I am going 
to get back to Borah. 
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My contacts told us they brought heavy equipment out to Savoy 
Island, tore down the buildings, and moved Lundy, Robertson, and 
all off the island. Back to Borah. Instead of protecting the picture 
of Borah, the government made copies of it and sent it to the com- 
munists; it was on Laotian television. Our people, our- — 

The Chairman. Why is that? Hold on. Why is that? They sent it 
over there to try to trace him, did they not? 

Mr. Gayden. We asked in the letter, we told them that this guy 
in the pictures, his life was in jeopardy. Obviously it is in jeopardy. 
So they put it on Laotian television. 

The Chairman. But let me just ask you, and I am sorry to keep 
interrupting, but your 5-minute summary is already a 19 minute 
discussion, and I want to get to the point here. I mean, the ques- 
tion is the evidence, correct? Here is a photograph which you have 
appropriately brought forward and suggested is Dan Borah, cor- 
rect? 

Mr. Gayden. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now, our people have gone out and I gather that 
the Borah family is flying over, the Government is taking them 
over— am I correct? 

Mr. Gayden. No, no. 

The Chairman. I understand they are flying over at their own 
expense. But what I am saying is that they are going to be taken to 
this person. Is that not correct? 

Mr. Gayden. That is right, which of course we would rather be 
taken to where the person was so he can point out where the pic- 
ture was taken, and there are some other anomaliesrtoorthat we 
know about that they do not know; 

The Chairman. Will there not be momentarily a very clear com- 
parison, or am I missing something? 

Mr. Gayden. You are exactly right. The two Borah sons will be 
able to look at this man and tell whether it is their brother, of 
course. And they will be able to take pictures. 

The Chairman. Therefore, what is the issue in terms of this? 

Mr. Gayden. I am not sure what the issue is. 

The Chairman. Judge, may I ask, here are two pictures, one that 
you provided, and here is the one that the government took. Appar- 
ently this is the same individual, or is it not the same individual? 

Mr. Gayden. Let me answer you. That is what the Government 
sa^^. 

The Chairman. I am asking for your opinion. 

Mr. Gayden. In my opinion, absolutely not. 

The Chairman. These two individuals look strikingly similar. 

Mr. Gayden. Well, we have showed that in a short period of time 
to seven experts in the St. Louis area, and every one of them, and I 
can quote them, that in this photograph, the Government's photo- 
graph is probably tampered with. 

Senator McCain. 'The Government photograph is tampered with? 

Mr. Gayden. 'That is correct. They have overlaid the photograph, 
and I have got seven experts, and they are looking, by the way, at 
a third-generation photograph, not the negatives, which the gov- 
ernment has. 

The Chairman. Can you submit to the Committee the names of 
the seven experts? 
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Mr. Gayden. I have them right here, sir. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

Forensic Photograph Analysis 

1. Upon initiating this facet of the investigation, Covert Inquiries received, from 

said client. Five (5) 5 x 7 photos, depicting subject "AHRAO”. (purportedly identified 
as same by the JCRC—CILHI Investigative Team), in the company of another Lao 
Theung, Mr. Bounthon,*and several various team investigators. These photos were 
received by this reporting agency oh 10-23-91, Said Government Investigative Team 
members purportedly took said photos in Laos on 12 Sept. 91 and subsequently for- 
warded said photos to the indicated client. . r 

2. In an effort to verify the authenticity of said received JCRC team photos, Chief 
Chemist, Harold Messier, Laboratory Division, St. Louis Metropolitan Police Depart- 
ment, St, Louis, MO, was contacted who advised following listed evidence technician 
was the Department’s resident photo expert; Police Officer James Stcgman, 4986 
Magnolia, St. Louis, MO 63189; Home: 314-773-1656; Bus: 314-444-5537, (Also FAX) 
(Experience— 18 years Evidence Technician). 

October 26, 1991 

A subsequent interview conducted with Officer Stegman, during which Stegman 
examined the indicated photos, revealed Stegman'a opinion that said photographs 
had been retouched in order to add the Lao, “AKRAO", in the photos. Stegman 
added that dark lines in two of photos, along with inconsistent shadowing on each 
posed subject, to him, would definitely indicate possible alterations to the original 
photos and would warrant further investigation as to an explanation of the discrep- 

Continuing the investigation, this investigator interviewed one Mr. Larry Block, 
Owner-Professional Photographer, thirty years plus, of Larry Block Photography, 
10286 Page Blvd., St. Louis, MO 63132; Bus. phone: 314-427-1800, who ^advised he 
had on several previous occasions, completed mechanical photo "drop-ins", (slang for 
the process of altering photos whereby personts), objects, are added to the original 
photograph to give the appearance said Mrsonis) and/or objects were present at the 
time the photograph was taken). Mr. Block, after examining said (5) five photo- 
graphs, through the'use of a magnifying device, related the following listed discrep- 
ancies: 

a. White male subjects in all photos do not have consistent shadowing with other 
persons in the same photos. 

b. Foliage, under examination, did not match, in the background sections of sever- 
al photographs. 

c. Although the posing of MSGT. Eddie Smith in Pictures Number 1 and 2 is very 
similar. Photo #1 shows cut-jagged shoulders on Smith as opposed to Photo #2, 
Smith's shoulders are rounded. 

d. Facial lighting on CILHI Rep. Napoleon in Photo No. 5 not consistent with 
other two males in the photo. 

e. Block related that in his opinion said photos are "drop-ins and said photos 
have been alter^ to give an untrue conclusion. 

f. Block stated that in order to obtain proof-positive, said photos would have to be 
examined by a competent photo laboratory— Eastman Kodak, to check for varying 
grain patterns that would not be conducive to a true print or photograph. Altered 
photographs would possibly contain different grain patterns due to the different 
film batcnes that are distributed. 

October 29, 1991 

4. An interview conducted with Eastman Kodak Corporation, Rochester, New 
York, per Le^l Representative Anne Warner, revealed, after being appraised of the 
circumstances, that said corporation's laboratory could perform the required analy- 
sis. Due to the corporation’s present policy of not offering said service unless East- 
man Kodak was involved in said litimtion or Eastman Kodak was ordered to com- 
plete said analysis by a Court-ordered subpoena, her company would have to decline 
any request^ assistance. 

5. An interview conducted with Professional Photographer David Stout, Owner- 
Operator, 12 years. Commercial 35 Laboratory, 2732 Sutton, Maplewood, Missouri, 
Phone 314-781-7030, and subsequent to his viewing the aforementioned photo- 
graphs, reveal^ that Stout also noted several inconsistencies in said photos, (as pre- 
viously listed, shadowing, black lines, facial lighting, etc.). Mr. Stout then conducted 
a negative slide enhancement of said photos selecting various points of enhance- 
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merit, (44 slides). At the conclusion of Mr; Stout's enhancement process, Stout relat- 
ed the following information: 

a. Slide #117, Photo #5, Subject CILHI Rep, Napoleon’s facial grain structure 
different than the grain structure in the two Lao’s faces. Stout stated that since said 
photo was not of a first generation print, probable 2nd-3rd generation copy, that it 
would be hard to raise the grain to the necessary specific degree in order to reach a 
positive conclusion. 

b. Stout advised that possible photo alterations could also have been completed by 
an electronic/computer process referred to as "electronic imaging". 

6. An interview conducted with one Mark Hamel Head Technician, Display Photo- 
Graphics, 803 Lafayette, Maplewood, Missouri. Phone: 314-961-6622. Revealed, after 
conducting an examination of said photos, that his opinion/conclusion was that said 
photos could possibly have been altered throiwh the use of computer enhancing 
and/or electronic imaging. Hamel could add no mrther. 

7. An interview conducted with one, Joseph Toohey, Chief Technician, Spectrum 
Image Group, 10835 Midwest industrial Blvd., St. Louis, MO, Phone 314-423-8111, 
and upon being appraised of the aforemention^ photographs, revealed that his firm 
did in fact, do electronic imaging on photographs. When Questioned as to whether 
he would analyze said photograpns to locate any possible discrepancies, Toohey ad- 
vised his firm would first have to get clearance from their Legal Department prior 
to completing that type of request. 

8. An interview conducted with one, Jerry Taylor, Assistant Chief Photogrmher, 
and one, George Maravich, Chief Photographer, ADSTAT Photo Group, # 10 South 
Broadway, St. Louis, MO, revealed, sufa^uent to their examination of said photo- 
graphs, that said photos did contain numerous inconsistencies that would generally 
give the appearance that said photos had po^ibly been altered. Maravich stated he 
was aware that "electronic imaging’’ was in use in altering, to various degrees, 
photos to represent personts) and/or objects not originally in the photo. 

October SO, 1991 

9. An interview conducted with one, Cynthia Cygan, Laboratory Manager, Photo 
Touch Up Specialist, Silver Image Group, 4248 Forest Park, St. Louis, Missouri, re- 
vealed that the only Midwest company providing electronic imanng for photogr^hs 
is one,'Cro8field Design Systems, Minneapolis, Minnesota, (See Attachment C-1, C-2, 
and C-3, of this report for imaging particulars). 

10. Located and conducted subs^uent interview with the following Forensic Pho- 
tographer-Legal Consultant: Mr. Fabian Sickels, Sickles Legal Photography, Inc., 
#70 West Sherwood Drive, St. Louis, MO 63114, Bus. Phone: 314-426-240{}. Qualifi- 
cations: Qualified Forensic Expert in photography analysis Federal Court and State 
Court. Professional Laboratory Owner-Operator since 1945. Prior Combat Photogra- 
pher, U.S. Marines, WWII. Qualified in all levels Cour^-Civil Cases— Photo Analy- 
sis. Photo analysis complete bv Sickels for various Law Enforcement Agencies. 
Photo Analysis complete in Sickel’s Laboratory in presence of Custody Officer/In- 
vestigator to maintam correct custody chain. 

Mr. Fabian Sickels, upon examining said photos related the following expert opin- 
ions: 

a. Said photos are of 2nd to 3rd generation copies. 

b. Sickels related he could not definitely state said photos had been altered, but 
due to the various inconsistencies apparent in the photos under mamiification, said 
photomphs certainly deserved a more thorough examination which could be com- 
pleted bv him and staff members with the original negatives and Ist generation 
prints of the indicated photos. 

c. ^ote: Fabian Sickels, “Photos generate enough suspicion to warrant competent 
examination of the original negatives and this first generation photo prints.” 

d. Sickel advised that his laboratory, if afforded the opportunity by the investigat- 
ing officials, (D.I.A.) (JCRC), while in their presence or at a professional photo labo- 
ratory of their choice, also in their presence, through the exMit examination of said 
photo’s original negatives and 1st generation prints, could conclude whether said 
photos are true or not true, altered or not alters. 

The Chairman. Would you, please? They are saying that this 
photograph of Bill Gadoury is a fake, is that what you are saying 
to us? 

Mr. Gayden. In varying degrees from “fake” to “it needs to be 
studied.” They would not accept it on its face. So it is in varying 
degrees. 




The Chairman. The experts will not accept this on its face? 

Mr. Gayden. Well, I can quote someone for example- — 

The Chairman. So now they are going to introduce this person, 
correct? 

Mr. Gayden. Do you want to hear some of the quotes? 

The Chairman. Sure. 

Mr. Gayden. One of them says, this is the chief photographer for 
the k. Louis Police Department, in his opinion that “the said pho- 
tographs have been retouched in order to add the area in the 
photos.” 

Mr. Block, another one, through the use of a magnifying device, 
says, “White male subjects in all photos do not have consistent 
shadowing with the other persons in same photos; the foliage on 
examination did not match in the background sections of several 
photographs; (c) all of the pose of Master Sergeant Eddie Smith in 
the pictures (1) and (2) is very similar; photo number 1 shows a cut 
jagged shoulders on Smith, as opposed to photo number 2, where 
Smith's shoulders are rounded; (d) facial lighting on representative 
in Napoleon photo number 5 is not consistent with the other two 
males; (e) Block related in his opinion that photos are drop-ins and 
photos have been altered to give an untrue impression. 

I might add that they refused to give the Borahs the original 
negatives or a first-generation copy for this hearing. 

The Chairman. Is Bill Gadoury here? 

Voice. He flew back. 

Mr. Gayden. There are others in varying degrees. 

The Chairman.' Were any of you present when these photo- 
graphs were taken? 

Voice. No, sir. 

Mr. Gayden. I would also like to make the letter of Major Gittins 
an exhibit, too. 

The Chairman. Absolutely. All of this will be placed into the 
record. 

Mr. Gayden. In closing, we have a lot of evidence; this is not all 
we have. For example, the hair samples of Albro Lundy. We can 
afford— we believe 90 percent of this is wrong; if I am wrong with 
the Borah picture. I am a judge; I was born with an eraser on my 
pencil, and I will admit it. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Gayden follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Hamilton Gayden 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Vice Chairman, Members of the Select Committee: My name 
is Hamilton Gayden and I thank you for this opportunity to discuss our present 
ability to investigate the existence of live Americans in Southeast Asia. By way of 
backmund, I am a State of Tennessee Circuit Court Judge and an author of a 
novd, a story of an American P.O.W. However, 1 appear before you as an individual 
American, not as Judge nor as an author. 

I also introduce to you in absentia an American-Laotian by the name of Kham- 
bang Sibounheauang. A year and a half ago, Khambang and I formed a pact; we 
agr^ to merge in an effort to gather evidence of American POW’s and, if the situ- 
ation present^, to help in an escape attempt. Khambang is presently in Southeast 
Asia. 

Our original motives were somewhat different although in time our interests have 
become more similar, My desire was to help liberate live Americans from bondage; 
Khambang's main interest was to draw attention to the oppressed Laotian people 
who are being subjected to endless deprivation of human rights and liberties— the 
POW issue might draw attention to the conditions in Laos and Vietnam today. 
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At this point, Khambang and I have accumulated considerable evidence: phot^ 

. graphs, finger, thumb and hand prints; human hair including root hair . signa- 
tures written messages, live witnesses; some of the evidence ii^ l^n discarded by 
us S frKherSn^ will require scientific testing, i.e„ DNA hair analysis and 
comparison; thumb and finger print comparison and interviews of live witnesse . 
and we may even be able to provide a live video of A^mencan P O 'V s- We have al- 
ready delivered considerable evidence to the Foreign Relations Comniittee, although 
we admittedly have no clue as to whether that evidence is secure. We believe our 
evidence to be 90 percent accurate. We also believe we will h« able to prove beyond 
a reasonable doubt the identity of a handful of American POW s^ and by a prepon- 
derance of the evidence of many other American and allied P.O.W.s. We offer^n 
educated guess that there are as many as 300 to 400 American and allied POW s 
scattered in small or large grouw of camps and guarded villages throughout Laos, 
Vietnam and possibly southern China. * * • 

Our evidence comes from many sources including Khambang s Laotian contacts in 
Laos and Thailand, military and civilian. (Khambang is the 13th ranked mem^r of 
the International Free Uotian congress, was a company commander in the 
Lao Army and is a veteran of the secret war in Laos, 1960-1975.) We also are in 
contact virith an Interpol agent, one ex-CIA Special Forces person who obtained evi- 
dence for the United States on POW’s in Asia, and a DIA informant, among others. 

To address the question of what "our capabilities are we must drawee distinct 
line between "Our" meaning Khambang, mwelf, other private individuals _and 
friends who have had no encouragement or help from the U.S. govern^ment. In lact, 
we believe we are justified in adopting the approach that the U.S. Government is 

our number one enemy. . . . j -lu 

In order to understand our government’s directive to those agencies charged with 
MIA/POW affairs, we must come to grips with the ominous realization that the 
ever-present threat that the Vietnamese and Laotian leaders will disclow to the 
American people the existence of live Americans who still want to be repatriated is 
the f^ocal point and driving force for the administration’s SoutheMt Asia foreign 
policy, and it is this silent yet politically explosive blackmail that dictates the pur- 
pose and policy of the government agencies charged with MIA/POW atlairs. 

- The directive from the top is simple: "There are no POW sV And this is a dirwt 
quote from the President, the National Security Adviser and the Secretary ol De- 

The sole quest for accountability is condensed down to delivery of "remains only. 
This statement paraphrases a Laotian Ambassador who stated to an American busi- 
nessman that the Laotian government has privately continued to attempt to negoti- 
ate for the release of Americans. The program for the agencies is to deceive, discrw- 
it, deny, debunk and most importantly, interdictr-no live POW s: the goal is for the 
Vietnamese and Laotians to carry out the final act; dead men don t talk. 

- Looking at the big picture, the realities are that we are on the threshold ot being 
asked to accept a Southeast Asia Foreim policy where we promote democracy with 
money and men and women in Cambodia and concomitantly refuel wmmunism just 
across the borders in Uos and Vietnam. 'This inconsistent policy will assur^ly lead 
to needless bloodshed for American men and women and our allies stationed in 
Cambodia. 

In our endeavor to obtain evidence we have had to box from many angles m we 
have many enemies who do not want the facts to emerge— that there are live Amer- 
icans still being held against their will. ..a 

The duplicity of our own government is unchecked. Why? Because the American 
people want to believe our leaders. A prime example is the simple pronouncement 
by the Defense Department that the three men in the rwent phot^aph are Kus- 
sians. The average person on the street believed it. Yet it is an incredible he. 

Even Khambang and I, for a short period of time, opted to cooperate with the 
Defense Department in giving them raw intelligence. The result was that the De- 
fense Department passed the information, against our requests, to the Communists. 
We also have been told of the Defense Departments’ destruction or loss of official 
finger print files, "red flagging’’ of recent confirmed live^ighting reports, and red 
flagging of live files’’ all in the past weeks. . , « u c n 

The Defense Ikpartments excursions into Laos in search of Donald Eugene Carr 
is a floor show to deceive— to have the American people think the Depart- 

ment is working on the problem. ’The way to get Donald Carr and the 30 men he is 
with out is to give the Laotians an ultimatum or negotiate. And we know, don t we, 
that the Laotians allegedly found Daniel Borah, the "mountain man , immediately 
from one photograph passed to the Communists by the same defense department. 
The Communist have the Carr photo. Why don’t they just go get him! 
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We also know that there is a plan in place to “end-run" this Committee to ^gin 
immediate talks with Vietnam. At the time of this writing I am told by an infoiro- 
ant that the President himself will unilaterally announce the beginning of talks. 

% The two reasons advanced to justify “immediate, talks is that we are wasting an 

opportunity to develop oil reserves and because the Laotian and Vietnamese Com- 
munists are cooperating on the MIA/POW issue. Simultaneously, we are told in No- 
vember, Americans being held in Southeast Asia will be removed to an area west ol 
Dien Bien Phu where they will be held pending the progress and outcome of talks to 
normalize relations, and the Final Solution is tentatively set for January to Febru- 
ary of next year. We are told our government is fully aware of this plan, and one ol 
the estentials of this plan has already taken place — the delay of any inquiry by this 

% In closing, I am going to quote the Vietnamese Ambassador to United Nations, 

Ambassador Nguyen Can, who said to a group of us who met with him in the fall of 
1989 at the Vietnamese Mission in New York, to paraphrase: We will never be able 
to account for Americans because your government won’t let us. 

Senator Smith. Was any recording made on anything other than 
just a photograph? 

Voice. He was fingerprinted. f 

% Senator Smith. Do we have Borah fingerprints, Dan Borah s fin- 
gerprints? , .,1 o 

The Chairman. Was video taken or was it only stills? 

Voice. Still photography. 

Senator Smith. Do we have Dan Borah’s actual fingerprints? 

Mr. Gayden. Senator Smith, the answer to that is after 6 
months, they showed up. But the Borah family does not fully 

• accept those as ^ing true fingerprints of Dan Borah. 

Senator McCain. So it is your allegation that the U.S. Govern- 
ment has -tampered with the photograph in order to make these 
' two- people look alike. Because these photographs look Incredibly 

Mr. Gayden. I am relying on experts. Senator McCain. I am ad- 
mitt^ly not a photograph expert. 

• Senator McCain. Well, an expert identified this first picture, a 

forensic expert, as being Mr. Borah. . 

Mr. Gayden. Which brings me to this question. We also have the 
picture of Larry Stevens which came out of the Denver Post. 

^nator McCain. Focusing on Mr. Borah right now, OK? 

Mr. Gayden. It seems to me an independent expert, with a $1 
million budget that this Committee has, an independent expert 

0 could be hired by you guys to find out the truth. Because they are 
going to say one thing, and probably we are going to say another. 

The Chairman. Wait a minute. The Borah family is about to 
meet this person, correct? 

Mr. Gayden. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Are you going to say that that will not settle it? 

Mr. Gayden. Absolutely. 

- The Chairman. You do not think that will settle it? 

Mr. Gayden. If the Borah sons come back and say, no— no, I take 
that back. If they say that it is not Dan Borah, there are several 
other possibilities. For example, they have got the report of the 
names; they are totally wrong. The names they use for the wife 
and the children are absolutely wrong. The place where the picture 
was taken is not correct either. And so they either do not know 

The Chairman. Wait a minute. Let me just suggest, okay, that 

^ when DIA goes back there, they take every possible angle photo- 
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graph, they videotape it, they bring this back to us in the most 
complete manner possible so that this issue does not gain a life of 
its own. Is that possible? Can we somehow wire them over there 
and make sure that happens? 

Because certainly to my non-expert eye, but being in politics, we 
look at a lot of photos. These look like the same human being to 
me, and I think it is very important, obviously, because that will, I 
think demonstrate; I do not know what more they can possibly do 
at that point in time. Would that begin to help satisfy you if the 
entire event were videotaped? 

Mr. Gayden. I think it is going to be videotaped. Our people are 
taking videos over and cameras. They are going loaded, too. Arid 
that does not mean that that is the only piece of proof we have, a 
plethora of proof we will offer through the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee. 

On the Stevens picture, one last word. The Stevens picture that 
came out this week, that Michael Charney says is Stevens, the Gov- 
ernment is going to say obviously it is not Stevens. I would say why 
do you guys not get together and hire an expert? Let him tell you; 
let a third party tell you. That is the way we do it in our court, 
instead of us throwing stones at them and them throwing stones at 
us. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by hire an expert? 

Mr. Gayden. Let the Committee hire their own expert to take 
the Stevens photo and say, tell us . 

The Chairman. On the Stevens photo, we are going to do analy- 
sis on these other photos, absolutely. But I want to wait and see 
what transpires on this ^rah photo. But absolutely, on the Ste- 
vens photo, we will look at that as carefully as we can, and also on 
the other photos that, the Robertson, Lundy, Stevens photo, the 
joint photo. 

Can I ask, could we hear the testimony from A1 Lundy and com- 
pany? Or Gladys, are you going to go first? 

STATEMENT OF GLADYS STEVENS FLECKENSTEIN, MOTHER OF 
LT. COMDR. LARRY STEVENS 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I do not think 1 need to even read what 1 
have written because Judge Gayden did come out with a picture of 
my son. I have had that completely ID'd. We had it blown up. This 
is the blow-up. 

The Chairman. Just for the record, so everybody knows who you 
are talking idtout. 

Mrs. FiicKENSTKiN. This is my son, Lt. Comdr. Larry James Ste- 
vens at a young age. This is the picture that was brought out, that 
Judge Gayden brought out. He would be 49 years old next month. I 
believe it is my son. I have had it analyzed by Dr. Charney, who 
has analyzed it not only one time, but two tim^. We have also had 
another private source analyze it, by the name of Tom Wilson from 
Pittsburgh, and he has definitely ID’d it. 

I also was waiting for the Government to analyze it, because 
when they found out Dr. Charney had done the analysis, it was 
sent to the DIA, and in return they sent it back to me as of Sep- 


tember 16, saying that they would not accept an independent 
source, but that they would do their own analysis. 

The Chairman. I airi sorry, I did not mean to interrupt you, 
Gladys. I did mean to, but not rudely. But, Judge, you brought that 
out, is that correct? . * t 

Mr. Gayden. Well, “you” is a euphemism for the Lao contact. 1 
am actually the American depot for the Lao. It was brought out by 
Laotian freedom fighters. 

The Chairman. It was brought out by a Laotian. When was that 
brought out? 

Mr. Gayden. Probably I would say in May, May 1991. 

The Chairman. Of 1991. 

Mr. Gayden. Yes. On the back of the photograph, I believe, is 
written ^ptember 1990; it was taken on Savoy Island. 

The Chairman. And this Laotian who gave this to you, have you 
had prior contact with this person? ^ t i. ■ 

Mr. Gayden. He came to the U.S. in February, and I met him 

personally. , ttco 

The Chairman. Who paid for his trip to the U.S.? . « . 

Mr. Gayden. He paid for it himself. His son lives here in South 
Carolina. 

The Chairman. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Gayden. His son lives in South Carolina. 

The Chairman. He brought that with him when he came?^ 

Mr. Gayden. No, he did not. He sent it in May. He came here in 
February, and that came later. 

The Chairman. Was there a full articulation of .precisely what 
his route of acquisition was? ' 

Mr, Gayden. Yes, he came from Vietnamese friendlies^ who may 
be dead, by the way, as of 3 weeks ago; a Mrs. H-o-a, who was in 
the 5-page code that is also with the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, and a major and a Vietnamese general. These three indi- 
viduals were responsible for bringing Albro Lundy to the banks of 
the Mekong River, where they were interdicted 3 weeks ago. 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I would like to finish my statement. As of 
September 16, 1 received the information from the Defense Depart- 
ment that they didn’t accept the picture which had been analyzed 
by Dr. Charney, and that they would analyze it themselves. I 
waited up until now. I’ve called and called trying to get that analy- 
sis to me, which I did not get, and didn’t know about until I a^iyed 
here yesterday morning and it was handed to me by Major Gittins. 

My son from California had been on the phone to Dr. Carl Ford, 
and he wouldn’t even speak to him about this issue, but did get to 
his aide. The aide said it would be in the mail, and I needed that 
information before I got here, so I was pretty upset about that. 

The Chairman. Well, they are going to come back next week to 
respond to a lot of the other thinm that have been set forth here. 
And so I can promise you that that will be on the agenda when 
thw do come back. 

&nator Reid. Mr. Chairman, what information did she want? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I wanted the analysis done by the Defense 
Department on the picture of my son that you're looking at here. 
In the conclusions in the report that we did get from the DIA, 1 
only read the first two lines. I think that says enough. But it says I 
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cannot say whether or not the service record and purported images 
show the same man. The man in the two images do look somewhat 
alike. ^ 

At the end they say, finally, I am concerned about the technical 
foundation upon which Dr. Gharney has made his identification. 

Again, I say I positively believe Dr. Gharney. He has done two dif- 
ferent analyses on it. He went public with it on live television in 
Galifornia, I saw it on channel 4, stating that he had the analysis 
and it was my son, Lt. Larry Stevens. 

And that's about all I need. I 

The Chairman. Let me ask you a question. How do you balance 
that kind of an analysis againsWand 1 just ask you this personal- 
ly— how you balance that kind of analysis against the fact that we 
know that some of these photos— in fact, four of them, it appears, 
are fraudulent. We have seen the actual photograph from the 
Soviet magazine. How do you deal with that? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I can deal with it very well. For one things ) 
this second picture that came out of my son, his father has been 
dead for quite a few years. My grandson took a look at this picture 
and he disappeared for a while and came out with a picture of 
Larry’s father. And I was in shock at the complete, total likeness of 
his father, who would have been approximately the same age as 
Larry is today in that photo. 

And that certainly was another convincer to me. 

The Chairman. But does part of you sort of steel yourself for the 
potential that there are some hoaxers out there, and somebody 
might be taking advantage of you? _ _ 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I anr quite sure that there could be people 
out there working the situation, because we have heard of that. 

Yes. But in this instance I have— Dr. Gayden has brought this pic- 
ture out. It was taken in 1990 in September. It has been totally ^ 
analyzed by three different times. 

The Government has not said yes or no in this report from them. 

The Chairman. So, therefore, obviously, you 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I have to accept it. That is my son. Because 
it is. That is my son. I have been fighting for llVi years to find 
that boy, because I’ve always felt that he was alive. Now here he is 
in this picture. And I have to say again, you mentioned the report I 

of the three men in that picture. Well, we got conclusions from * 

that too. I still state again before this Committee that that man in 
the three man picture on the right-hand side is my son taken at a 
much earlier date. 

He is the image of his younger brother. I am positive that both of 
those men are the same. When you put the pictures up and really 
analyze them against that picture and the ones that I do Imve, you 
can see the resemblance. * 

But I do want to say that in conclusion of the three man picture, 
this comes from Sandia Laboratories, this is the Government’s 
analysis on that three man photograph. And I have to read this to 
you. It says I— now, they sent me a 19-page letter trying to tell me 
that this picture was taken after World War II; they’re Russians, 
in Russian uniforms. They have guns. But their conclusion, after 
all of that: “I cannot prove that this photo^aph is a hoax, but I • 

believe there is substantial evidence that rifles are being held. It 
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doesn’t make sense that captive POW’s would have their picture 
taken holding weapons. This, however, is conjecture on my part. I 
have found no evidence that this photograph has been tampered 

• with. 

‘T also have found no evidence that it is tamper-free. I recom- 
mend a continued historical literature search to locate the original 
image.” 

Now, again, let me repeat, ‘T cannot prove that this photograph 
is a hoax.^’ This is from the DIA, Department of Defense. 

The Chairman. I understand that, but they did find that the 

• signed piece of it had been taken — ~ 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. We’ve never paid any attention to that sign. 
The only thing we paid attention to are the three faces in that pic- 
ture, and you will have their testimony as to their feeling about 
that. 

The Chairman. Now, is it your— just so I understand these pic- 
tures correctly, the picture on the left is the one similar to the one 

• right here in front of you. And that is the recent picture that you 
say that the Judge brought out? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. Yes. 

The Chairman. And the other picture in the middle is the one 
that you say, that is the one I recognize from the three person pic- 
ture? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. Yes. That’s the one— the one on the right- 

• hand side of the picture. That is my younger son. 

The Chairman. I beg your pardon? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. 'This is my younger son on the right-hand' 
side. ■ ^ 

The Chairman. I understand that. But the picture in the middle. 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. Yes. 

The Chairman. You are saying that the picture in the middle is 

• the same person as the picture on the left? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. Yes. I definitely think so. But I think it is at 
the time of aging in there. I think this picture was taken quite 
some time ago. But the three men have been seen, as Dr. Gayden 
has just said. And we know those faces are real. They are our men. 

[The prepared statement of Mrs. Fleckenstein follows:] 

0 Prepared Statement of Gladys Stevens Fleckenstein 

Members of the Senate Select Committee. My name is Gladys Stevens Flecken- 
stein. I am the mother of L/CDR Larry James Stevens. After taking off from the 
USS Coral Sea, Larry was shot down in a night action over the Ho Chi Minh trail in 
Laos on February 14, 1969. 

Eye witness reports from three U.S. fliers who saw the crash of Larry’s plane 
state they picked up a 5 to 10 second beeper signal 2 or 3 minutes after Larry’s 
plane impacted the ground. They are positive the signal came from Larry. 

• The official report from Larry’s commanding officer on the incident stated that he 

w felt the chances of Larry’s survival were good. A navy man, John Hamill, Lemoore, 

California, who was aboard the Coral Sea on this same cruise told me that the ship’s 
crew was told that Larry "punched out" immediately and was known to be alive on 
the ground. These and other data throughout the years only strengthen my belief, 
Larry is alive. 

I have always felt in my heart that my son survived the crash. Now I have that 
proof. After 22 '/s years of searching, traveling to Paris, Geneva and Laos, flag rais- 
ings, speeches, and doing whatever I could do to keep the awareness about our LIVE 

^ POW’s before the public. We have spent everything we have had over the years and 

• now I have reachd the end of my quest to find my son. We have found Larry Ste- 
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vens I have a picture brought out by a source of the Three POW’s in my po8sessii3n. 
The man on the right is my son. I have a new LIVE POW Picture, of Urry wewi^ 
a blue shirt, brought out by Judge Hamilton Gaydeh s sources. This blue shir POW 
photo has been positively identified by Dr. Charney of Colorado Springs. Colorado. 
Larry Stevens has been positively identified by a second forensic eKpert, Ihomas 
Wilson, of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. (Documentation of photo I.D. attached.) _ 

My family and friends who have men in a “missing" status have long felt that the 
US Government, and especially the DIA, are not aggressively pursuing the data 
and evidence that support our belief that live Americans remain captive, in South- 
east Asia today. ■ L j 

One single fact shows the most damning proof that DIA is not serious about find- 
ing live POW’s. Using information that DIA had been sitting on for 6 inonths, the 
families contacted a source known to the DIA for those 6 months, 
by phone, flew to his home in California, and were given a copy of the Three POW 
Photo showing the three men, and which had the names of Colonel Robertson and 
L/CDR Stevens on the back. All of this was accomplished in well under 72 hours 
from the time news of the sighting report was first received by the families on No- 
vember 8, 1990. Yet, in a letter dated December 10, 1990, a month later, Deputy 
Chief Trowbridge states DIA is still trying to interview this same Murce. 

In support of my belief that DIA is remiss and not doing a adequate job on the 
POW/MIA issue, I offer the following: 

1. DIA has over 1,400 first hand live-sighting reports which claim that live Ameri- 
cans are being held against their will. These 1,400 reports are classified and are 
denied to the families and to the American public (including Members of Congress). 

Why should reports of incidents that occurred 20 to 25 years ago remain citi- 
fied? Is it “national security" matter or is LIVE POW information being classified 
in order to cover up DIA's ineptitude? „„„„ m/. 

Worse yet, these files deni^ to the families have been TURNED OVER TO 

HANOI. . . j u , 

2. The Tighe report specifically charges DIA to have a mind-set to debunk all live- 

sighUng reports and states that evidence proving LIVE POW’s exists, remains cIm- 
sified and is hidden from the families and from the several congressional commit- 
tees which have oversight responsibility.- ‘ . rniA 

3. Tlie 5-page letter submitted by then Chief of the POW/MIA section of DIA, (3ol. 

Millard A. Peck, makes the same charge. , ..rtr, . n 

4. The interim report as well as the final report by the U.S. Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations Republican Staff’ document in detail similar allegations. 

5. DIA and the lAG (inter agency group) have launched a concerted and continu- 

ous attack to debunk the identification by family members of at least five militm 
men whose reported photos have been made public lately. The names of L/CDR 
Larry Stevens, Col. John Robertson, Mqj. Albro Lundy II, Lt. Daniel V. Borah Jr., 
and Maj. Donald G. Carr (all names appearing on official MIA lists) have surfac^ 
along with photos and reports which claim these American military men are still 
alive. Instead of trying to deny these men are alive, the DIA should send out their 
teams to follow all avaUable leads. » * r j 

Our men shot down and captured are advancing in age. We need the WILL to find 
them NOW and bring them home AT ONCE. Advancing age, disea*, confinement 
and possible torture are not conducive to their health and well-being. DIA’s most 
urgent task is to send investigative teams to the prison sites and caves where indig- 
enous people have stated that live Americans were observed being held agaiiwt 
their will. I feel this may be our men’s last hope to ever see their ho^meland again. 
It is up to you, the newly formed Senate Select Committee, to BRING THEM 
HOME NOW 

STRANGE HAPPENINGS THAT PUZZLE ME 

1 The FBI claim they have no fingerprints for any of the men in the three POW 
photo. Yet, all three men have held high security clearances. It seems strange that 
the Los Angeles Hall of Records have a birth certificate of my two younger sons, but 
not one of my POW son, Larry Stevens. The same situation exists with hospital and 
DMV records. (See the Fingerprint Saga, attached.) 

2. DIA sends us a tape and written material in a foreign language. When we re- 
quest an English translation, DIA sanitizes all names and places in the returned 
English version, but leaves this data in the foreign copy. 

3. Instead of helping the family members, DIA forces us to prove time and time 
again that our men are alive, while DIA classifies all the records we need. 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 
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DIA claims that the pictures of the 3 men is a hoax and yet they cannot prove it. 
I received a 19-page report from Sandia Laboratories and their conclusions which 1 
would like to read to you. 

"I cannot prove that this photograph is a hoax, but I believe there is substantive 
evidence that rifles are being held. It doesn't make sense that POW's would have 
their picture taken holding weapons. This however is conjecture on my part. I have 
found no evidence that this photograph has been tampered with. I also have found 
no evidence that it is tamper free. I recommend a continued historical literature 
search to locate the original image.” Let me repeat part of the first line— "I cannot 
prove that this photo is a hoax." 

Regarding the purported picture of L/CDR Steven’s alone, Sandia Lab's state: “I 
cannot say whether or not the service record and purported images show the same 
man. The men in the two images do look somewhat alive, ^uence 1 on the video 
tape documents this. HoweVer, sequences 2 and 3 on the video tape show that an 
imposter can also be photographed to look somewhat like the service record and 
purjiorted images. The increas^ width in the purported image compared to the 
seivice record images of the test subject as a youth and as an adult. Age and weight 
gain did not increase the width. Finally, I am concerned about the technical founda- 
tion upon which Dr. Charney has made his identification.” 

Dr. Charney has j^itively identified my son’s picture two different times and I 
believe in his analysis one hundred percent, 

I have fought the fight all these years when our government should have brought 
my son, and all LIVE POW’s home and as full as pomible accounting of those who 

E erished. Last, they flew me out over the Ho Chi Minh Trail, Laos, and I left my 
eart and my son in that lonely and foreign land. 

At the very best what is going on here is gross incompetence starting with Carl 
Ford and leading to President Bush. 

At worst, there is an active government cover-up. 

Gentlemen, if there are any real men left in the leadership of this country, I call 
on you now to stop this pathetic charade and bring my son, Larry Stevens, home. 
Larry has managed to get his picture out. What more can he do? 

The Chairman. Let me hear from the members of the Robert- 
son/Lundy/Stevens— or let me hear from the Roberts and Lundy 
family here. 

STATEMENT OF SHELBY ROBERTSON QUAST, ROBERTSON 
FAMILY MEMBER 

Ms. Quast. Tm Shelby Robertson Quast. I’m here spaking on 
behalf of Col. John Robertson. What we’ve chosen to do is share my 
testimony with my sister, Deborah Robertson Bardsley, because she 
just recently returned from Hanoi, and has some interesting things 
to share with you. 

Tomorrow marks a year anniversary since I first got this photo- 
graph. And, in marking that anniversary, what I want to do is I 
want to set the record straight. There seems to be some confusion 
throughout the world. We continually hear that this photograph is 
a hoax. That it’s a fake. That people believe that we found this 
photograph in a Soviet magazine. 

’The Washington Post ran a story yesterday that, once again, it 
was in a Soviet magazine. It was a Soviet baker. Let me quote Carl 
Ford. Let me quote Colonel Cole. Let me quote Bob Sheetz, Susan 
Strednanski, the Defense Department press person. That picture 
has never bwn found in a Soviet magazine. 

I guess I’m asking for some help. We have said this so many 
times, yet 1 Continue to hear it’s been in a magazine. It’s simply 
people don’t want to hear that. And I would like to, for the record, 
set it straight. It has never been found to be a fake or a hoax, or 
ever found in a magazine. 

The Chairman. 'The picture of the threesome together? 
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Ms. Quasi. Absolutely. 

The Chairman. You are absolutely accurate. That is correct. It ^ 
has never been found in a Soviet magazine, and it has not yet been 
proven to be a hoax. And that is 

Ms. Quasi. Excuse me. If I could, I want to just ask one thing. 

Could you— I would prefer that you don’t say it hasn’t yet been 
found to be a hoax. 

' The Chairman. Well, what I am saying is that the DIA has 
found inconsistencies that they have cited, p 

Ms, Quasi. But what they have found and what they have re- 
ported to me 

'The Chairman. I was simply using the words that Gladys used 
that she read from them. That is all. 

Ms. Quasi. OK. Yeah. What’s been reported to us is the fact that i 

the sign has indeed possibly been altered or added. That’s not 
something that we want to say has not happened. ^ 

The Chairman. That is correct. No judgment has been made to 
the Committee's understanding. 

Senator Reid. I thought— in fact, I think I met this young man in 
an elevator. He was carrying around a picture of his father. He is a 
lot older than he looks, too. But, anyway, after I saw him I read 
that this came out of a Soviet magazine. Where did this come 
from? ^ 

The Chairman. 'There were several photographs that came out in 
one package, so to speak, from the same source. 

Ms. Quasi. Tm going to address that entire thing, actually. I’m 
going to address it in the testimony. If I could do that, I think I f 
will answer your question. Senator. [ 

The Chairman. Go right ahead. 

Ms. Quasi. I would like to just continue to set the record ^ ; 
straight, and it addresses that point. This photo came out from sev- 
eral sources. Not just one. 'The list includes foreign officials. It in- 
cludes a monk. It includes a shaman, a general, a teacher. A towel 
merchant happens to be included in that list. 

The photograph was first received in November, and that was 
through a Cambodian refugee. It was not in combination with the 
other four photographs. 'The second picture received from site two ^ 
by an American was also not in connection with those other four 
photographs. 

Admittedly, there might be somebody who got a hold of one of ; 

the copies of the photograph and is marketing it, but I want to be 
clear, this has come through several sources, and one of them was 
tied with the other four photographs. While I was in Cambodia I 
did see those four photographs. Only one of them had an altered ^ | 
date on it at that time, ^mething has been added since they came I 

out to Thailand and back to the United States. 

When we got this photograph in November and it was identified I 

as being my father, what we did was we decided to work backward ! 

and based on the photograph to see what evidence existed that may 
show that my father is alive. And 1 just want to tick off quickly 
what that evidence is. My father. Colonel Robertson, was a Vessey ^ 
discrepancy case, defined by Gen. Vessey yesterday as last known 
alive. 


'Two, a villager, a Vietnamese villager, stated he captured a 
bright-haired pilot in September 1966. Another man in the same 
§ province but from another village talked of capturing a dark-haired 
pilot. Only one plane went down in that province during the entire 
time of the war. 

The villager who stated he captured a bright-haired pilot took 
the pilot to his home and, while waiting for officials, had a conver- 
sation in English with this pilot. My father’s backseat pilot, Hugh 
Buchanan, who's dark-haired, said he never had a conversation in 
% English when he was captured before the officials came to pick him 
up. 

Senator Reid. Say that again. 

Ms. Quasi. There are two pilots in the plane. My father had 
blond hair. His backseat pilot, Hugh Buchanan, had dark hair. In 
one province there are two reports of two pilots being possibly cap- 
tured, one with bright hair, one with dark hair. And what I’m 
§ saying is that a villager who allegedly captured the one with bright 
hair said— had a different story of capture than Hugh Buchanan, 
who came home a returned POW, experienced. 

'There is one other discrepancy between the two captures. And 
that is, Hugh Buchanan was captured by somebody he felt would 
be in his forties right now, while the man who captured the bright- 
haired pilot was apparently in his 70’s. 

^ Congressman Pete Peterson testified under oath before the 

House Committee that he was interrogated with my father's LX), 
card and dog tags, both of which were in impeccable condition. 
There was an interrogation report in our file, and it describes the 
capture of a U.S. 

Senator Reid. I am sorry. Congressman Peterson was? 

Ms. Quasi. He was a POW. 

H Senator Reid. But you say he was interrogated. And what about 

the dog tags? 

Ms. Quasi. He was interrogated with my father’s dog tag and 
I.D. cards. He was pulled out and he was individually pull^ out 
and asked how he knew Colonel Robertson. And he was shown my 
father's I.D. tag and dog tags. At that time, he said they were in 
impeccable condition and he could only assume that the body or 
• person of my father was also in the same impeccable condition. He 
never did see my father, though. 

Hugh Buchanan never stated Robertson went down with his 
plane. He stated he did not know what happened. My father's com- 
manding officer felt that Colonel Robertson could have survived 
the crash and been taken prisoner. Successful experience ejecting 
from a burning aircraft was something that my father had before, 
f In Germany he did the same thing and was commended for that. 

He was a category two. His supposed remains that were returned 
were actually found to be an animal bone and a rock. The remains 
of Colonel Robertson have never been returned to the United 
States or identified in Southeast Asia. 

In August 1990, DIA received a live-sighting report on my father. 
In October 1990, they received a photograph with my father’s name 
f on the back, as well as Lt. Cdr. Stevens, as well as fingerprints. 
The photograph was positively identified by the family. 
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I traveled to Cambodia with that and spoke with the man who [ 

said that he had been a guard at my father’s prison and had alleg- j 

edly spoken with my father. DIA received over eight live-sighting f r 

reports stating that my father was seen somewhere in—throughout 
Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam. 

And my sister also traveled to Hanoi and spoke with the person 
that felt the person he captured could have been my father. 

This is all proof that goes to substantiate why he could be alive, 

The only thing that could possibly substantiate his death is a vil- 
lager report that said he disintegrated in the aircraft. Yet, my fa- 
ther’s file is one of the Vessey 57 discrepancy cases where fate has 
been determined. There’s a lot of evidence to suggest my father 
could still be alive, but they still closed the case. 

I want this case to be returned back to an active discrepancy | 

case, or I’d prefer that the Committee take a look at the file and 
see if there is indeed evidence to have found fate determined in 
that case. ^ 

The reason that this concerns me as much as it does is the em- 
phasis on the road map— that the road map places on resolving dis- 
crepancy cases. It states that the Vietnamese need to cooperate | 

fully to resolve the discrepancy cases, provide witnesses to resolve 
these cases. However, what I was hearing the last 2 days from vari- 
ous people testifying is if we ever receive a live American from 
Vietnam we will never normalize. ^ 

I'm just asking what the message is we’re sending, because I’m ^’j 
confusw. It sounds like we’re saying, if you ever return a live j 

American we’ll never normalize with you. But i£you want to nor- [ 

malize, we have to resolve the discrepancy cases. And I’m just [ 

hoping the Committee can clarify that for me. 

The third part I just want to touch upon is quickly to address the 
access to information. I have been promised at a very high policy 
level access to my father’s file, but denied access by those people • 
that have testifi^ before this Committee when I went to see the 
file. I’m asking what is the jwlicy and who actually runs the show 
for the POW poliCT. 

We’ve been told that families have access to all information in 
the files. In our case, that’s simply not true. There is another pho- 
tograph that’s not the same. We saw that at the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency, and we simply have not been able to see the report ♦ 
that that photograph came in with. 'There is an October 18 report 
that was sent to the Stevens family about Robertson, yet we’ve not 
received it. 

There’s also another— the analyses of the photo we have not re- 
ceived. The reason I’m bringing that up is our casualty officer went 
into the Defense Intelligence Agency this morning, compared notes, [ 

and gave us a report from 1988, but those three are still missing. # | 
What I’m saying is I don’t believe the family is indeed getting all 
the information. 

The last point I just want to touch upon is I’ve spoken to people 
in the DIA POW office. This person is in a position to know. I feel 
that what they told me was when Mike Peck was in office— I just 
want to state this for the record— that there was more excitement 
and more interest toward the live POW issue during Colonel Peck’s # 
tour than at any other time, either prior or after his tour. 
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Mike Peck stepped outside of Pentagon policy when he let me 
talk to a source and actually get this photograph. And he did some- 
thing that was extremely decent. When he walked out of the Pen- 
tagon with me that day he knew he had just kissed his career good- 
bye. I just want to say I hope that we can look at the policy that 
enables people to keep this secrecy and not let that happen again. 
[The prepared statement of Ms. Quast follows:] 

Prepared Statement op Shelby Robertson Quast 

I am the daughter of Col. John Leighton Robertson, POW. I will testify on behalf 
of the Robertson family. I want to state for the record that the Robertson/Lundy/ 
Stevens photo has never been found to be a fake or a hoax. It has never been found 
in a Soviet magazine. 

I will present compelling evidence that Col. John Leighton Robertson could still 
be alive and in captivity. % father is currently included in the 57 Vessey Discrep- 
ancy cases where rate has bwn determined. There was no basis for this decision. My 
father’s case should be taken out of this category and put back into the active dis- 
crepancy cases. I have requested that this be done numerous time and I am hoping 
that the Select Committee will feel compelled to help me. 

I would also like to discuss the emphasis the State Department’s places on resolv- 
ing the discrepancy cases in the road map for normalization with Vietnam. It ap- 
pears that the Vietnamese may be pressured into resolving these cases even when 
there is not credible evidence to do so. My father’s case is a strong example of this. 

There seems to be a neat deal of confusion surrounding who actually runs the 
show regarding the POW issue. It seems that DlA’s special office for POW’s can 
override decisions and policies made at a much higher level. DlA’s special office for 
POW's has not provided the Air Force casualty officers or the family with all the 
reports they have received despite repeated requests, and they continued to deny 
access to analyses that have of the Robertson/Lundy/Stevens photo. 

Why is policy still in place that enables the POW issue to be surrounded in a 
shroud of secrecy? 

There are a lot of questions surrounding the POW issue and I am asking that^ou 
help US get to the truth. It may be difficult to navigate around the policies and eco- 
nomic pressures to normalize but it is our responsibility to get to the truth regard- 
ing our POW's, mine as a daughter and yours as Members of the Select Committee 
on POW/MIA affairs. My father deserves at least that much. 

There is compelling evidence that Col. John Leighton Robertson could still be 
alive and in captivity from the Vietnam war. 

Vietnamese villager stated that in September 1966 he captured a pilot with 
"bright hair’’ while a man from another village within the district talked of captur- 
ing a pilot with dark hair. Colonel Robertson had blond hair while his back seat 
pilot had dark hair. The villager felt he recognized a photo of John Leighton Robert- 
son as the "bright haired’’ pilot he captur^ September 16, 1966. (D^umented on 
October 1991 trip to Hanoi. Film footage available upon request from Deborah Rob- 
ertson Bardsley.) 

Villager stated that after capture of “bright haired" pilot, he walked him to his 
home; while waiting for officials a college student came and had a conversation in 
English with the "bright haired” pilot. Hugh Buchanan did not speak to anybody 
who spoke English while waiting for officials. 

Could it be that two pilots were indeed captured September 16, 1966 and that the 
student that spoke with the bright haired pilot was one of the students from the 
Super phosphate plant sighted in the attached CIA document. The pilots taken to 
this plant were reportedly handed over to the Soviets and Chinese. Is it possible 
that Colonel Robertson went into a separate prison system from the initial point of 
caj^ure— and that records may have bnn altered from the tanning. 

The villager who captured the dark haired pilot is now in his forties, Hugh Bu- 
chanan stated that the villager who captured him in 1966 was in his twenties. The 
villager who captured the "bright haired" pilot is now in his seventies. 

Vietnamese official stated he knew of the villager that captured Colonel Robert- 
son. 

Interrogation report No. 503>68 included in Colonel Robertson’s file, provides in- 
formation concerning the observation and description of a U.S. pilot downed over 
BAG Giang Province, NVN. The description of a blond haired pilot in his forties 
could match that of Colonel Robertson, but not Hugh Buchanan. Hugh Buchanan 
was 21 and Colonel Robertson was 36 in 1966. 
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According to district ofllcials in Vietnam, only one plane crashed in this province 
during the entire period of the war. Two individual pilots appear to have been cap- 
tured in this province September 16, 1966, not just one. 

Congressman Pete Peterson, former POW, testified July 31. 1991 under oath 
before the House Subcommittee on POW’s that he was interrogated with an ID card 
and dog tags, both in impeccable condition, belonging to Colonel Robertson. 

How did the Vietnamese get the ID card and dog tags of Colonel Robertson? If 
Colonel Robertson went down with a fiery aircraft, how did his ID card and dog tags 
survive the crash without damage? How did the Viknamese know that Colonel Rob- 
ertson knew Pete Peterson. They were not in the same squadron, but know each 
other prior to Vietnam. Is it because Colonel Robertson questioned his captors about 
the fate of Pete Peterson who had been shot down 6 days earlier? 

Lt. Hugh Buchanan never saw Colonel Robertson after Lieutenant Buchanan 
ejected. Hugh Buchanan never stated that Colonel Robertson went down with the 
plane. Hugh Buchanan is available for comment. 

Colonel Robertson’s commanding officer felt that Colonel Robertson could have 
certainly survived the crash and bkn taken prisoner. He extended his MIA status 
beyond the 12 month reevaluation period. 

Colonel Robertson had experience successfully ejecting as a pilot is less than ideal 
circumstances. In 1956, while stationed in Sembach Germany, his plane blew up in 
the landing pa^m. He safely ejected from his aircraft at less than 300 feet above 
the ground, he was awarded caterpillar wings for a successful fqrced ejection below 
300 feet. Colonel Robertson was continuously evaluated as being level headed, even 
when under extreme pressure. 

Colonel Robertson was classified in category 2— a status reserved for men about 
whom the U.S. government had suspicion that the enemy had further knowledge. 

Colonel Robertson was listed as one of the 119 Vessey discrepancy cases. A U.S. 
team traveled to Vietnam to “resolve” the discrepancy case. 

March 1990 JCRC investigation of case 0459 (John Robertson). Team spoke with 
villagers that had several contradictory stories. The team chief stated that the vil- 
lagers were nervous and hesitant to provide any^ information regarding this case. 
The U.S. Hanoi office recently stated, that they suspected the villagers bad been 
coached as to what to say. Not one of the villagers saw a dead body, yet “alleged" 
remams were turned over to the U.S. “ 

April 1990, the Vietnamese returned the above mentioned "alleged remains of 
Col. John Leighton Robertson. Upon investigation of Box 2 with the name John L. 
Robertson attached, received during the April 10, 1990 repatriation, CILHI found 
the skeletal material consisted of three bone fragments, all of them from a large 
mammal the size of a horse or cow. In addition there was a piece of non-bone mate- 
rial, possibly a rock. No remains were received in this repatriation that can be iden- 
tified as Robertson. No remains identified as John Leighton Robertson have ever 
been returned to the U.S. or identified in Vietnam. 

Vessey discrepancy case of Colonel Robertson became one of the 57 Vessey dis- 
crepancy cases where fate had been determined, this determination was agre^ on 
by the Interagency Committee. Vietnam states at every opportunity that this case 
has been resolved. Resolution of the Vessey Discrepancy cases is an integral part of 
the State Department’s roadmap for normalization with Vietnam. Vietnam may be 
under pressure to resolve discrepancy cases even when they do not have any evi- 
dence to accurately or truthfully do so, the Interagency Group, DIA and JCRC did 
not question this flagrant lack of evidence, but agreed with the inaccurate analysis. 
Why? Is it possible that the groundless analysis used to "resolve” the case of (Lio- 
nel Robertson was a calculate effort to further the normalization effort? 

August 1990 DIA received live^ighting report of Col. John Robertson and LCR. 
Larry Stevens. 

October 1990. DIA received faxed copy of photo and another live-sighting report of 
Colonel Robertson and LCR. Stevens. The photo had the names of these two individ- 
uals written on the back. This photograph was accompanied by finger and palm 
prints allegedly of Col. John Rotertson. However, the finger prints of John Robert- 
son, Albro Lundy and Larry Stevens are missing from ALL U.S. government files. 
No comparison can be made to the finger prints received. Where are the finger 
prints? Why were they removed from the files of each of the men pictured in the 
photograph? 

The l^bertson family positively identified the photo as being that of Col John 
Leighton Robertson. 

Shelby Robertson Ouast traveled to Cambodia and spoke with a man who claimed 
to have been a guard at a Vietnamese prison camp where (Colonel Robertson was 
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held, He claimed to have spoken directly with Colonel Robertson and identified him 
as .the man on left of the photo. 

DIA has received over seven live-sighting reports of Colonel Robertson, of which I 
am aware. DIA had knowledge of the person who allegedly took the photo and 
where the photo was taken. Copies of these reports are available on request. The 
location of the place of captivity was independently reported to us by a retired NSA 
crypto linguist, prior to receipt of the first hand report that DIA has in its posses- 
sion (DIA denied to Shelby Quast ever having this infoririation). This report avail- 
able upon request. 

October 1991. During trip to Hanoi, Deborah Robertson Bardsley spoke with vil- 
lager who claimed to have captured "bright haired’’ pilot that he identified as likely 
being Robertson. 

Independent analysis of the Robertson /Lundy /Stevens photo and a photo of Colo- 
nel Robertson taken prior to September 16, 1966, finds identifying matching points 
of (Lionel Robertson and the person pictured on the left in the Robertson/Lundy/ 
Stevens photo identified as Colonel Robertson. This analysis includes an identifying 
mark that has increased substantially in size when compared to photos taken prior 
to September 16, 1966. This shows that aging has occurred. Presentation of identifi- 
cation analysis and video footage available upon request. 

The above evidence as to wh^ Col. John Leighton Robertson could still be alive 
and in captivity is very compelling; yet Colonel Robertson is still listed as one of the 
57 discrepancy cases where fate has been determined. The only evidence to support 
this finding of fate is the contradictory statements of Vietnamese villagers. 

Shelby Robertson Quast has requested numerous times that the analysis used to 
determine the fate of Colonel Robertson be reviewed. The case of Colonel Robertson 
should be returned to its original discrepancy status; there is absolutely no evidence 
to support the analysis that led to the determination of fate; while, to the contrary, 
there is information to support the fact that he may be alive. 

State Department's Road Map for Normauzation 

Phase I of the State Department’s road map for Normalization with Vietnam. 

After the signing of the Paris Agreement for a Cambodian political settlement 
Vietnam must: 

— cooperate fully to resolve quickly the remaining unresolved "last known 
alive’ discrepancy cases through unilateral efforts, to include providing the 
necessary witnesses and historical records to facilitate joint investigations. 

The signing of the Paris Agreement took place October 23, 1991. 

It appears that the State Department and the Administration are pressuring Viet- 
nam to resolve the remaining unresolved discrepancy cases; to provide witnesses 
and historical information that will effectively close the case. No where in the road 
map is there a demand for live Americans. 

Criteria to be a Vessey 1 & 2 discrepancy case: high knowledge ability of Commu- 
nist governments, included are the last known alive on the ground cases. 

This appears to be exactly what took place with the case of Col. Robertson. He 
last listed one of the 119 Vessey discrepancy cases, the Vietnamese provided the 
"necessary" witnesses to resolve the case. The contradictory statements of these wit- 
nesses was accepted to quickly resolve the discrepancy case. Thus complying with 
the State Departments criteria for normalization. While the evidence that compels 
one to believe that Col. Robertson could be alive was not even followed up. 

Why did the Inter Agency Committee, made up of the State Department, the De- 
partment of Defense, National Security Council and National Lea^e of Families 
that fate had been determined when no credible information had been presented. 

The Vietnamese have officially stated on numerous occasions that they would like 
the names of the individuals providing information of live American POW’s so they 
can be punished. Why does the U.S. government provide raw data of live sighting 
and complete with names and locations to the Vietnamese government, when the 
families can’t see this information. Why doesn't DIA attempt to speak with these 
individuals instead of giving the names to the Vietnamese so they can be punished? 

WHO IS RUNNING THE SHOW 

Shelby Robertson ^ast requested to debrief her trip to Cambodia with the person 
she traveled with to DIA’s special office for POW’s. She was refused because policy 
did not allow family members to debrief with nonfamily members. It was prohibited 
by policy. DIA refused to review the policy despite numerous requests by the family 
and the Air Force. 
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Shelby Robertson Quest requested to see the 22 pages of information regarding 
the Robertson/Lundy/Stevens photo referred to in DIA's 7 page analysis. Carl Ford 
assured access to this information to both Albro Lundy arid Shelby Quest. When 
Shelby Quest attempted to see this information she was denied access by DIA. How 
is it that DIA’s special office for POW Affairs can override a decision made by Carl 
Ford. . 

Shelby Quast submitted a list of questions regarding the Robertspn/Lundy/Ste- 
vens photo to Carl Ford’s office July 21, 1991. She was informed on July 22, 1991 
that the questions had been answer^ by Carl Ford's office; but they had been sent 
down to the DIA special office for POW Affairs. Shelby Quast has never received a 
response to these questions despite numerous requests. Why does the DIA special 
office for POW Affairs approve questions answered by acting Assistance Secretary 
of Defense? Who is running the show? 

Shelby Robertson Quast requested through the FOIA to see all versions of the 
Robertson/Lundy/Stevens photograph. At a meeting with Bob Sheetz and Chuck 
Trowbridge of the DIA special office for POW’s, she was informed that there was 
only one version of the photograph. Yet when Chuck Trowbridge showed Albro 
Lundy and Shelby Quast copies of the photo, there were clearlv two separate ver- 
sions of the photo. One, the highly publicized version, and the other showing a great 
deal more of the bodies of the men in the photo. How many other pictures of these 
three men exist. When Shelby Quast contacted the Air Force Case officer regarding 
the other photo, she was informed that the AF had never received that information 
from DIA^s spe^ office for POW’s. Is DIAs sp^ial for POW Affhirs picking and 
choosing what information l^ey share with the military and the family? 

Shelby Quast requested to see the original of the above mentioned photo. She 
scheduled an appointment with Chuck Trowbridge to see the original photo along 
with the source of information and report. She confirmed her appointment with 
DIA; yet when she arrived at DIA the photo had allegedly been sent to the lab and 
Mr. Trowbridge did not have the accompanying report handy. Shelby Quast has 
called DIA several times since to see the original photo; she has been told each time 
that it is not available. 

Shelby Robertson^Quast had requested to see her father’s file. She was told that 
policy prohibited access to th_e file and was referred to Carl Ford.- Carl Ford stated 
that she could have access to Col. Robertson’s file; however when she made the ap- 
pointment, confirmed her intentions with Carl Foil’s ofilce and Col. Jordon’s office, 
she was denied access to Col. Robertson’s file by Chuck Trowbridge of DIA’s special 
office for POW Affairs. Shelby Quast was simply informed that Carl Ford miss 
spoke. Who actually sets the liolic^, why can Chuck Trowbridge override a change 
in policv made by Carl Ford. \^o is accountable? 

'The family of Col. Robertson has been continually told that they have all the in- 
formation in the file. However, it is a fact that they do mot. The fact that another 
photo exists along with an accompanying source re^rt that neither the family nor 
the Air Force is proof that there is information in Col. Robertson’s DIA file 
about which the family has not been informed. Why is POLICY being used to enable 
DIA to keep information from the Robertson family and the Air Force regarding 
Col. Robertson? 

Why does the DIA give the families and the Air Force sanitized live-sighting re- 
ports, whey the forwari raw data including source names and locations to Vietnam? 

At a meeting with Bob Sheetz and Chuck Trowbridge, Shelby Quast and Albro 
Lundy were informed that DIA did not have anv information regaining the person 
who purportedly took the photomph; yet Shelby Quast has a live-sighting report 
that BtatM otherwise. Vfhy was Utis information denied? 

Despite numerous requests, Shelbv Quast has never received any information re- 
ffiutling alleged follow up of any of the 22 live^ighting reports mentioned in the 
DiA 7 pajre analysis. No one in the U.S. Hanoi office has b^n tasked to follow up 
on any of the live^ighting reports on Robertson, Lundy or Stevens. They have not 
even seen these reports, b anyone at DIA or DOD actively following up on any of 
the live sightings? If so, why is the family bein^ denied the information? 

Despite numerous requests in person, in writing and through FOIA, Shelly Rob- 
ertson Quast has never received any of the analyses or photo overlays of the Robert- 
son/Lundy/Stevens photograph that DIA mentioned in its 7 page analysis. Why is 
the family denied access to the photo analyses? 

Why is the U5. government allowed to stand behind a policy that enables them 
to deny access to information regarding POW’s; when the war has been over for 18 
years. 

Why can Chuck Trowbridge override a policy decision made by Carl Ford? Who is 
accountadile? When Shelby Quast questioned how Carl Ford could assure her access 
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to her father’s file on one day and the next day she could be denied access, she was 
simply informed that Carl Ford miss spoke. 

Senator Smith, I just want to interrupt for one quick question, 
Shelby. 

Did you get any official explanation on the Pho To photo? Did 
you get any official explanation as to what that means? 

Ms. Quast. No, I’ve never seen anything official. 

Senator Smith. Are you aware that there is? 

Ms. Quast. Well, not from the Defense Intelligence Agency. 

Senator Smith. Did you, from the Defense Intelligence Agency? 

Ms. Quasi. No, we received one from a retired intelligence 

Senator Smith. What did you get on that? 

Ms. Quasi. He was able to decipher it as being a particular loca- 
tion. 

Senator Smith. Just for the record it is. 'There is a village in 
Hanoi on the road from Son Tay to Vinh Yen called Pho To. I have 
not even— and I just want to say for the record that I have had a 
number of discussions with Government officials on that point on 
that photo. I Was not told that but I did find it out on my own by 
simply looking at a map, which I should have done in the first 
place. But again, it is interesting how you have to elicit informa- 
tion. 

I just wanted to ask one other question and we will get right 
back to you. 

Just for the record here, when did you and how did you find out 
about this photograph? 

Ms. Quast. I first found out that there was a live-sighting report 
from the Stevens family, because my father was mentioned in a 
report Sent to them. And I called DIA and went in the next morn- 
ing. This was November 8 I found out; went in the morning of No- 
vember 9. And while we were there they said, well, we’ve received 
a faxed copy of a photograph that is allegedly your father and Lt. 
Corodr. Lairy Stevens. 'Hie names were written on the back. 

'The next morning I went in and asked to please speak with that 
source. I had found out from an analyst, Warren Gray, that the 
source, the Cambodian source in California, had befih trying to give 
them the photo. He did not want to send it through the mail, but 
felt there was an extremely tight time constraint and had asked 
DIA to please come and get it or bring him out. V^atever they 
wanted to do, he wanted to pass this information on and get in 
touch with the families. 

At that point Colonel Peck let me talk to the source, and I flew 
to California myself and picked up the photograph. 

Senator Smith. Were you told that the photo had been in the 
agency for a while? 

Ms. Quast. I’ve a heard a lot of different things. I’ve heard that, 
yes, they've seen it since last July; then I heard no, it was only 
faxed in. I’m not exactly certain when they first saw the photo- 
graph. 

Senator Smith. I apologize for interrupting, please go ahead. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, one thing I do not understand is 
where Mrs. Quast, where you live? 

Ms. Quast. I live in Vienna, VA. 
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Senator Reid. So you live in Vienna. And Mrs. Fleckenstein, 
where do you live? 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. I live in Big Bear Lake, CA. 

I would like to add, if 1 may, just one little thing here on what 
she said about getting this information through Colonel Peck. All 
of what she was talking about, all of this was accomplished in well 
under 72 hours from the time news of the sighting report was first 
received by the families on November 8. 

Yet, in a later letter dated November 10, 1990, 1 month later, 
deputy chief Trowbridge states DIA is still trying to interview the 
same source, and that source told Shelby that he had been trying 
to get hold of the family for 6 months and hadn’t been able to— or 
allowed to. 

STATEMENT OF DEBORAH ROBERTSON BARDSLEY, ROBERTSON 
FAMILY MEMBER 

Ms. Bardsley. I’ll just take a moment. I am disappointed that 
some of the Senators are missing. I recently returned from Hanoi, 
just 14 days ago, and it was actually due to a suggestion on the 
part of Senator Kerry. He called me when he returned from his 
trip and said that he thought it would be very enlightening for me 
to go over there myself. When I received an offer from Scottish Tel- 
evision that they were making a documentary on the POW issue 
and would like to extend an invitation to me to go to Hanoi and 
just document what it was that I could find out over there, I was 
very happy to take them up on that invitation. 

I found out several things I never realized. That I was the first 
family member to^actuallyrin Bangkok, go to site 2, which is a ref- 
ugee site of about 192,000 refugees, where a lot of the live-sighting 
reports on POW’s come from. I was the first family member, I un- 
derstand, to visit Stony Beach and JCRC in Bangkok at the Ameri- 
can Embassy. I understand that I was the first family member to 
go to the American Hanoi Office. I was the first family member to 
go to Son Tay Prison. I was the first family member to meet with 
Mr. Dich, the head of the Vietnamese MIA office, Mr. La Bong, the 
deputy director of the Department of Americas, Mr. Le Mai, the 
vice minister of the Department of Americas, Mr. Nguyen Co 
Thach and Mr. Kiet, the Prime Minister. 

There are a lot of things I would like to talk about, however. 
Senator Kerry’s aide told me that if I would like to talk about my 
trip I’d have to fit it into the 5 minutes allotted to my family to 
speak on my father’s case, so I will just make myself available for 
any questions. However 

Senator Smith. Any information you have you may provide for 
the record, and you may take a little more time if you wish. 

Ms. Bardsley. Thank you vei 7 much. 

A couple of things. As I think everybody has heard discussed 
here in the past few days, family members do not have access to 
source names or locations on sighting reports. When I was meeting 
with some of the Vietnamese officials they said to me, next time 
you come to Vietnam, why don’t you bring us the names of the 
people who have told you these terrible things about these hoaxes. 
They provided me with a newspaper artjcle from the Washington 
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Post in case I didn’t know that our picture was a hoax. They said 
next time you come you bring the sources that have told you these 
terrible things and we will punish them. 

As a matter of fact it was interesting, and reminded me that on 
July 26 the Vietnamese released a press release that said— it was 
regarding the Robertson-Lundy-Stevens picture. They felt— really, I 
guess, in shorthand that the picture was a fake and the guys were 
dead. That whoever had provided this photo deserves severe pun- 
ishment. 

Now, the day after this was put together, and actually the day 
that it was released, I understand that an American official was in 
Vietnam to speak to them about the picture, and Mr. Dich of the 
MIA office in Vietnam gave me some information that was given to 
him by this official. 

I’ll tell you I was really quite shocked and surprised to find that 
a Vietnamese official was giving me source names that were in- 
volved with the picture. I simply couldn’t believe my eyes, frankly, 
especially, considering that he had just told me that they would 
punish these sources. And to find out that an American official had 
given classified information— after the past few days I’ve heard 
that is simply not policy for us to do that. 

Senator Smith. May I clarify? I want a clarification. The Viet- 
namese gave to you a list of sources that were provided them by 
American officials? 

Ms. Bardsley. Yes. 

Senator Smith. Sources of collecting data? 

Ms. Bardsley. Yes, names and locations, even, I see, of a govern- 
ment official in the Cambodian ministry whu’s involved" in the Rob- 
ertson-Lundy-Stevens picture. 

Senator Smith. So one of the sources listed was an official in the 
Cambodian ministry, and that source was provided to the Vietnam- 
ese? 

Ms. Bardsley. Yes, it was. 

Senator Reid. How long were you in Vietnam? 

Ms. Bardsley. I was in Vietnam for 5 days, and I feel like in my 
5 days that I was in Vietnam I found out more about my father’s 
case than I’ve learned from the Government in 25 years. 

Senator Smith. Would you submit for the record that list of 
sources? Would you be willing to do that, and who provided that 
list to you, or a copy thereof? 

Ms. Bardsley. Yes, as I said, in fact I hope that what I’m saying 
is now being provided for the record. And I don’t know, I tell you. I 
hesitate because if this is classified information I don’t know that 
it is legal for me to turn it over to you now. I’m serious. I do have a 
copy here, and I can let you look at it, I guess. If an aide would like 
to take it up — 

Senator Smith. Oh, so it would not be classified. 

Mr. Lundy. This is classified information. This information is not 
provided to any of the family members 

Ms. Bardsley. Or Senators or Congressmen. 

Mr. Lundy. A high-ranking member of our State Department 
gave this list to the Vietnamese. 

Ms. Bardsley. Also, along with this list, once again to my sur- 
prise, I do realize that some of the sighting reports in regards to 
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the Robertson-Lundy-Stevens picture are classified, and that we 
family members cannot see this information. So I was once again 
very surprised that a Vietnamese official gave me a classified sight- 
ing report that lists the location of the camp that these men were 
allegedly held in, the name of the general who runs the camp, and 
the name of the man who took this picture, and described that it 
was taken in front of a specific kind of trees. 

My sister, Shelby, right before I left to go to Hanoi, implored the 
Defense Intelligence Agency to please let her look at the files, 
asked if there had ever been a report made that had to do with any 
person that may have been involved with taking this picture, and 
was told at that time that no such report existed. 

Now, this is one of the really quite surprising things that I found 
out on my 5-dav trip to Hanoi. Once again I would be happy to 
answer any further questions. 

Senator Smith. All right, I think that 

Ms. Bardsley. Excuse me, if I could add one thing. I was very 
interested to hear that one of the sources on this list. Colonel Cole 
testified yesterday, is now missing and unable to be found in con- 
nection with the picture. And, I’ll tell you. I'm concerned that a list 
of sources is given to the Vietnamese when they say they want to 
punish sources, and then I hear from Colonel Cole that one is actu- 
ally missing. I have some questions and concerns about this. 

Senator Smith. We have some questions about it, too, and we will 
take those up, I assure you, with the officials involved. 

Mr. Lundy, I think you are the last witness in the group, and so 
why do you not proceed for ^ few minutes, and then we will try to 
take some questions. 

Mrs. Fleckenstein. Can I just add one thing? Judge Gayden just 
gave me this note. He said that I should mention the fact that 
there is a hair root sample of my son also, and all of my family has 
sent hair over there to be analyzed. 

^nator Smith. Your comment there made me think of some- 


fiiing, and now I apologize—we will get right to you in a second, 
now many people here in the room are either current military or 
former military — members of the military — just raise your hand? 

[Show of hands.] 

^nator Smith. If you were fingerprinted when you went in the 
military, would you put your hand down? 

Phow of no hands.] 

Senator Smith. There is not a hand remaining, let the record 
show. I am absolutely amazed that whether these fingerprints that 
are being presented to us in the name of a prisoner or allegedly 
pr^ner— are accurate remains to be seen, but I am absolutely 
ilabMrgasted that we cannot find fingerprints on record anywhere 
in the service record of military personnel. The first thing that 
happened to me when I went in was I was fingerprinted, and ap- 
parently everybody else here was too. 

So I am just going to put all officials in control of these on notice 
that I intend to know why, in the case of all of the live-sighting 
reports, and all of the individuals involved in those reports, why we 
do not have fingerprints in the service jackets of those individuals. 
And if you do not know why you better start looking because 1 
want to know why. [Applause.] 
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Mrs. Fleckenstein. Senator Smith, that isn’t all of it either, be- 
cause I— when I was looking to get fingerprints I went to the Hall 
• I • of Records in downtovm Los Angeles. They had no birth certificate 
on my son, but they have on the other two of my sons. I went to 
Sacramento; they have no birth certificate on my son. DMV, the 
hospital records, there are no fingerprints to be had anywhere. 

Senator Smith. I do not understand that, but we will find out 
about it. 

Al, go ahead. 

# Mrs. Fleckenstein. Thank you very much. 

STATEMENT OF ALBRO L. LUNDY III 

Mr. Lundy. Thank you for allowing me to speak on this. I again 
want to stress for the record, Senator Reid and I had a nice conver- 
sation in an elevator about this particular photograph and about 
my father. I have asked one photo analysis that we’ve done to be 

• passed around to the Senators. It’s a simple photo overlay. It’s done 
on acetate, and if you take a look at it-you just lift the acetate 
up— one of the photos is my father as a younger man and then the 
other photo is the copy of the photo drawn out. You see that it 
matches perfectly. AU the features are the same, the head shape is 
the same, everyth!^ with regard to the photo is exact. That’s a 
very simple analysis, something that could have been done very 

• easily, I think by the Government immediately, but has never been 
done, or at least has never been provided to us. 

_ I'm going to start out teU^ iiout the Lundy family a little bit, 
and about Mao. Albro Lundy Because I think he is the reason and 
those men'are the reason that we are here. My father, still serving 
in Vietnam right now, went over in 1970, a highly decorated indi- 
vidual, I’ve put in the record. But we were told he was killed 

• Christmas Eve, 1970. The Government told us that, and my 
family— 6 children ages 12 to 9 months old, and my mother accept- 
ed that and it was brutal. I almost lost my mother at the same 
time I lost my father because of the closeness of that relationship. 

But my mother worked very hard to get over it. She went to law 
school. Myself and my older sister worked very hard helping raise 
the children. 

# We never thought twice about my father being alive. 'There were 
rome mysteries with regard to the circumstances of his accident- 
incident. We didn’t have those cleared up for us, but we never 
thought twice. To us he was dead. It was very difficult to get to, 
but to us he was dead. 

I was approached by an individual named Scott Barnes in 1981, 1 
guess. Scott Barnes said that he had been in the embassy, in the 

# CIA, in Thailand— -Bangkok, Thailand— the CIA portion of the em- 
bassy. And he had seen an individual file, a secret file, a top-secret 
file given to him by Colonel Mather— Paul Mather, who I think, in- 
terestingly enough, has been rehired by the DIA. And that Colonel 
Mather said here's someone we’ve had reports about. He might be 
alive. Now this is CIA information by the way. 

Our family— and I brought this man— I met him by coincidence 
% in church. My name is Albro Lundy and my father’s name is Albro 
Lundy, and he had seen a visitors’ roster and approached me. He 
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said I would like to tell you about the information. He had infor- 
rriatiori about my father’s case that I didn't have with regard to the 
circumstances of the accident, the individual area where he went ^ 
down, things that the family hadn’t been provided. He said your 
father may be alive. 

We said, thank you very much. We think you are very well in- 
tentioned, but we know you're wrong. My father is dead. And we 
sent Scott Barnes on his way. Scott Barnes never again contacted 
me until this photo came out. 

In 1985, I finished law school and 1 said, you know, I wonder 0 
about the mysteries. The mysteries were my father’s parachute 
opened, but they said there was no one in it. I didn’t understand 
how a parachute could deploy without any weight in the para- 
chute. There had to be somebody there and I've spoken to para- 
chute experts about it. They say you’ve got to have some weight on 
a parachute for it to deploy. 

So I wanted to talk to the witnesses. I figured there were wit- ^ 
nesses to my father's incident. There's no way they could call him 
killed in action, body not recovered, unle^ they had some wit- 
nesses. 

So I wrote a FOIA, and I want to direct your attention to this 
blow-up here. You have it attached in the bound copy of my state- 
ment. So if you cannot read it, but the part that is highlighted says 
specifically, this is all the information in the file, there were no # 
witnesses to this incident. Then down at the bottom, I just want to 
highlight there, it says, sensitive to the people. That is from the 
Air Force, that is the DOD, that is my contact. There were no wit- 
nesses and Albro Lundy, just graduated from law school, said this 
is the official Government response to me, and I didn't look any 
further. I believe there are no witnesses. 

I’m a family of military background. We believe our Govern- ^ 
ment. We know our Government. We trust our Government. My 
father was the ultimate patriot. I didn’t look any further. There 
were no witnesses. 

Judge Gayden sent me a letter, Easter of this year. He says, I 
have information about your father, who might be alive. I say to 
myself, another one, my father is dead. But I call him up because 
this time I am interested; I want to follow up the leads, and he has ^ 
got basically information which I did not think could come from 
just anybody about my father. 

He has got my father’s Social Security number, he has got my 
father’s birth date, he has got his correct rank, and he has got his 
correct name, Albro Lundy, which is as unique as his Social Securi- 
ty number. And besides, he is dead. 

I said, where is this information coming from and why would ^ 
somebody bring information about Albro Lundy out; he is dead. No 
one would be so stupid as to try and pull a hoax; he is dead. I had 
better follow this up a little more. B^use I could not understand 
where that information came from. So I start writing. 

Actually what happened is, a little while after that, my mother 
got information from the government, the same, very same infor- 
mation that Judge Gayden had sent to us in a TWX. In that TWX ^ 
it had a cover letter, and Chuck Trowbridge was the person that 


had written the cover letter. He said, disregard this information; it 
really is nothing but a dogtag report. 

9 My mother did not look any further. She took that and threw it 

in the trash. My father is dead. She threw it in the trash. I said. 
Mother, I would really have liked to have seen that. I had to get 
my own copy.T called up and got a copy, and I read through it 
again, and I said, well, dogtags do not have birth dates on it. 
Chuck, how could that be? ^y did you call this a dogtag report? 

Chuck has not responded to me as far as that is concerned. 

9 Senator Reid. Who is Chuck? 

Mr. Lundy. Chuck Trowbridge. I am sorry to be so familiar. He 
testified here earlier. I said, well, I am going to read the report 
itself, because it was basically a letter purportedly written for my 
father with this information. I did not believe much of the informa- 
tion on it. But I did not know where that correct information had 
come from, and that was very unusual to me. 

# And I saw something at the bottom of the letter that amazed me. 
It said thumbprints. Now, I did not get the original; I got a tran- 
scription. But it said thumbprints. 

Senator Reid. Is this from the judge? 

Mr. Lundy. No, this is from the DIA. And nowhere in the cover 
letter that said disregard this did it mention these thumbprints. 
Nowhere. And so I called up and I said, there is thumbprints in the 

# original; have you checked? Have you checked my father’s thumb- 
prints? I think we can get rid of this right now. 

Because to be honest with you, I did not tell my mother anything_ 
about the investigation I was doing. I opened the case as a case in- 
my law office, and I was going to disprove it because my father was 
dead; this was a hoax. I spent literally thousands and maybe tens 
of thousands of dollars worth of man-hours trying to disprove this 

# case. 

I did not want to bring it back into the family. My father was 
dead, and I knew what this would do to our family if I brought it 
up again. Three and a half months worth of investigation before I 
told anybody in our family about this. 

You know what 1 was teld when I asked about the fingerprints— 
have you checked the fingerprints? Now, this has been in the DIA’s 

# hands now for 5 months. They said, we do not do that unless the 
next of kin requests it. That was the response. 

I said, well, I am next of kin. And they said, no you are not. I 
said, well, what do you call me. No, you are not next of kin; your 
mother is next of kin. 

So we had to go through a little formality. But I requested it, and 
I got an answer back: There are no fingerprints in your father’s 

^ file. There are no fingerprints to check on him. 

I said, my father had top secret security clearance, nuclear, intel- 
ligence. He was ROTC, went to regular. How could there not be fin- 
gerprints in my father’s file? And then I looked through the file 
very carefully. Here is the— I would like to draw your attention to 
this next blow-up, and it says right there, there is a letter in his 
file, it says, attached are forms and fingerprint cards on the above 

# subject. 

^nator Reid. But look at the date on it. 
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Mr. Lundy. Right. But they do not throw anything away. That 
does not make any difference when the date is; 22 of December, 
1954, that means my father was fingerprinted and the card was in 
his file. Then, more importantly, look down there on the bottom, it 
says, “National Agency check is completed on this individual. 
That means the fingerprints were good. That means Henry classifi- 
cation cards had been done. That means, my father's fingerprints 
had been checked out in the Government, and the Government had 
a set of fingerprints in his file, that very file I was looking at. 

Much to my amazement, when I flipped it over to find the at- 
tachment, there was no fingerprint card attached, nor were there 
any Henry classification cards. I cannot understand that. I still 
cannot understand that. It is absolutely unbelievable. 

This is a smoking gun letter, that there is cover-up in our gov- 
ernment. It could not possibly happen if there was not, because 
guess what? Somebody had to pull that card from his file; it just 
does not magically disappear, or they just forgot to take out the 
cover letter. . . , r „ 

The Chairman. Well, we are going to inquire when the folks 
come back next week. 

Mr. Lundy. Moving on to the photo itself — 

The Chairman. We need to do that. We need to try to wrap this 
up. I am not trying to cut you off, but I just need to. 

Mr. Lundy. I understand. I felt that was probably the most im- 
portant aspect with regard to the Government's response. 

- The Chairman. Have you ever asked them about that?. 

Mr. Lundy. I have letters. 

The Chairman. About the fingerprint thing, though. 

Mr. Lundy. Right 

The Chairman. And their answer to you is what? 

Mr. Lundy. There are no fingerprints — 

The Chairman. No, but as to why, as to what happened? 

Mr. Lundy. “We do not know. We are very sorry.“ That is one of 
the most embarrassing things I can tell you. Carl Ford, if can quote 

Carl Ford ... 

The Chairman. Is it beyond the realm of possibility that it might 

be incompetence and not 

[Laughter.] 

The Chairman. I am just asking the question. 

Mr. Lundy. One, two, three, all 

Ms. Fleckenstein. All three of them, they were highly cleared 
for security. 

Mr. Lundy. And it just so happens that there are pictures of all 
three, legitimate pictures, that is what I want to get to, because I 
did photo analysis. Before I would even take this to my mother, 
before I would even bring it up, I made sure in my own mind that 
my father was alive. 

Let me put it this way, that I had enough evidence that some- 
body would not have to prove to me he is dead. OK? And I think 
that is what our Government should be doing right now, it should 
be saying to the Vietnamese, you prove to us he is dead; you prove 
to us all of these guys who are missing are dead. It is not our re- 
sponsibility to prove they are alive because they know they are 
alive. 
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We knew they are alive, and that is my father. This analysis, I 
had a 16-point analysis done. There are 16 facial features— and if 
you saw the overlay, it is obviously recognizable— 16 facial features 
of my father on one to the other. It is him; there is nobody that is 
disputing that. The only people have been the DIA who said they 
are inconclusive, they do not have a result. Inconclusive is all they 
have said as far as it being him. j t j 

But I went to my mother July, I say July 5, probably, and I said. 
Mother, I have got information, you need to know about it. I think 
now is the time you should hear it. She did not hear any informa- 
tion, she just wanted to see the photograph. I said, let me brace 
you. She just wanted to see the photograph. Minutes later, after 
she saw the photograph, she said, that is your father. Absolute 
identification. ^ , , 

We do not need anything else. All of our families know, we abso- 
lutely know those are our parents or sons. We do not need another 
analysis. 

The Chairman. May I ask you a quick question there? Apparent- 
ly some other families claim it is theirs. 

Mr. Lundy. Is it not interesting that the other families, and we 
are tight, families of POW’s and MIA's-and I was not part of this 
5 months ago, I could not even think about POW’s. My father was 
dead. We are so tight, they treat these people like sisters. She calls 

me her son, because we stick together; we have to. , , , 

None of those “families" that the DIA has talked about have 
coihe forward, have called and said, let me help you here, this is 
my son or this is my brother. Would it not be a relief to mc._I am 
looking for the truth. If that is not my dad^ — 

The Chairman. We are going to try to get at that. 

Mr. Lundy. I asked Chuck Gittins, I said, please, Chuck, contact 
those people. Please write them and tell them to contact me. I need 
to know, I need to know. I do not know if Chuck has done it or not, 
but they have not contacted me. 

I do not even know, to be honest with you, if there are other fam- 
ilies. Because I think they would have gone public, because if that 
is their man, they would want him home, too. They would be right 
here in front of you saying, I want my man home. And they did not 
doit. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you one other sort of — 

Mr. Lundy. We could just ask Chuck that question. 

Chuck, have you followed that up? That request I asked of you? 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Gittins. [Inaudible.] 

Mr. Lundy. 'There you go. 

[Applause.] 

The Chairman. I did not hear what he scud. 

Mr. Lundy. I asked Chuck if he had followed up the request I 
had to forward my name and a request that the families contact 
me, to those “other two families." And he did not know what I was 
talking about. . 

Mr. Gittins. He has not made that request to me, sir. 

Mr Lundy. 'That is an absolute untruth. I have made it two dif- 
ferent times, once at the Pentagon and once at the POW Task 
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Force hearing that I did in front of Chairman Solarz. Twice. I have 
not done it in writing; that is my mistake. 

The Chairman. Let me gavel this quietly back to order and see if 
we can try to pull this together. 

Mr. Lundy. I will finish up here. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Lundy follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Albro L. Lundy III 

In March 1970 at the age of 37, Maj. Albro L. Lundy, Jr. said goodbye to his par- 
ents, wife and six children to answer his country’s call. In the face of extreme con- 
troversy about a conflict half a world away, he unquestioningly went off to fight for 
freedom against an enemy known as communism. He is first and foremost, a patri- 
ot, Major Lundy is a fighter pilot but his military record shows far more. Prior to 
his assignment to Southeast Asia, he had taught German Luftwaffe pilots how to fly 
America’s best planes, Upon return from his tour in Vietnam, he was to be assigned 
as the military attache to an Eastern European embassy (he went down iust 12 days 
before his rotation home). Major Lundy had also served at Space and Missile Sys- 
tems Organization (SAMSO) where he had designed weapons systems and oper- 
ations. This assignment came after he had completed his master’s degree in Human 
Factors. 

in addition to his family, his love was flying and he was very skilled at it. During 
the first 8 months of his tour in Southeast Asia, Major Lundy was awarded the 
Silver Star, 2 Distinguished Flying Crosses, the Air Force Air Medal and 6 Air 
Force Commendation Medals, (Fourth through Ninth Oak Leaf Clusters.) 

FACTS or LOSS INCIDENT 

On Christmas Eve 1970, Major Lundy was flying a med-evac search and rescue 
mission in North Central Laos over the Ban Ban Valley. Although two other AIE 
fighter groups had refused this mission, JMsyor Lundy volunteered. Three Air Amer- 
ica helicopters, two Raven forward air controllers, an Air America C-7A and an- 
other AIE were flying on. that mission. Major Lundy repor^ having a rough 
engine and that he n^ed to leave the aii^lane. Subsequent intelliMnce analysis 
indicated that his engine was hit by groundfire, as the area was heavily defended by 
both North Vietnamese and Pathet Lao ground troops. 

Major Lundy announced that he was leaving the airplane and the observers 
watched an apparently normal chute deployment. One observer reported seeing 
someone in the chute initially, while other observers reported that no one was in 
the parachute as it neared the ground. Ground rescue teams were unable to reach 
the parachute site as the area was very hostile and casualties were taken. 

Major Lundy was declared MIA, survivability rated as Category 1 (indicating out 
of aircraft at time of crash— Attachment 1). 'IVo days later Major Lundy was de- 
clared KIA/BNR. There is no clear explanation given as to why he was declared 
KIA. Although combat forces try to make the best determinations they can in the 
face of uncertainty, this does not mean their judgments are infallible. For instance, 
Ernie Brace, who had been declared dead by the U.S. Government, returned alive in 
1973 during Operation Homecoming I. 

Immediately following Major Lundy’s "death”, and for 20 years thereafter, the 
Lundy family was given but a fraction of the above information. For instance, both 
the telegram and official condolence letter from the Commander of the 56th Special 
Operations Wing, Col. E.J. Walsh, specifically indicated that Major Lundy did not 
leave the aircraft and that “he di^ instantly as a result of the aircraft crash." (At- 
tachment 2) Yet, one witness states that he saw Mqjor Lundy in his parachute and 
the government to this day lists his survivability category as 1, meaning that he 
was out of the airplane. Additionally, the family was told that a parachute deployed 
from the plane, yet no adequate explanation has ever been given as to how his para- 
chute could deploy if he went down and was incinerated in the plane. Finally, from 
whom, when, and where did any of this information come from? The family was not 
given any information to answer these questions or verify the facts. 

FAMILY RESPONSE 

Major Lundy’s family accepted the KIA/BNR designation dwpite the mysteries 
surrounding the crash. The Lundy family went on with their life. Johanna Lundy 
went to law school, became an attorney and raised six children on her own. Maior 
Lundy’s loss was so traumatic to the family that they completely avoided the POW/ 
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MIA cause even while the war was ongoing. 'The Lundy family accepted the death of 
Major Lundy so firmly that when Scott Barnes met some of the family at church in 
the summer of 1981 and said he had information that Major Lundy was still alive, 
the family said they were not interested in his information because Major Lundy 
was dead. Barnes approached the family because he saw Albro Lundy III s name in 
a visitor’s book and recognized the unique name 
Scott Barnes reported on Major Lundy in his book Bohica on page 42. 'The Lundy 
family formally requests the Senate Select Committee to subpoena the CIA files on 
Major Lundy that are referred to in Bohica and to subpoena Col. Paul Mather, to 
question him about Mcqor Lundy and all other POW s. (Attachment 3) 

Major Lundy’s eldest son, Albro III, had always wan^ to speak to the wingman 
who watched his father go down and in 1985 he submitted a FOIA Request for his 
father’s file and the names of the witnesses to his crash. The Air Force responded 
by sending Major Lundy’s personnel and medical filra but sent o letter stating that 
there were "no witnesses to Major Lundy’s incident. Albro Lundy III accepted this 
letter as the truth and did no further follow-up. Despite this letter, when the Rob- 
ertson/Lundy/Stevens photo was leaked to the media, the government immediately 
said that there were four witnesses to the "death” of Major Lundy. (Attachment 4) 
Why did the government lie to the family when thev knew there were witnesses 
and at least one witness statement? The government has lost all cr^ibility in the 
family’s eyes-they now want to see all the original documents for themselves. And 
so they should. 'There is no legitimate reason to classify these documents. 

FIRST LIVE REPORTING OF MAJOR LUNDY 

In the Spring of 1991, the government sent Johanna Lundy a tranwription of let- 
ters purportedly written for M*(jor Lundy. The government classified them as dog 
tag reports” of an obviously fraudulent nature although the report contained cor- 
rect information not found on a dog tag. Johanna’s response v/as to toss them in the 
trash and mention it to her famUy in passing. This is another example of how 

firmly the family believed that M^r Lundy was dead. 

Albro III ordered his own set of documents and while examining them foimd a 
mention of thumbprints buried in the bottom of the transcription. It was dimcult 
for him to understand why this wasn’t mentioned in any of the gorernment s analy- 
sis. ^rtainly this could prove or disprove the correct nature of the report and 
whether or not Major Lundy did survive. . . . 

Albro called his Air Force Uaison officer, William Frampton, about the cMe. His 
first question was, “Have you run the fingerprints yet?” Frampton replied that they 
do not check fingerprints unless the next of kin requests it. Lundy III was stunned. 
At this point it had been 5 months since the original documents were received. Ihis 
is the "Highest National Priority” and the government does not even try to match 
fingerprints of a possible POW? The Pentawn leaves “no ^ne unturned m their 
search for POW’s and does not t^ to verify fingerprints? Lundy also noted that 
they also did not call the Next of kin and ask if they wanted them checked or men- 
tion them in their reporting. In some cases the NOK may not even know that fin- 
gerprints exist to try matching. 

MISSING riNGIRPRINTS 

Lundy’s amazement at the cavalier attitude toward the fingerprints turned to 
shock when it was discovered that his father’s fingerprints were miffiing from the 
file and no match could be attempted. In addition to knowing that his father had 
been fingerprinted at least 6 times, L^dy HI poe^ a letter from his father s 
file saying “Attached is Mitjor Lundy’s fingerpnnt card. (Attachment 5) His fa- 
ther’s prints did not just fall out the file if they were attached to this letter. Some- 
one had to take them out on purpoae. 

enter: THE FAMOUS PHOTOGRAPH 

In late April, Judge Hamilton Gayden called Albro IJ and suggested he contact 
Gladys Fleckenstein, the mother of Lt. Comdr. Larry Stevens, b^use she might 
have a photo of Major Lundy. Gladys had had the photopaph in her pos^ion for 
almost 6 months and had never been able to f 

The names of Stevens and Robertson were on the back of the photo Shelby Robert- 

Gladys had previously been aware of the Lundy family name from a letter sent to 
her by Chuck Trowbridge of the DIA in February 1991 stating that Major Lun^ 
was supposedly held with Robertson and Stevens (Attachment 6) Gladys r^uested 
the Lundy family address, however, the government would not release this informa- 
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tion The fact that private individuals had to bring these families together is not so 
incredible when compared to the fact that the government poraessed a d-man photo- 
graph with an unidentified third man and independent corroborating evidence that 
these 3 men were being held together and never once contact^ the Lundy family to 
possibly identify the third man, This blatant government malfeasance directly con- 
tradicts the stated POW policy of being the "nation’s highest priority. 

Upon receiving a copy of the photograph from Gladys's source, an American hu- 
manitarian worker who received the photo at Site 2, Thailand, Albro immediately 
submitted it to a preliminary photo analysis that showed the photo had not been 
tampered with, except for the label applied as the sign. Albro who vvanted to protect 
his family, especially his mother, did not mention the photo or his investigations, 

SECOND EYE-WITNESS ACCOUNT 

On June 27, Lundy was called by the Air Force Liaison with a second-hand live 
sighting of his father, still report^ly held with Robertson and Stevens, that was 
rw»ived in January 1991 ^ DIA. As of September, 1991. the DIA stiU has not mves- 

t ted this live sighting. This was confirmed by Bob Sheetz, Chuck Trowbridge and 
Ten Grey in a meeting with Lundy and Shelby Quast September 1991. In fact, 
when the question was raised at this meeting specifically about these men, none of 
these individuals, supposedly fully briefed on the case, even recalled the existence of 
a second live-sighting report. DIA had the report 6 months before wving it to the 
family and has still not followed up a live sighting now 9 months old on this highly 
visible case. If the families had been given the names of the sources and supposed 
locations, instead of having this information classified, the men might be home 
right now. 

PHOTO IDENTinCATION 

Albro finally told his mother about the existence of the photo in early July, just 
prior to flying to Washin^n for the National League of Families conference. Jch 
hanna demanded to see the photo before hearing any corroborating evidence, and 
she identified the photo within minutes. 'That is a picture of my husband," Johan- 
na Lundy has said to the world. Nothing but an actual photo^aph of her husband 
would convince her that he survived. It took The weight of this picture, along with 
the other evidence, as well as the government’s duhonesty and malfeasance to cause 
her to question the government’s initial declaration of his death. " Why would they 
lie if they don’t need to?" she states. This photo is also unanimously identified by 
all Mqjor Lundy’s relatives and friends. . r ^ l 

This photograph has also been analyzed and the identity of Migor Lundy has been 
confirmed by photographic and computer photo analysts. These analyses will be sub- 
mitted separately upon request of the Committee. Particularly with Mqjor Lundy 
there is an unmistakable correlation of Major Lundy's features in his young photo s 
to his aged image in the Robertson/Lundy /Stevens photo. 

PENTAGON TREATMENT OF PHOTO 

Albro Lundy III has made four trips from California to the Pentagon to see the 
file on his father and has been denied access each time. The first time occurred 
during the League of Families conference where the Robertson, Stevens and Lundy 
families all met together for the first time. When all three families questioned Pen- 
tagon officisds during the League of Family Conference July 11-14, they all said 
they had never seen the photo before. Because of the families’ definite identifica- 
tions of the men in the photo, Carl Ford and Ken Quinn made plans to give the 
photo to the Vietnamese and request repatriation of the men. 

On July 5 the photo was given to the Vietnamese and surrounding governments. 
On July 16, the photo was leaked to the press— not by the families. 

On July 17, the Pentagon held a press conference saying the photo could not be 
proved authentic and “unnamed Pentagon sources" said the photo was a hoax. 

Before Ken Quinn could even get to the bargaining table on July 25, the real OF- 
FICIAL government policy was made quite clear to the Vietnamese; THE POW's 
ARE ALL DEAD. .. ^ 

The Pentagon undermined Ken Quinn's trip to Hanoi to discuss the Robertson/ 
Lundy /Stevens photo by releasing to CBS News a 7-page analysis discrediting the 
letters and therefore, by association, the photo, even though the two had never 
before been connected, on the eve of his meeting. This analysis, containing a pletho- 
ra of errors and misinformation too numerous to cite here, was handed to nation- 
wide news media before it was released to the three families involved. Carl Ford 
had promis^ the families prior to this that nothing would be released to the news 
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media without it first being given to all three families involved. When questioned by 
Albro III about this breach of his promise, not to mention policy. Ford responded, "I 
guess my word is not worth much, is it?" Absolutely not, says the Lundy family. 
I One of the most tragic results of this breach was the fact that Johanna Lundy 

was told by reporters over the phone that the analysis indicated that remains of her 
husband and his identification card had been found. The fact that the governnient 
would even have printed this information when it knew that Major Lundy flew 
sanitized, (meaning that he flew without any identification on his person because he 
was flying in the secret war in Laos), and that the official government line to Mrs, 
Lundy until this moment had been that he was incinerated in his plane, is nothing 
less than brutal and blatant dishonesty. The government has yet to make a retrac- 
^ tion nor provide the Lundy family with any of the evidence they purport supports 

• this lie. 

The government has had this photo in its possession since June 1990 according to 
DOD News Briefing on August 6, 1991. A FOIA submitted in September requesting 
all copies of the photo and photo analyrses done on it has still not been responded to 
by General Oyster. The families were told by Bob Sheetz that the photo was not 
sent to the FBI for analysis until July 1991. Why did it take the DIA one year to 
even submit this photo for analysis? Why does DOD continue to focus on any poten- 
tial aspect of this case except for the identities of the men? Why does the only pho- 
a tographic analysis (from Sandia) released to the families dwell on the erroneous 
identification of the photo as circa WWII instead of specifically focusing on the spe- 
cific identities of the three men? In fact, an identity analysis was not even requested 
of Sandia. u « l /i j / 

Concerning other Pentagon allegations about this photo, the Robertson/Lunoy/ 
Stevens photo bias never been found in any Soviet magazine nor has it l^n proven 
to be a "f^e" or a "hoax". The Pentagon’s official response to the families is that 
the families’ identifications indicate that these men are who we say they are and 
the Pentagon is seriously investigating it. Yet, in actuality, they are doing nothing 
I to bring these men home and, in fact, are discrediting the evidence that shows they 
are alive. 

QUESTIONS REQUIRING ANSWERS 

Why would our government risk their credibility with the Vietnamese by giving 
them a photo they had done no analysis on? l j j 

If the government truly had evidence showing questions about the photo, why did 
DIA not share this information with the families when they made numerous trips to 
A the Pentagon requesting all information on the photograph? Or did DOD just start 

• slandering the photo for their own purposes after it be^me public? 

If two other families have actually identified the middle man in this photo, why 
haven't they come forwBurl to shed light on this photo and to help bring their man 
home? . , 

Why hasn’t the DOD forwarded the Lundy family’s request to these two families 
that they come forward or contact the Lundy family privately? Did the DOD just 
create this story as a way to debunk the most readily identifiable image of the three 
men? 

§ How could a parachute deploy without a person in it? 

Who were all the people who saw Mcyor Lundy’s incident? Where are the witness 
statements of the Durax pilots referred to in Park Bunker’s witness statement? 

Why was Major Lundy rated survivability Category 1 and still declared KIA with- 
out further proof of his death? 

CERTAINTY OF PRISONERS IN LAOS 

The United States lost 586 servicemen, missing in action, in Laos during the Viet- 
^ nam War. In February 1973, the communist Pathet Loo, through their spokesman 

• &th Petrosky, claimed to hold dozens of our men as prisoners of war and demanded 
that the U.S. negotiate for their release. Within 2 months. President Nixon fell from 
power because of Watergate and never negotiated with the Pathet Lao. The Viet- 
namese, as recently as July 1991, through their U.N. Ambassador, told Johanna 
Lundy that the Vietnamese did not negotiate with the United States regarding 
POW^s held in Laos and that the U.S. must negotiate directly with the Path Leo. To 
this day, not one living American POW has returned from Laos ‘You do not under- 
stand. , . . there is a greater destiny for our foreign policy in Asia and the POW s 

I A are expendable in pursuit of that policy. . . .’’ said Harriet Isom, Charge d' Affairs. 
United States Embassy, Vientiane, Laos, 1990. 
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SUMMARY I 

In the Lundy case, the family has been deliberately lied to, M^or Lundy s file j 
tampered with, all evidence including the live sightings and fingerprints have not • 

been pursued and the photo has been erroneously slandered by the government, 1 he | 

Lundy family feels the government has shown a complete lack of^&ooo faith in I’ 

trying earnestly to follow up all possible leads on the possibility of Major Lundy s 
captivity. They have in fact deliberately obfuscated the truth, prolonging the captiv- ; 
ity of Major Lundy as well as all the other live POW's. It’s time to stop the ludi- \ 

crous charade that has been perpetrated by the Department of Defense, We pray j 

that the ^nate Select Committee can reveal the truth and finally bring our loved i 

ones home, ^ 

FORMAL INFORMATION REQUEST j 

The Lundy family formally requests the Senate Select Committee to obtain and i 
provide to the Liindy family the following information which we know exists; j 

All classified information on Major Lundy. ^ , I 

CIA Radio Intercepts on prisoners captured in Laos from 1970 until today. , 

All photo analysis done since receipt of the photo in June 1990 which should in- | 
elude DIA and FBI’s photo analysis. j 

All reports of photo and sources. . ■ 

Latent prints of Major Lundy known to be held at the FBI. 1 

Any and all Henry Fingerprint Classification Cards on M^. Lundy. . j 

Witness statements of all Air America pilots referred to in Park Bunker s witness 

statement. . , j . • n l • 

All CIA files on Major Lundy, particularly the one referred to in Bohica. j 

Subpoena of Col. Paul Mather to discuss post-1973 reports of Maj. Lundy. ; 

QUESTIONS REQUIRING ANSWERS ON THE LUNDY CASE ^ 

Why would our government risk their credibility with the Vietnamese by giving ' 
them a photo they had done no analysis on? ... u j j 

If the government truly had evidence showing questions a^ut the photo,-why did 
DIA not share this information with the families when they made numerous trips to | 

the Pentagon requesting all information on, the photograjph? Or did DOD just start : 

slandering the photo for their own purposes after it beimme public? 

If two other families have actually identified the middle man in this photo, why 
haven’t they come forward to shed light on this photo and to help bring their man s 

home? f -1 * 

Why hasn’t the DOD forwarded the Lundy family s request to these twofamilies 
that they come forward or contact the Lundy family privately? Did the DOD just 
create this story as a way to debunk the most readily identifiable image of the three 
nien? . . „ 

How could a parachute deploy without a person in it? 

Who were all the people who saw Major Lundy’s incident? Where are the witness 
statements of the Durax pilots referred to in Park Bunker’s witness statement? 

Why was Major Lundy rated survivability Category 1 and still declared KIA with- ^ 
out further proof of his death? ... 

Why did the government lie to the family when they knew there were witnesses 
and at least one witness statement? 

Why did it take the DIA one year to even submit this photo for analysis.' 

Why does IX)D continue to focus on any potential aspect to discredit this case 
except for the identities of the men? . . .u r -i 

Why does the only photographic analysis (from Sandia) released to the tamilies 
dwell on the erroneous identification of the photo as circa WWII instead of specifi- 
cally focusing on the specific identities of the three men? ^ 

The Chairman. Let me, let me just say to you, because I think 
that we have bwn for today at this a long time. You have been at 
it a lot longer, and we recognize that. Let me try, unless colleagues 
have any further — Senator Kassebaum. 

Senator Kassebaum. I am just curious, because, Judge Gayden, 
you seem to be a conduit largely through your Laotian connection, 
is that correct? ' 

Mr. Gayden. That is correct. 
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Senator Kassebaum. Do you have any idea why all of a sudden 
there seems to be, through this Laotian connection, these photo- 

I graphs coming? Have they asked for financial reward? Or do you 
have any ideas why this is happening as it is? ^ 

Mr. Gayden. Well, there are two things, probably, well, three 
things. The predominant thing is, and this has not been mentioned 
at ail, I think that the sudden full court press by this administra- 
tion to normaJize relations is because the Communists are losing it. 
They are losing it, I know through the Laotians; they are losing it 

I in Laos and they are losing in Vietnam, just like they did all of 
Eastern Europe, 

We have affidavits from Pathet Lao soldiers that that is Dan 
Borah, Communist soldiers with a hammer and sickle in their own 
file with the ^nate Foreim Relations Committee. They do not 
mention that; the Defense Department does not mention that. We 
could get them here, possibly. They will tell you it is Dan Borah. 

^ We have people right now that are actually revolting against the 

Government. 

Senator Reid. I cannot understand this. What happened with the 
hammer and sickle? 

Mr. Gayden. We have affidavits from military Communist offi- 
cers with the hammer and sickle saying that that is Dan Borah. So 
what it is, is there is actually a revolution going on, but we do not 

^ read about that in our news. But it is going to happen. 

• So I think there is a full court press on to refuel the Commu- 
nists, in my opinion, to keep the secrete. This way it is now coming 
out through the Pathet Lao and the Vietnamese Communists. 

The Chairman. Well, Judge, I am jjot going to pick an argument 
with that, because there is another side that would suggest that it 
is going to crumble oyer there no matter what. I think it is, person- 
ally, with time. It may be sooner rather than later. 

® But the question here is whether or not we are going to further 
the process of getting answers no matter what happens politically. 
I mean, that is really the question. One/ day longer is one day too 
many, and we have all agre^ on that. 

So the question is not so much the dynamics of the politics and 
everything, franUy. It is whether or not we are able to get answers 
now, and whether there is a process in place that allows us to do it. 

• Now, do you believe that is the reason? 

Mr. Gayden. No, there is another reason, and Senator Smith is 
familiar with this. We get both kinds. We have, we, and I say “we,” 
my 1^0 connection has several contacts. Some of them are actually 
after the $2.5 million reward; that is a motivation, no doubt about 
it. 

Senator Kassebaum. Have they collected some money? 

# Mr. Gayden. I am sorry? 

Senator Kassebaum. They have collected rewards? 

Mr. Gayden. No, they have not, no. When one of them comes 
across, it was 24 Congressmen, of which Congressman Smith was 
one of them. They have really come and generated a lot of interest, 
and the Vietnamese, as I have been told, that are part of this Lao 
connection, are strictly for coming out and turning in the Vietnam- 

# ese and showing that the Vietnamese have been holding POW’s. 
They are not interested in the reward if they are alive. 
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The Chairman. Let me intercede here. 

Mr. Lundy. I wanted to say one other thing. 

The Chairman. Absolutely. . . r.i. 

Mr. Lundy. Specifically with regard just to the treatment ot the 
families, and my coming in here now. Because as soon as my 
mother identified it, basically I flew to Washington and gave the 
photo to the Defense Department, and said, here is my dad, go get 
him, please bring him home. Bring my dad home. 

I was naive. I was absolutely, entirely naive, Because instead of 
my Government saying, like when Bobby Garwood was identified, 
they brought him home, instead of my government going over 

there and finding my dad and bringing him home — 

The Chairman. No, he came home on his own with the help of 
another nation. 

Mr. Lundy. OK, that is fine, I am sorry I misquoted there. I have 
put up now vdth 5 months' worth of the photo being slandered er- 
roneously. Never once have they questioned the identities, never 
once have they done anything but connect it to things which are 
fake. I mean, really, absolutely fake. 

There are nine different sources. My source .is a woman, an 
American, who brought it out. But that never gets mentioned in 
the press. Everybody says that photo is a hoax. I look at them and 
I say, but that is my dad, that is my dad. So my point here is that 
my little girl, she is 3 years old, and she says, when is Papa coming 
home; Papa is in Laos. Papa is in Laos. I am reading her a book, 
and the book is called. The Emperor's New Clothes, 

Everybody knows, everybody knows there are men alive, and 
that we left them there. What I am asking this Senate Select Com- 
mittee to do is be a little boy in the audience that looks over and 
says, he has got no clothes on, because that is the charade that is 
being played right now. 

The Chairman. All right, let me try to bring this to a sensible 
conclusion for the first 3 days. First of all, it is clear, we could 
spend another 3 hours with all of you in a panel in open session. 
But we are going to wind up at the end of that 3 hours where we 
are right now, which is where the Committee really needs to begin 
to do some analysis outside of the Committee, by bringing in some 
experts, sitting with you individually and pulling this together. 

It is clear, and the last 3 days I think have indeed been different 
than I predicted. I said I did not think there would revelations; I 
think there have been some, and not the least of which was a state- 
ment by a gentleman who spent years at this effort, that he be- 
lieves that people were alive for a ^riod of time. 

1 think the fact that this is the first time we have ever had 
people from on the ground, in Vietnam, come forward is new. 1 
think the level of distrust is in itself its own revelation, and it is a 
tragedy; there is no other way to describe it. It is extraordinary 
that so many people are here feeling that there has been a breech 
of faith with them— convinced that there is, not feeling it, just con- 
vinced. , . , . . 

Whatever it is that has happened, whether there is legitimate 
cause or illegitimate cause, the fact remains that this has docu- 
mented why this Select Committee had to be created, and it has 
document^ thej difficulty of the task ahead of us. There are too 
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many families who, for whatever reasons, are not getting the an- 
swers that they deserve to have, not being treated the way that 
they deserve to be treated. That has to change. 

Now, Secretary Cheney came here personally 2 days ago, and 
said it has changed, and will change. The proof of that will be 
Albro Lundy and whether or not you get the information, and 
whether or not each and every one of you get that, and whether 
this Committee does. 

But I think there has got to be a mutuality in this. I think there 
has got to be an effort to try to help the DOD and DIA and others 
to be able to do their job in these next months. This Committee is 
here with a life now that will watch that very, very carefully. We 
are going to be sort of the intermediary, if you will, the interloca- 
tor. 

We are also going to be doing an awful lot of hard work of our 
own, a great deal of research, a lot of the facts. Now, nothing that 
has come before us in the last 3 days at this point is going to be 
discounted, is going to be cast aside. 

We are going to divide up the Committee in a way that allows 
staff to be able to address each of the sort of compartments that 
are in front of us, ranging from photographs to live-sighting re- 
ports, to the intelligence review to the case-by-case review, to the 
question of the experts that are needed to try to discern some of 
this, to the on the ground effort in Vietnam itself. 

The Committee obviously has an enormous amount of work in 
front of it. 

Next week we will hear from some of those about whom accusa- 
tions have been made today and give them an opportunity to re- 
spond. 

Colonel Cole is here now; Major Gittins is here now. Major Git- 
tins, if you want an opportunity to respond now, but I think it 
would be better to bring you back with everybody else and have an 
opportunity to answer these kinds of questions. And we will pro- 
ce^ then to do that and to set that up in as short an order as pos- 
sible. 

'The State Department has sent up a deposition 'in writing with 
respect to the accusations made by Mr. Burch, and those will be 
entered into the record at this point in time. 

[The letter referred to follows:] 

U.S. Department op State, 

Washington, IX! 20520. 

Hon. John Kerry, 

Chairman, Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs, 

U.S. Senate, 

Washington, DC. 

Dear Mr, Chairman. Thank you for your letter of September 20 asking the De- 
partment to respond to the allegation that the Secretary ordered a mass destruction 
of POWAMIA records. Upon learning of the accusation, our Vietnam desk officer 
contacted Mr. Burch in an attempt to clear up what may be a misunderstanding. 
Mr. Burch declined to provide us with information that would have helped our in- 
vestigation. 

The Secretary of State has not issued a written or oral order this calendar year to 
destroy POW/MIA files. As best we can determine, no other Department official 
issued a written or oral order this calendar year to destroy POW/MIA files. In any 
case, we have been unable to find anyone in any of the bureaus listed in your letter 
who received such instructions. 


55-497 0 - 92 - 21 
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As you might expect, offices within the Department of State retire, for i 

either^ destruction or storage, old documents to make room for new dwuments. j 

While the Department does not preserve and store every ^ 

every subject, substantive documents, including those dealing with FUW/MIA 
issues, are preserved and stored. • . . * nnw/iuriA 

To my knowledge, the only file retired this year that might pertain to POW/MIA 
matters was a chronological letter file kept by the previous desk officer for Vwt- 
nam,, Donald Stader. A copy of the transaction form is attached. Although Mr, 

Stader’s letter file is still intact and will remain so at least until the CominittM can 
further clarify Mr, Burch’s allegations, chronological files are eventually destroyed 
because a copy of each document in those files also routinely appears in a subject 
file that is preserved for storage. . « ^ 

As you may know, there are retired individual State Department office files deal- 
ing with POW/MIA matters located in the Washington National Records Center m 
Suitland, Mainland. They have been declared permanent records by the National 
Archives and ^cords Administration. „ 

We have done our best to investigate Mr. Burch s allegation and can find nothing 
to substantiate it. If the Committee can provide more information, we would be 
happy to investigate further. 

Please let me know if I can be of further assistance. ^ 

Janet G. M«lun6, , 

Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs. 

Attachment: As stated. 

But we will continue to follow up on thoM issues also. I want to 
thank you, each and every one of you. It is no fun for you to sit 
here, I know, to vent your spleen at your own government in whom 
you have believed as deeply as you have. • a j ^ 

This is obviously about as contentious an issue as there is. And it 
is going to be hard for this_ Committee to sort some of it out, al- 
though I think we are Teally on a road to -being able to do a lot of 

it. . . 

And Senator Smith, do you have any comments you want to 

make? 

Senator Smith. Yes, very briefly, Mr. Chairman. 9 

First of all, I want to thank Senator Kerry for his cooperation 
throughout these hearings and also in the process of setting up the 
Committee, which was a long and arduous task — too long. Some of 
that was out of our control, however. 

We look upon this as the beginning. We know it has been a long, 
long road, but we have made some commitments and I have made 
some that I intend to keep, that we are going to do everything in ^ 
our power if it is humanly possible to find out the truth. 

And Jack, in the case of something as dramatically different m 
what you have to say and what other people have to say, I would, 
although I would like to ask you some questions now, I would 
prefer to wait to get the response and then come back and do that. 

But we are driven to do this. I want to assure you that. We are 
driven to find the answers. We are not miracle men and women, ^ 
but we are driven to try to find the truth. If we can do it, we will. 

We are not going to give any false hopes. But this has been a very, 
very good start, because we got to hear you, all of you, we got to 
hear every witness tell his side or her side of the story. What we 
have to do now is dig. This is not meant to be complete. It is just 
the beginning. 

I do want to make— it has nothing to do with the witnesses, and 
just a quick moment. Senator, of personal privilege. Earlier in the 
day I made a comment regarding something that I perceived to be 
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the truth that was different from what Senator McCain perceived 
to be the truth. It was exactly that. What his perception of it was 
I and what my perception was and it was in no way that I intend or 
in any way to challenge the veracity of Senator John McCain, 
whom I have the greatest respect for. 

It was a difference based on a set of facts that he had and a set 
of facts that I have and I will make my side of that available for 
the record. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator. 

^ Senator Reid? 

Senator Reid. I know that time is late. I do want to say this. I 
think, for my peace of mind, it would have been much better had 
we ended these hearings the first day. Because there there was 
very little controversy, it would have made for a nice clean hearing 
and we could have gone home and not worried about it. 

I have learned a great deal in these 3 days. The fact is, they did 
^ not end the first day, and I think we have a lot of facts that are 
going to take a lot of digging. 

I want to publicly commend and applaud you and Senator Smith 
and the entire staff for the fine hearing that has been developed. I 
was a trial lawyer before coming back to W^hington and personal- 
ly prepared and had prepared many, many cases. This is starting 
out like a very well-prepared case and we should come to a good 

• conclusion. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that comment very much, Senator. 

It would 1)e nice if this were clean and easy. The reasoir there are 3 
days of hearings and the reason there is controversy is that there _ 
is controversy. If we are "going to lay this out, there is no way to 
avoid that. There is nothing that is going to be easy about it. 

^ On the other hand, I really see a framework that is coming out 
of these 3 days. I also must tell you that until proven otherwise, I 
am convinced that Secretary Cheney’s put himself on the line here 
in a way that no other Secretary of Defense has done. 

This Committee is going to do its utmost, obviously, to follow-up 
on that and hold that to account. I have worked closely with these 
people over the last weeks and I believe they want this issue re- 
^ solved. 

I also believe that there is a new page that has been turned over 
in terms of the openness. Now, that proof will be in the next 
weeks— very shortly. We are told that much is to be declassified. 
We are told that much will be available that has never been avail- 
able before and some of it already is. 

So bear with us. If you do not get something right away, I hope it 

• is mostly because we are understaffed and overworked and not be- 
cause there is an effort not to get it to you. 

But I suspect this process is going to open up. And the test of 
that will be our work and your cooperation with us over the course 
of these next weeks. 

We will not not ask any questions and we will not avoid seeking 
the answers, no matter how difficult they are. 

• On that note, we stand adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 7:35 p.m., the Committee adjourned.] 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1991 

U.S. Senate, 

Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee convened, pursuant to notice, at 9:40 a.m,, in 
room SH-216, Hart Senate Office Building, Hon. John F. Kerry, 
chairman, presiding. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN F. KERRY, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 

The Chairman. The select committee will come to order. Good 
morning, our apologies for starting a little bit late this morning. 
We were having a Members meeting from 8:30 this morning. We 
were hearing some testimony in clos^ session and now are moving 
into the open jsession. 

As everybody knows, this session is the wind-up, if you will, of 
the initial 3 days of the select committee's hearings. I have said 
previously, and I am not going to stop repeating it because I thmk 
it is terribly important to keep in mind, that the opening days are 
exactly that— opening days— and their purpose is to outline the pa- 
rameters of this issue. 

We heard from the administration, we heard from veterans orga- 
nizations, we heard from a foreign witness, we heard from people 
who have been on the ground in Vietnam for the first time ever in 
the course of this kind of inquiry, and we heard from the families. 
We agreed that since we knew that certain kinds of allegations 
were going to ^ made, that it was fair to permit those against 
whom the allegations were made to come back and to be able to 
answer some of those in open session in order to help the commit- 
tee but also in order, in fairness, to be able to address those as a 
matter of public record, and that is why we are here today. 

But again, I emphasize on behalf of the entire committee, and we 
have just in our own meeting with Senators confirmed our inclina- 
tion to proceed efficiently and quietly to a certain degree in these 
first months with a significant number of depositions and a signifi- 
cant number of private meetings in order to gather facts, and to 
separate fact from fiction, and do the best job that we can of trying 
to lay out reality here. But I will confirm that every Member feels 
very strongly that no stone should be left unturned, but every 
Member also feels very strongly that at the appropriate moment, 
obviously it all has to be laid out in public, or we become part of 
the problem, and we do not intend to let that happen. 
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So this is not a morning for long opening statements I will say 
something for the record and ask any of my colleagues if they want 

“senator^McCw^Twanted to add one “"P wish^to Sv 
man. We have been contacted by many people who wish Jo testily 
before this committee. Obviously, this eommittee canno^ {^aUhey 
<?nnal testimony of every person who wants to, but I know that iney 
Z in Li we'will take their deposition 

and read with interest any statement or any information that they 
feel needs to be brought before the committee, correct. 

The Chairman. That is absolutely correct, welcome that im 
formation. We know there are people out there who have it. T e 
are also people out there who thmk they have t and do not and 

we want to make it very clear that the llriMtoMd or 

tolerate folks who want to use us as some bnd of 

platform for wild-eyed, cock-eyed theories that have no basis in fact 

*W?*are Wng to be tough with respect to that, and we have a 
pro»ss7efup to try to do it. but we do want at the end of 
nrocess for everybody who has legitimate information to feel that 
^hTcommitto was Wive to it. We alre^y , have met with 
people that have never been part of any prior mquiry. We are 
^ng to meet with other people who have 
prior inquiry, and I suspect that the chips will fall where they may 

thank you for comjiigback. We appreciate it, “"J with- 
out further ado we would welcome any opening statements that 
you and Mr. Sheets and 1^. Quinn want to make. I do want to 
swear you in again, which is important. 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

STATEMENT OF CARL W. FORD, JR., ACTING ASSISTANT SECRE- 
TARY OF DEFENSE FOR INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS; 
ACCOMPANIED BY ROBERT SHEETZ, CHIEF 
OFFICE FOR PRISONERS OF WAR AND MISSING IN ACTION, DE- 
FENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

Mr. Ford. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We ve^ much fPPre^te 
this opportunity to come back this morning. I 
that we had been able to, in the past week, do all of the homework 
that we plan to do and that we have been able to respond to all of 
the questions and concerns and allegations. 

We haven’t, but as the Secretary pledged to you, we are commit- 
ted to . carry through 150 percent, is that we will provide you with 
anything you request, and that we see this as an opportunity to lay 
S thr^^ito what we are doing and how we do i . and we 
believe that that opportunity will be a positive thing for us and the 
families and the American people. 

I have taken some of the comments that we have able to 
develop so far and put them into my statement, and I ^ 1^° ^ 
through that. I will be submitting as I go along various documents 
for the record. My staff and 1 are already at work going 
that, but it will be given to the committee as we complete it over 
the next few weeks. 
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First, I’d like to clarify a point that came up in last ’Thursday’s 
testimony concerning the phrase, last known alive discrepancy 
cases. This is something that’s been confusing to a lot of people, 
and we’ve tried to put some rigor to our definition so that hopeful- 
ly we can dispel some of the confusion. 

The way we define a discrepancy case is a case about which the 
U.S. Government has convincing evidence that the Governments of 
Vietnam, Laos, or Cambodia, should have specific knowledge. The 
term, discrepancy case, includes not only individuals who were last 
known alive, but also individuals who we are not certain of their 
fate, or who were known dead but for whom the Indochinese Gov- 
ernment should be able to provide information or remains. 

As you can see, the definition is broad. Within this broad defini- 
tion, we have identified three sub-category cases. We did this be- 
cause over the years a great deal of confusion has developed over 
what precisely we were talking about when we use the terms, dis- 
crepancy case, compelling case, last-known-alive case, Vessey case. 
All meant different things to different people. 

The three sub-categories of discrepancy cases are first, the l^t- 
known-alive cases, those cases in which the U.S. has information 
that the individual survived the loss incident and fell into enemy 
hands. In the ease of air incidents, this includes cases in which the 
crew members are believed to have successfully exited their air- 
craft and have been alive on the ground. In the case of ground inci- 
dents, this includes cases in which individuals were last known 
alive, were not gravely wounded, and. were in proximity to enemy 
forces who should have specific knowledge of the incidents. 

The second category is a POW at Homecoming, a specific group 
of individuals who, during the Vietnam War, were classified by 
their commanding officers and service Secretaries as POW’s but 
did not return during Operation Homecoming. These cases are also 
known to many families as last known alive, due to their POW 
status. There were 97 individuals so listed. Subsequently, 42 listed 
POW’s have been accounted for through unilateral Vietnamese re- 
patriation. The remainder are still unaccounted for. 

The third category are those that we think that the Vietnamese, 
or the Laos, or the Cambodians, should have knowledge of the inci- 
dents. Circumstances of loss or subs^uent information is convinc- 
ing that Vietnam, Laos, or Cambodia, should have knowledge of 
the incident. In some of these cases there is convincing evidence 
that the individual did not survive the incidence of loss. In many 
cases, there is convincing evidence, however, that Vietnam also has 
remains. , , , 

With this background, now we’ll shift to the 119 individuals who 
have been discussed in the testimony here called variously the 
Vessey cases and the Vessey discrepancy cases. The first point to 
make is that from the beginning the list was not meant to be all- 
encompassing. In 1988, DIA, JCRC, General Vessey, and the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense, worked together to develop a list of 
most compelling last-knovm-alive cases as well as other discrepancy 
cases, i.e., cases of individuals for whom the Vietnamese should 
have knowledge of the fate of the individual and the remains if the 
individual is dead. 
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The list was not exhaustive; merely illustrative. The primary 

purpose was to shed light on the live prisoner issue by asking the 
Vietnamese to help us solve cases in which there was either hard 
evidence or a strong possibility that the individual survived the in- 
cidence of loss but did not return in Operation Homecoming, and 
for whom, as of 1987, there had been no accounting. 

So far, despite our investigative efforts, we have not returned 
any live Americans or uncovered proof that unaccounted for Anmr- 
icans are alive in Vietnam. There are additional cases beyond the 
119 individuals which fit into the discrepancy case definition. 
Again, not all of the Vessey discrepancy cases involve mdmduals 
who were last known alive. Some of them involve individuals who 
are known dead, but the Vietnamese should be able to provide in- 
formation or remains. , , , 

In addition to the 119 individuals whose cases were presented to 
the Vietnamese by General Vessey, we determined that there are 
64 other individuals who meet the last-known-alive definition as 
well as 13 individuals who were classified by the respective service 
Secretary as a POW at Operation Homecoming in 1973, and who 
are not included in the Vessey cases, who are otherwise not ac- 

This group of cases will be the focus of the full-time efforts of the 
Hanoi Office under the CINCPAC joint task force already described 
to this committee by General Christmas. They will all be investi- 
gated within Phase 1 of -the CINCPAC plan. 

Next, I would like to address an issue which has been implicit in 
the testimony you’ve heard from many, family members regarding 
DIA. The issue of family members and DIA analysts mating di- 
rectly to discuss individual cases has proved problematic. DIA is an 
intelligence collection and analysis agency. Their personnel are not 
trained for family outreach, and the function of family outreach is 
not an appropriate one for that agency. 

The families’ primary point of contact for discussion ot their 
cases is the designated Service Casualty Affairs Office^ Those o - 
fices are staffed with personnel trained to perform the family out- 
reach role. In cases where the family is dissatisfied with the service 
received from the Service C^ualty Affairs Office, the proper place 
to redress that problem is with my office. , , ■ 

The problems experienced within DIA that resulted in the 
changes made by the Secretary’s management inquiry associated 
with Colonel Peck related to functions assumed by the POW /MIA 
office that were not within their mission. Those functions have 
been removed and placed within my office, 

Where it is appropriate, if there are questions about the intelli- 
gence, what we will do is, when they meet with us, we will ask Mr 
Sheetz or members of his staff to join with us when we meet with 
the family so that they can explain from their perspective the in- 
telligence, but that the meetings are conducted and the contact 

with the families are done by myself and my staff. 

Let me now turn to some allegations that were made by Dr. 
O’Gradv. We certainly understand the grief felt by Dr. 0 Grady 
over her family’s loss. We have reviewed the O’Grady case tile, and 
we believe that Dr. O’Grady’s family has been properly served by 
our casualty affairs process. 
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The O'Grady case is one in which we believe that the family has 
been promptly and accurately notified about investigative activity 
and information relating to the case. Dr. O’Grady’s sweeping alle- 
gations of Government nonfeasance, malfeasance, and misfeasance, 
are without factual basis. 

For example, Dr. O'Grady states that her family was advised 
from the time that her father became missing that he was dead. 
That statement is quite simply wrong. From immediately after his 
incident of loss, the Air Force believed there was a good possibility 
he survived. He was seen to eject from his aircraft. He was seen 
with a good -parachute, and his chute was seen on the ground, but 
he was not in it. All indicates were that he survived his ejection. 

Colonel O’Grady was carried in a missing-in-action status until 
1977, when his status was reviewed at the express request of the 
primary next of kin, and his status changed to deceased, and a pre- 
sumptive finding of death was entered in his case. 

Senator McCain. Who was the primary next of kin? 

Mr. Ford. His wife. A second most serious allegation was made 
by Dr. O’Grady which requires discussion. She alleged in her testi- 
mony that identifications were made with teeth and teeth frag- 
ments, Wt when independent forensic anthropologists were con- 
sulted there were no dental records to be compared to. Again, this 
is absolutely false. There has never been a dental identification 
rendered by the U.S. Army Central Identification Laboratory with- 
out benefit of dental records. In every case; either an antemortem 
dental x-ray or dental chart was available to provide the factual 
predicate for the dental identification. 

The Chairman. Let me just interrupt you for a moment. Where 
does that come from, her perception that it was not there? Do you 
know? 

Mr. Ford. I don’t know, but I have Col. Johnnie Webb, who is the 
head of our CIL-HI facility in Hawaii here, and if there are ques- 
tions about this, he can either answer them for the record later, or 
you can call him to testify. 

I have a detailed written response to other allegations made by 
Dr. O'Grady in her testimony that I would like to submit for the 
record, but let me note, I always feel personally very uncomfort- 
able when 1 have to make statements like this that suggest that a 
family member has not gotten the story exactly right, ft also sug- 
gests that somehow I’m portraying the Defense Department as 
never having made any mistakes with the families, or not having 
always been sensitive to their concerns. 

As I said the other day, there are too many examples— more 
than I would like to have to explain to you— where we have, in 
fact, made mistakes and not been as sensitive as we can, and we 
will not try to hide that fact. All you have to do is talk to some of 
these famUy members and realize how distraught they are over so 
many years, and how difficult it has been for them, and when mis- 
takes are made they clearly remember them. 

But again, it’s also important for us to make sure that the profes- 
sional-professionals in our casualty offices and our various offices 
like CILrHI, when charges are made, we also have to defend them 
as well. 
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Let me move on to Robertson, Stevens, and Lundy. As dissatis- 
fied with the Department’s performance as the families clearly are, 
the Department of Defense has vigorously pursued the investiga- 
tion of the photo. , r . 

I have personally made myself available to the families to 
answer their questions and respond to their concerns, as has my 
staff and the Director of the DIA Special Office for POW/MIA Af- 
fairs. , . , -f 

We have been unable to either confirm or disprove the identifica- 
tions of the subjects in the photo made by the family members. We 
are continuing to investigate the photograph. Any— any suggestion 
by the families that there has b^n less than an honest effort to 
investigate and locate the source of the photograph is disingenuous. 
The facts establish otherwise. 

We have requested assistance from the Vietnamese at the high- 
est level of Government. We have sent three separate investigative 
teams to Cambodia to follow up information in an attempt to locate 
the source of the photograph. We have requested all of our defense 
attaches worldwide to search for the photo. 

We have tasked several technical means to obtain information on 
reports associated with the photographs, and have established all- 
source collection requirements to obtain additional infonnation 
about the photo, the individuals, or the associated reporting. We 
are continuing to investigate vigorously. However, without some 
new leads we may not be able to solve the mysterv of this photo. 

Finally-r-and this is an important point-=the Colonef Robertson 
case is not closed It is stUl under active investigation, and any pre- 
liminary judgments made have been set aside pending further in- 
vestigative activity and information. I would like to submit a brief 
written response to the specific allegations contained within the 
testimony of the families for the record. 

Next, let me turn to Mr. Donahue's testimony about his brother, 
and if I might, let me just read very briefly from the transcript of 
that testimony. He was asked by Senator Reid about getting the 
live sighting reports, and Mr. Donahue said, yes, and I would like 
to mention one, if I may, right at the top, if I can read from it. I 
also have information about live prisoner of war. 

And he reads infonnation about a live prisoner of war named 
Jefferson Donahue— that is a phonetic spelling— date of birth, air- 
plane number, and it rives the aircraft number, and it gives my 
parents’ zip code in Florida instead of the aircraft nurnber, and 
how this guy in the jungles of Laos ever got my parents’ zip code 
number? 

And Senator Reid then said, where did you get that, pd he said, 
this was a live sighting report provided, classified. 'This is the de- 
classified version provided by the Defense Department. 

Let me also submit for the record a fact sheet that was circulated 
by the family in ^utheast Asia, and let me just read briefly from 
that. It’s toward the end, and it shows a photograph of Mr. Dona- 
hue's brother and some of the information about him, and then at 
the end it says; 

The family of Capt. Morgan Donahue is willing to underwrite by 
prior arrangements the cost of obtaining credible and demonstrable 
physical evidence of his survival— i.e., fingerprints, photographs, et 
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cetera. They will also offer a substantial reward to anyone arrang- 
ing for his escape or delivery alive and well to a location to be mu- 
tually agreed upon in the city of Bangkok, Thailand, where he 
would be met by his father and others. i.. u- 

No information on how he reached Bangkok, who brought him 
there, or how he managed to get back to the United States, will 
ever be disclosed to anyone, including representatives of the Thai 
Government or the United States. At such time as arran^ments 
are made with persons capable of this task, the family of Captain 
Donahue will provide information which can be used to positively 

identify only him. xt « u n 

Captain Donahue’s father can be reached at No. 7 World Green, 
Cocoa Beach, FL, U.S.A., zip code 32931, and his telephone number 
is— and then it gives his telephone number. 

I think it is quite clear where it is possible that this person in 
the Lao jungle got the zip code of Mr. Donahue’s brother. Unfortu- 
nately, it probably came from this flyer with the offer of a reward. 
The Chairman. When was the flyer distributed? 

Mr. Ford. I will have to check, Mr. Chairman. 1 m not sure. The 
one I have doesn’t have a date on it, but I will get that for the 
record. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

Over a period spanning two decades, members of Morgp J. Donahue’s family and 
others have circulate flyers in Southeast Asia seeking information on the miMing 
Air Force officer. Attached is a 4-page, undated infonnation sheet which we believe 
was circulated circa 1979. Note that the last page clearly lists the address of Cap- 
tain Donahue’s father, including his zip . .. . i i n a 

In 1987 an ethnic Lao in 'Thailand told DOD interviewers that Jack Bailey had 
given him a Lao language flyer on Captain Donahue. The Lao man. who claimed to 
Lve been previously Involved in gathering POW information and remains, said 
that based on the flyer on Captain Donahue he planned to give up his other activi- 
ties and devote himself solely to searching for Captain Donahue. 


Fact Sheet— Missing U.S. Airman 

Name: Morgan Jefferson Donahue 

Rank: Captain, U.S. Air Force 

Serial No: 560-687-7424 FR 

Date of Birth: 2 May 1944 (Age-34 years) 

Place of Birth: Hollywood, CA, USA 
Height: 6 feet 4 inches (1.90 meters) 

Weight: 175 Pounds (79.2 kilos)? 

Hair Color: Dark Brown 

Eye CJolor: Very Dark Brown 

Teeth: A lower broken front tooth has a plastic cap 

Captain Donahue, then Lieutenant Donahue, was assigned to the 6()6th Special 
Operations Squadron (Candle Light) of the 56th Special Operation s Wing at the 
Royal ’Thai ^r Force Base at Nakhon Phanom, ’Thailand, locat^ adjaront to the 
Mekong River between Thailand and Laos. He was a Nav^tor flying a C-123 flare 
dropping aircraft. The air distance between his base and the Ho Chi Mmh Trail to 

the east where his aircraft went down was approximately 85 miles. 

On the night of 13 December 1968, at 03()0 hours, local time, Captein Donahues 
aircraft, with a total crew complement of seven, the pilot, copilot, flight engineer, 
two navigators and two "Flare Kickers’’ (individuals who were responsible for drop- 
ping flares via the loading ramp in the rear of the aircraft to illuminate North Viet- 
namese vehicular traffic on the Trail moving south) were flying a mission at ap- 
proximately 8,500 feet mean sea level (2,000 to 3,000 feet above the wound) on an 
assigned length of the Trail searching for surface movement of North Vietnam^ 
vehicles, with the mission of illuminatihg such tr|^ic by flares. Once such tr^ic 
was located and flares dropped, the C-123 aircraft functioned in forward air control- 
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line capacity to direct medium size bombardment aircraft to any such target for ord- 
nance dropping purposes. On the night in question, a convoy was spotted by the 
crew of the C-123, and a B57 aircraft loitering at a higher altitude was given the 
location of it and directed to it by radio by the C-123. For whatever the reason, in 
descending on its first bombing run, the B57 struck the C-123 cruising below it. 
Both aircraft were damaged in the collision and subsequently crashed. The Bo ( 
struck the ground near the bank of a river and the C-123 hit the ground in a 

wooded area in the nearby rocky hills (Karst). , . , .... 

It is not believed that either of the two pilots in the B57 aircraft survived the 
accident, however, the aircraft commander of the C-123 airplace parachuted safely 
from the aircraft and landed in the top canopy of one of the many tall trws in the 
area. He remained concealed therein until shortly after 0800 hours local time when 
he was rescued by a Jolly Green Giant helicopter. He was subsequently debriefed 
back at his home base, Nakhon Phanom, at which time he stated that he saw at 
least one other parachute descending beneath hirn in the darkness after he had 
bailed out of his aircraft, but it was too dark for Him to identify the user. He wm 
unable to say how many of his crew had successfully escaped from the airplane. The 
location of the crash scene of the C-123 was approximately 75 nautical iniles 
the Royal Thai Air Force Base at Nakhon Phanom on the 105 degree radial of the 
TACAN radio navigation station at that Base. The impact area was repo^ as 
being northwest of the village of Sepone (Tchepone), approximately at Ban Phaphi- 
lang (XD055824), which, at that time, was in Pathet Lao controlled territory as it is 


No word was received on the fate of Captain Donahue after the accident in which 
his aircraft was involved until the Spring of 1975. At that time the Sepone inhabit- 
ants positively identified Captain Donahue from pictures and descriptive literature 
brought to them from Royal Lao territory. He was described as the American 
“pilot" who had landed by parachute near their village on the night of 13 Decemlwr 
1968. He apparently broke a leg on landing and was captured by Pathet Lao who 
took him away the next day in a cart 

In the summer of 1975, a credible source of information vihs arrested held by the 
Pathet Lao in their Headquarters Building in jhe City of Vientiane, Laos.-According 
to that source, now in the United States, the name of Captain Donahue wm regular- 
ly mentioned by Pathet Lao intelligence personnel as the list of Americans they 
were holding was periodically read off in briefings in the Headquarters. The source, 
who also reads and understands Lao, further stated that whenever the opportunity 
presented itself, a quick scan of Pathet Lao documents that were laying around on 
desks was made. A number of these documents reflected the names of U.S.. person- 
nel still in Pathet Lao prison camps, and among them there always appeared the 
name of Captain Moi^an Donahue. What the source of information saw and heard 
demonstrated that Captain Donahue was indeed alive and being held in a highly 
secure and little known prison camp near Sepone as recently as the summer months 


A third credible source of information, the former Director of National Security of 
Laos, was located and interviewed in 1977. He stated that prior to fleeing Laos in 
1975, before the takeover by the Pathet Lao in 1975, he gave the names of over 200 
American “pilots", who had been captured by the Pathet Lao after their aircraft 
had been brought down to the U5. Embassy in Vientiane. Having some recall of the 
names on the list which he surrendered to the U5. Embassy, he claims to have re- 
membered that of Captain Morgan Donahue and affirms that there is an excellent 
chance that Captain Donahue is still alive in Laos. 

Further, another credible, high ranking source of information stated that he had 
locatcMl and tdk^ to Captain Donahue who was being held in a high security prison 
for American pilots near Phu Bhan. He subsequently planned a night helicopter 
escape for Captain Don^ue, but unfortunately the takeover of the nation of Laos 
by the Pathet Lao at this same time precluded the effort from being made. The 
source of information disappeared about this time, and it is not vet known whether 
he was seized and taken to an indoctrination camp (seminar) to be “re-educated" or 
whether he was liquidated. , . , . . , 

Particularly worthy of note is the fact that during one of a number of visits the 
father of (Captain Donahue made to the villa, in Vientiane, of Soth Pethrasi, who 
was the Chief Delegate of the Pathet Lao prior to the takeover of the country by the 
Pathet Lao, he was personally told by Soth that the Pathet Lao forces had captured 
and were holding over 100 American “pilots". Soth refused to identify or give the 
locations where these Americans were being held and stated that the matter was 
one which should be formally addressed when the war was over. 
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During the 1973 prisoner release by the North Vietnamese after the Paris Peace 
Accords were signed by U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger and Le due Tho of 
North Vietnam, nine Americans were freed by Hanoi, but because they had been 
captured on the Ho Chi Minh Trail by North Vietnamese in Laos, the Pathet Lao 
claimed that the nine were being released by them and not the North Vietnamese. 
Intelligence sources allege that the Pathet Lao are still holding captured Americans 
because Kissinger did not recognize Laos in his Paris Peace AccoroSi and the Pathet 
Lao refuse to give their U.S. prisoners to the North Vietnamese to surrender to the 
Americans. 

The family of Captain Morgan Donahue is willing to underwrite, by prior ar- 
rangements, the cost of obtaining credible and demonstrable physical evidence of his 
survival,, i.e., flngeiprints, photographs, etc. They will also offer a substyntial award 
to anyone arranging for his escape or deliveiy alive and well to a location to be mu- 
tually agreed upon in the city or Bangkok, Thailand, where he would be met by his 
father and others. No information on how he reached Bangkok, who brought him 
there, or how he managed to get back into the United States will ever be disclosed 
to anyone, including representatives of the Thai government or of the United 
States. 

At such time as arrangements are made with persons capable of this task| the 
family of Captain Donahue wfll provide information which can be used to positively 
identify only him. Captain Donahue’s father can be reached at #7 Willow Green, 
Co^ Beach, FL, USA, 32931.. His telephone number is 305-783-2698 (home) and 
305-853-2121 (office). 


There was also the problem of fingerprints. There have been alle- 
gations made that ^gerprints and other records have mysteriously 
disappeared from DOD files. There is no conspiracy to purge 
records. The Department of Defense does not maintain fingerprint 
records. The FBI is the sole agen^ with that responsibility. I re- 
Quest that this letter from FBI Director Sessions to Ongressman 
Solarz explaining lost or. purged fingerprint records be entered into 
the record. 

[The letter referred to follows:] 

U.S. Department op Justice, 

Washington, DC 20535, 

August 27, mi. 

Hon. Stephen J. Sou^ 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs, 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

House of Representatives, 

Washirigton, DC. 

Dear Mr. Chairman: On July 31 and Ai^t 2, you conducted hearings concern- 
ing MIA'a from the Vietnam War, in particular, the recently surfaced photowaph 
that depicts three individuals that are purported to be MIA’s. Carl W. Ford, Jr., 
^incipal I^uty Assistant Secretary for International Security Affairs, Derartment 
of Itefense [DODl was the principal .witness for the administration at the hearings. 
At the request of DOD, the FBI had been requested to condurt analyses on the pho- 
tograph and documents associated with that document. Additionally, the FBI con- 
ducted other analyses in relation to the MIA’s. 

As you are aware, DOD requested the presence of FBI representatives in the 
event certain topics surfaced in Uie course of the hearing. We provided experts on 
flngerprints and photography. We believed that their presence was necessary so 
that an accurate and complete record would be established if questions arose con- 
cerning those issues. These issues were mentioned in the course of the hearing, but 
more information is available that will make the record complete. I am taking this 
opportunity to provide that information and comment on another issue that was 
ra^ at the hearings. 

By letter from you to Mr. Ford dated July 26, 1991, you r^uested an analysis of 
“finger and palm prints that the Lundy and Robertson fainilies have received and 
have associated with their missing relatives." (In conversations with staff, it has be 
determined that this was a joint request with Congressman Robert J. Lagomarsino.) 
Since the FBI is the repository for fingerprints for military personnel, DOD request- 
ed the prints for these individuals, in addition to the third person linked to the pho- 
tograph, Lt, Comdr. Larry J. Stevens. A search of FBI fingerprint files did not dis- 
close a record for these three individuals. There are many reasons why we may not 
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currently have those fingerprints and an explanation for the record may be benefi- 

The most logical reason for the absence of these prints may be the policv for purg- 
ing files. In the case of military prints, if DOD reports an individual killed-in-action 
[KIAl or otherwise deceased, the print is placed in a special file for 7 years and then 
destroyed unless there is additional information furnished by the military, In testi-. 
mony, Mr. Ford advised that the DOD had listed Maj. Albro L. Lundy, Jr and Lieu- 
tenant Commander Stevens as KIA based on eye witnesses “c^nts of each inci- 
dent. Relevant herein is a list of 2,483 names furnished to the FBI by DOD m 1984. 
They were identified by DOD as being "Americans Unaccounted for in Southeast 
Asia." A search of our fingerprint files identified prints for 912 individuals from 
that list The prints for the three individuals linked to the photograph were not 
among those with prints in file. All existing prints from that list are being main- 
tained and are not subject to being purged. . 

Another explanation is that we never received fingerprints of those in question. 
But, it would perhaps be more than coincidental that the prints for three individ- 
uals linked to a single photograph would not have been submitted. This is particu- 
larly true given the policy of fingerprinting all militaiw perMnnel. Unfortunately 
due to the volume of civil prints ^one, approximately Bo million individuals and 90 
million cards, records of receipts are not maintained. In most instwces, the only 
means to determine if there is a print on file is to check the index. The abwnce of 
an individual from the index only indicates the FBI never had a file. It couW have 
been previously purged from the system, but, in most instances, there would be no 

recoro of the purge. j u • -i 

Fingerprints are frequently not capable of classification/retention due to their il- 
legibility based on the quality of the inked prints that are submitt^. When this 
occurs, the prints are sent back to the contributor with a request to obtain a legible 
fingerprint card for resubmission. It is not unusual to not receive a follow-up set of 
prints. As above, there would be no record if this occurred. As a point of reference, 
in the first three quarters of fiscal year 1991, the FBI .Identification Division reject- 
ed over 790,000 fingerprint cards.for this reason. Although historical figures are not 
available for the Vietnam War era, rejection rates for prints-submitted by the mili- 
tary in early 1980’8 were_about 15 percent. . , , l l j u 

In the course of the hearing there was testimony that the photograph had been 
submitted to a photographic expert to determine if the middle individual was identi- 
cal to Mmor Lundy. According to the testimony of Major Lundy’s wn, 16 jwsitive 
points of identification were made. It is the opinion of the FBI s photographic ex- 
perts that due to the poor quality of the photograph such an identification process is 
not possible. Further, positive identifications from photographs are dependent on 
scars, marks, and other individually unique features. Additionally, the positive iden- 
tification points that were recited by the witness are broad-based charactemtics 
common in large segments of the population. 'This does not reject the possibility 
that an individual may "recognize” a particular person in a photograph, but it does 
reject the capability to make a positive identification through analysis, given the 
quality of the photograph and the absence of identifiably unique features. 

One other issue raisal at the hearing bears clarification. A Member raisM the 
issue that the FBI had in its possession photographs of a possible MIA approximate- 
ly 6 months before they were made available to DOD. As stated by the Member, 
these photographs were furnished to the FBI by a Congressman. However, no spwif- 
ic information was furnished the FBI that these photographs concerned a possible 
MIA. Even if they had been suspected to be MIA related, the FBI had no re^n to 
believe that the photographs had not already been referred to DOD. Within a 
matter of a few days, these photomphs were returned to the Conpessman. I would 
also note that many communications between Congress and the FBI are considered 
to be privileged unless otherwise indicated. This is a privilege we do not take light- 
ly, given the sensitivity of constituent and other matters that are referred regularly 
to the rei. The FBI does not believe we acted improperly in this instance. 

The FBI remains committed to assisting Congress and DOD in the r^lution of 
the status of the MIA’s. Submissions by DOD are being handled on a priority basis. 
Should you be in need of additional information as the FBI’s role, please contact 
Charles E. Mandigo, Special Counsel, Congressional Affairs Office, telephone 
number 324-6028. 

Sincerely yours, 

William S. Sessions, 

Director. 

Mr. Carl W. Ford, Jr., . 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for International Secunty Affairs, 
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Department of Defense, 

Room 4E813, The Pentagon, 

Washington, DC 20301-2000. 

To prevent a recurrence of this problem in the future, I have 
tasked the service Secretaries to examine possible alternatives to 
establish a redundant, independent source for military fingerprints 
separate from the FBI records. I will report to the committee and 
to the families when we have implemented a solution to this prob- 
lem. 

There were also questions about the Minority staff report. I am 
not prepared today to go through the entire report. One, we 
haven't had enough time to go through it line by line yet, but let 
me just go through some of our concerns about it. 

I would like to point out a couple of glaring examples of poor re- 
search and errors. On page 5 through 8 of the report, the staff 
states "in fact, only 591 U.S. POW’s were repatriated by the North 
Vietnamese during Operation Homecoming, which is 12 percent of 
the figure of 5,000 U.S. POW's held by the North Vietnamese re- 
ported by the New York Times." 

The original New York Times article, the primary source materi- 
al appeared on the front page of the 6 March, 1973 issue. The 
number 5,000 appeared only once in the entire article quoting an 
American source who stat^ at a meeting of the Joint Military 
Commission the previous day North Vietnam had demanded the 
release of 5,000 cominunist prisoners held by Saigon. 

This 5,000 number cited incorrectly in the report has been often 
quoted by POW activists and is used within the report to lend cre- 
dence to the allegation that 85 percent of American prisoners of 
war were withheld by Hanoi after Operation Homecoming. 

A second inaccuracy is found in the prologue to Part 2, page I. 
The report states, "In spite of 1,400 unresolved reports of first-hand 
live sightings, the Department of Defense remarkably still believes 
it has ‘no credible evidence.' How does it dismiss these reports?” 

In fact, there are numerous inaccuracies in just that simple 
statement. First, while there have been over 1,400 first-hand live 
sighting reports, only approximately 100 are unresolved. Second, 
live sighting reports have not been dismissed. In over 75 percent of 
the first-hand live sightings received, DIA analysts have been able 
to establish that the report is true. 

'These reports involve POW’s who returned at Operation Home- 
coming or have been correlated to other Americans or westerners, 
such as missionaries or individuals stranded in South Vietnam 
when the communists took control. Almost 300 relate to Private 
Garwood, who returned from Vietnam in 1979. 

'There are numerous other factual inaccuracies throughout the 
report. To catalogue the inaccuracies would require a document of 
equal length and would be beyond the scope of my testimony here 
today. A more important issue 

The Chairman. Can I interrupt you there for just a minute? I 
think this is something that I talked to you about a few months 
ago, and it was my understanding that it was going to be prepared, 
that just such a categorization— I think it is critical to have that. 

Mr. Ford. We are in process of preparing it, sir. 
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The Chairman. I think the committee would welcome a 
oase line-for-line refutation and statement of accuracy. I think it 
IS absolutely critical once and for all to resolve those kinds ot 

things. ■ . ■ 

[The information referred to follows;] 

The Mino:iiy Staff Report charges the Government with conspiracy and cover-up 
ir it^handling of the POW/MIA issue. The authors arguments, however, are 
grounded in speculation and cloaked in innuendo Replete with 
Lport relies on news articles and quotations taken out of context ^ 

claims, The shoddy research and poorly supported reasoning reveals the aut^o« su- 
perficial grasp of the issue and make it appear as if they had formed their conclu- 
before undertdkins fln exfiroincition of the d&to. 

The following examines selected passages of the Report relevant to |he Wd 
Indochina War and the Gulf War. Specific excerpts as well as general themes are 
addressed. 

PROLOGUE TO PART I 

RenorV (Prologue to Part I, i) "On the record, the U.S Government has professed 
to give [the issu^'the highest national priority.’ Off the record, this P^^^ty vanish- 
es Instead other considerations emerge: Grand visions of a foreign policy of peace 
and reconciliation- desire for a new economic order of trade and investment; idwlog- 
?cat [mpe“^ the hostility ^f antagon^^^^ 

tendency of the bureaucracy to eliminate its workload by filing cases marked 

■closed’ instead of finding the pwple.’’ , 

ResDonse- If. as the above polemic states, the bureaucracy s pal is to mark cases 
•‘closed?’ and "eliminate its workload,’’ then it has clearly failed. More than 18 years 
liave passed since the conclusion of Operation Homecoming, and only 316 ol 
missing individuals have been accounted for. Executive branch initiatives to secure 
Information on our missing"servicemen from the Vietnam era spp ^ 

admihistrations. No administration has permitted f»Plo^»t'C policy considerate 
or bureaucratic ^nnui to interfere with its efforts to search for MIAs. DOD chal- 
lenges the Senate Foreign Relations Committee Minority Staff to descri^ even one 
instance where DOD suggested that the normalization of economic relations should 
the » of aecountinB for POW.'MlA’s, While the retolu of 
Che search for MIA’s have failed to meet expectations, primarily because he com- 
munist governments of Indochina hove refu^ to extend their full ^operation the 
'VTception that the U.S. Government might have something to gam bv falling to act 
i'«=’ spurious The minority staffers of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee are 
not the first individuals outside the Executive Branch to examine the government s 
commitment. Over the years, conspiracy and cover-up charges concerning the Gov- 
ernment's handling of the POW/MIA issue have bwn repeatedly investigated by 
the Congiess and DOD and found to be without foundation. A con^fsional mecha- 
nism halbeen in place since 1975 to exercise oversight. DOD and and 

efforts in this area have been vigorously monitored by the House Select Ummittee 
on POW/MIA s. the POW/MIA Task Force of the House Committee p Forei^ Af- 
fairs, the Senate Veteran’s Affairs Committee and by the Senate and House Select 

Committees on Intelligence. r n , 

The Department of Defense remains committed to achieving the fullest possible 
accounting. Assets devoted to the collection and development of intel igence data te 
resolve the issue have increased steadily over the years and all available means of 
intelligence collection are routinely exploited. The U.S. is currently engaged in joint 
efforts with the Indochinese governments to investigate loss incidents, intei-view 
eyewitnesses, and excavate crash and grave sites. Diplomatic initiatives, however, 
have failed, thus far, to elicit their full cooperation, Access to records as well as to 
areas identified in live sighting reporte hw been limited. 

Report (Prologue to Part 1, ii, ml The Minority Report claims that the U.S. Gov- 
ernment is unable “to cope with the problems of accounting for the missing, and 
X?s as an example, threase of SPC Melissa Rathbun-Nealy. taken prisoner by 
Iraq during the Gulf War. The Report states that her status was initially listed as 
■unkno\vn.^hen changed to ‘missing.’ a status distinct from that of MIA. reserved 
lor oer'^onnel unaccounted for in noncombai circumstances. The Report notes that 
she and SPC David Lockett, the individual with whom she was captured, were never 
listed as MIA or POW despite the existence of an abundance of information indicat- 
ing that they had been captured. The authors claim that the failure to categorize 
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them as such represented 'an important illustration of how DOD uses technical dis- 
tinctions to avoid a finding of POW/MIA.”’ 

Response: The Minority Report’s discussion of accountability during the Gulf War 
demonstrates, the authors' fundamental misunderstanding of the difference between 
assigning a missing person a status as defined by the Missing Persons Act, and ac- 
counting for the individual in fact, The Missing Persons Act was written specifically 
to protect the financial interests of the missing servicemember and the next of kin, 
An individual's accountability is not addressed by the Act and only comes into play 
once someone is lost and the act is implemented. 

Rathbun-Nealy's initial "unknown" status represented a category to which all 
missing personnel were assigned for an interim 10-14 day period to permit the com- 
mander of the individual's unit time to conduct a preliminary investigation. She 
was moved to "missing’’ and not “MIA” because hostile action had not yet com- 
menced and, as a truck driver in a convoy, she was in a noncombatant role. Despite 
indications of her capture, she was not listed as a FOW because the available evi- 
dence was not sufficiently compelling. The military services maintain strict require- 
ments for confirming someone a POW not "to avoid” such a finding, but to protect 
the families from exposure to reasons for hope that are not absolutely verifiable. 
The underlying philosophy is to ayoid error at all costs but to err on the side of 
caution if error is unavotd^le. Meanwhile, the search to locate the individual in the 
enemy’s prison system continues. 

In Rathbun-Nealy’s case, the Army Casualty Officer supplied information to her 
family which strongly indicated she had been captured. Although, the information 
was not considered by the Army to be sufficiently compelling to change her official 
status, the Army's determination did not diminish the commitment of DOD analysts 
to pursue all information relevant to her case on the a^umption that she was alive 
and a POW, 

PART i: THE SECOND INDOCHINA WAR 

Report: tb-l, 4) Henry Kissinger’s statement, in his book Years of Upheaval, that 
the U.S. "knew of at least eighty instances in which an American serviceman had 
been captured alive and had subsequently disappeared,” is interpreted as proof that 
Kissinger believed at the time that these men were still alive. 

Response: In making this statement in his book, Kissinger did not state that he 
believed the men were still alive. He simply commented on their unaccounted-for 
status. When their names did not appear on the list of prisoners returned after the 
Peace Agreement was signed, he asks, in the very next sentence following the one 
quoted in the Minority Repon, "Why? Were they dead? How did they die'’ Were 
they missing? How was that possible after capture?” The Minority Report fails to 
note that these very cases are part of the 119 Vessey discrepancy cases, chosen to be 
investigated first blouse they demonstrated the most compelling evidence of men 
we believed survived their loss incident and for whom the Vietnamese should be 
able to account. 

Report: (5-1) "However, news reports and other documentation staled that the 
U.S. Government left men— perhaps thousands of men— in the captivity of Commu- 
nist forces in Southeast Asia.” 

Response: There is no credible evidence to suggest that the U.S. Government 
abandoned anyone who was a captive of Communist forces at the end of the Viet- 
nam War. 'See discussion of reference made to New York Times article below for 
source of reference to "thousands of men” above,' 

Report: i5-2) "In fact, it was widely known that tlie Palhel Lao were holding 
many other U.S. POW’s. On March 25 one news report stated; U.S. sources believe 
that a substantial number of the missing (in Laos[— perhaps as many as lUd— still 
may be alive. The conclusions are based on inspections of crash sites by search 
teams and on intelligence reports.” 

Response: When the Paris Accords were signed, we had no evidence of live Ameri- 
cans being held in Laos. There have been numerous reports, from a variety of 
sources, suggesting that large numbers of Americans were being held by the Pathet 
Lao. During Operation Homecoming, nine Americans who had been captured in 
Laos were released by the Vietnamese. The Pathet Lao, however, never released 
any Americans who were listed as POW or MIA at the time the Accords were 
signed. One of the principle sources of the reports described above was Soth i’t'.i asy. 
a Pathet Lao spokesman in Vientiane during the conflict. Souban Srithirath. Laos' 
Vice Foreign Minister, has stated that Mr. Petra.sy's comments were sheer propa- 
ganda, made at a time when the Pathet Lao were trying to encourage their troops 
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and supporters. Petrasy, in a separate interview, confirmed that his statements 
were "wartime propaganda" intended to rally Uo support. 

Report- (6-8 10) An Associated Press dispatch, referencing a New York Times ar 
ticle.^is quoted by the report in the following 

did not list a number of prisoners they wanted frwd. The New York Times reported 
from Saigon today that American sources set the demand at o.UOU ^ ^ 

The report goes on to build a case on the number 5,000 quoted 
stating that "only 591 U.S. POW;s were repatriated fy No^rth V etnarn^^^^^ 
during Operation Homecoming, which is 12 i^rcent of ‘^e figure of o, 000 U S. 
POW’s held by the North Vietnamese reported by the Nf'^. 
port’s very next paragraph goes on to coirel^ the 
states that "the number of prisoners which TJe New York 

U.S, Government demanded from the North Vietnamese-S.OOO-cOTrete with 

the statement of a former employee of the U.S. Government 1^®^ 

former National Security Agency (NSA) employee said in a 

North Vietnamese repatriated only 15% of the U.S. servicemen th®y he‘d jn cap iv- 

ity. In other words, according to this source, the North Vietnamese kept 85% of the 

American POW’s who were alive after March 28, 1973." _ „ . .. . 

(5-10) The report bases further analysis on the fi^re 5,000, stating that the 
North Vietnamese-apparently-were waiting for the reparai^ns ^iMinger 
had promised them, before the vast majonty of American POW s repoi^ by t^ 
New York Times were to be- repatriated. Doubtl^, they held the 
human collateral. It should be noted that the 5,0(W fi^re «t^.%‘he Times 
is slightly less than twice that of the U.S. official POW and ^lA totals However, it 
is likely that the 5,000 figure reflected the total number of individuals bel ev^ to be 
held by Communist forces in Southeast Asia at that ti^. This 
eluded the total number of covert or Black ^wboy POW s and M A s wJ^® were not 
factored into the official U.S. Government MIA and P()W casualty figures for the 
entire Second Indochina War throughout Southeast Asia. ’ 

Response: The original New York Times article, tL 

was taken, appeared on the-fronfjiage of the 6 March 1973 issue. In fiiat article the 
_ number "5,000" was mentioned only once, as a- reference to a quote from an Ameri- 
can source who states that at a meeting of the JointMilitair ^mmission the previ- 
ous day, North Vietnam had demanded the release of 5^00 Communist prisoners 
held by Saigon. Despite the authora’ misinterpretation of the meaning of the New 
York Times^ 5,000 figure, it, nevertheless, is consistently cited and incorporated ana- 
lytically to support the Minority Report's key argument that thousands of American 
POW’s were abandoned in Indochina. . , a 

Report: (&-9) "Some evidence suggests that a number of nonrepatriated Americans 
may have been turned over to Soviet control and subsequently transported to the 
Soviet Union. A former U.S. military serviceman, assigned to the ^A, provided the 
Minority Staff sworn affidavits that during the Vietnam War he tracked a ceMin 
number of U.S. servicemen from their point of capture to their release to the Sovi- 
ets for debriefings by both North Vietnamese and Laotian oTficials. This has not 
been corrotorat^, but information provided to the Minority Staff indicates that 
POW’s may have been sent to the Soviet Union for interrogation and subsequent 
use of their special skills." . . .« -.a 

Response: Mr. Jerry Mooney, a former National Security Agency (NSA analyst, 
has asserted over the years that the U.S. Government has or has had intelligence 
informaUon that proves the existence of American prison^ of war left tehind in 
^utheast Asia after the withdrawal of U.S. forces from Vietnam m 19^. Addition- 
ally, he has claimed that a portion of these mun, those with sj^ial technical or in- 
telligence knowledge, were transported to locations outside of Vietnam, specifically 
to the Soviet Union and China. Mr. Mooney’s claims have been investigated and 
proven to be false (Details of the investigation are available for discu^n in exMU- 
tive session.) Recent assertions from Soviet sources that an American POW from the 
Vietnam War was living in Kazakhstan and that Soviet officials interrogated Amer- 
ican prisoners in Vietnam after 1973 are under investigation. 

PROLOGUE TO PART II 

Report: (Prologue to Part II. i) The position of the Executive Branch is that there 
is "no evidence” that living Americans exist in Southeast Asia, nor were any left 
after American prisoners were returned in 1973. * nnn 

Response: The official position of the Executive Branch is as stated in the DOD 
POW/MIA Fact Book, dated July 1991; 
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"Although we have thus far been unable to prove that Americans are still de- 
tained against their will, the information available to us precludes ruling out that 
possibility. "(Italic for emphasis) 

Report': (Prologue to Part II, i) In discussing the 1,400 or so live sighting reports, 
the report claims that "the U.S. Government has not judged a single one of these 
thousands of reports to be credible." It also claims that the 1.400 reports are unre; 
solved. _ ... 

Response: Both statements are wrong, as 75 percent of the jive sighting reports 
have oeen judged to be true. They are simply sighting of accounted for Americans 
(i.e. returned POW’s), or of Amerasians, Eurasians, Westerners, Russians and East 
Europeans who are mistaken for Americans. A large number are of Bobby Garwood, 
Because live-sighting reports come into DIA on a daily basis, the number of unre- 
solved continues to fluctuate. Currently, approximately 100 remain unresolved. 

Report: (F^logue to Part 11, i, ii) Garwood’s "court martial as a collaborator and 
deserter solved two problems for IX)D. By bringing up the charges DOD sought to 
redefine his case as a voluntary expatriate and therefore not technically a prison- 
er— and it enabled DOD evaluators to dismiss fully 200 of the live-sighting reports." 

Response: All returnees, who had personal contact with Garwood while they were 
held captive in the South, agree that he was not a POW but a "collaborator." Pri- 
vate Garwood was tried by a General Court Martial and convicted of aiding the 
enemy and assaulting a feUow prisoner of war. His conviction was affirin^ by the 
U.S. Navy Marine Corps Court of Military Review and by the Court of Military Ap- 
peals. The fact that he was tried by a military court for desertion and collaboration 
stemmed from the charges initiated by fellow prisoners of war and was not in any 
way motivated by an attempt on the part of the Defense Department to deny any 
claims he may have had to being a TOW. The close to 300 live-sighting reports 
judg^ to be of Botoy Garwood have not ban dismissed, only resolved. They have 
ban correlated with Garwood because the information they contain clearly identi- 
fies him and no one else. (For further information on Garwood, see Garwood File 
enclosure.) 

Report: (Prologue to Part II, ii) Files are not accessible to the families. 

Response: Through the armed services’ casualty officers, the DIA provides all rele- 
vant information to families jn accordarce with public law. The families receive all 
information that has been correlated to their missing member. The files maintained 
by the DIA, however, are classified documents because they contain information 
which identifies intelligence sources and methods. Before being released to the casu- 
alty officers, who in turn provide them to the nejrt of kin, the documents are sani- 
tized to remove sensitive information which may identify the intelligence source or 
reveal the manner in which the information was collects. The names of all associ- 
ated individuals, including those of other MIA’s, are also removed to protect their 
privacy and that of their families. 

Report: (Prologue to Part II, iii) "Colonel Peck confirms that a ‘cover-up has been 
in progress." 

Response: Col. Peck’s allegations were examined by an internal DOD inquiry and 
were found to be without foundation. In testimony before the House Subcommittee 
on Asian and Pacific Affairs, he was unable to substantiate his claims. (See re- 
sponses to inquiries 7, 8, and 10 in Committee letter requesting responses) 

PART Ii: LIVE SIGHTINGS 

Report: (6-1, 2) The U5. Government’s policy of dealing with the live-sighting re- 
ports is flawed. Weaknesses exist in methodology and procedures for collecting and 
analyzing information. 

Response: DIA’s efforts in examining reports of firsthand live sighting are predi- 
cate on the assumption that some Amencans are still alive in Indochina. The ur- 
gency inherent in this assumption dictates that such reports receive the highest pri- 
ority in intelligenoe analysis and collection resource allocation. Consistent with this 
determination, DIA’s methodology emphasizes the fullest possible exploitation of 
live sighting reports. Reported information is rigorously compared with the Mgre- 
gate of intmligence information available in DIA's data base, then developed and 
followed-up on as required, regardless of where it may lead. 

All information is evaluated according to the plausibility, cohesiveness, and suffi- 
ciency of the data and all potential corroborative evidence. Upon receipt, live-sight- 
.ing reports are examined to determine if the geographic location of the sighting, the 
time and circumstances of the sighting, and the details provided correlate to a 
known missing American. Related data is retrieved from DIA’s extensive casualty, 
source, and camp files, and the information is compared with what is available in 
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the report. All files of losses or known incidents of capture or imprisonment in prox- 
imity to the location reported are isolated for powible correlation as are all files of 
sources who have previously reported sightings in the same area. A similar proce- 0 

dure is then employed to isolate the files of inissing individuals whose time and/or 
location of loss generally relates to that given in the report. 

Based on these findings, a preliminary determination is made regarding whether 
the descriptive details provided by the source correlate to any of the missing Ameri- 
cans believed to be likely candidates. If the information is judged to be possibly per- 
tinent to a POW or MIA, it is actively pursued by all available means. Data gaps 
identified may require that the source be reinterviewed, or that further collection 
efforts be taken. The establishment of the POW-MIA office in Hanoi manned by 
U.S. technical personnel, including a DIA analyst having extensive knowledge of Vi- • 

etnamese record-keeping systems, and a DIA live-sighting investigator, facilitates 
the live-sighting issue. The Government of Vietnam has permitted representatives 
of the U.S. Government to conduct targeted information research through direct 
access to official archival material, and has begun to grant limited access to report- 
ed live-sighting locations. 

A. live-sighting report is considered resolved when it has been determined that the 
evidence is clear and convincing that the individual described has been identified or 
when analysis indicates that the report is clearly a fabrication. Once these anal 3 rti- 
cal judgments are reached, DIA's analysis is then subjected to the scrutiny of an • 

interagency review panel l^fore the report is considerki resolved. This panel con- 
sists of representatives from C^, State Department (INK), OASD/ISA, OJCS, and 
DAMI-ro. Upon concurrence by the review panel, the report remains in DIA’s data 
base where it is available for review by analysts working independently on other 
live-sighting reports. 

Reports in which questions of correlation or validity remain unsettled are consid- 
ered unresolved and are subjected to additional analysis and collection efforts until 
a final determination can be made. ^ 

Report: (6-3, 4) DOD correlated a sightiiw report of the capture of an American • 

pilot to returnee Capt. James Hickerson, USN, instead of LTJG Dooley, so as to con- 
sider the report resolved. 'The minority staff claims to possess a written statement, 
made by CAPT Hickerson, that contradicts many of the details of his shootdown 
that he provided in his debrief. - ~ 

Response: On 22 October 1967, LTJG James E. Dooley was flying an A-4E aircraft 
which was hit by antiaircraft fire following a strike mission in Haiphong. U.S. wit- 
nesses to the incident reported that LTJG Dooley’s aircraft was streiming fuel and 
headed toward the Gulf of Tonkin, where it descended and crashed into the water ^ 

just east of the Do Son Peninsula. ’There were no sips that LTJG Dooley ejected 
from the aircraft, no beepers were heard, and a search revealed no sign of survival. 

The &nate Foreign Illations minority staff report claims that: a) DOD correlated 
a sighting report of the cwture of an American pilot to returnee (^pt. James Hick- 
erson, USN, instead of LTJG Dooley, so as to consider the report resolved; b) "In 
1973, a U.S. POW who had been reptriated said he saw Dooley’s name written on 
the wall of a prison cell in Hanoi’’; c) “Two Thai special forces' soldiers released 
from North Vietnamese custody in 1973 identified Ikwley’s photograph as a fellow 
inmate" and; d) A communist photo of captured U.S. pilots in Hanoi shows a partial ^ 

profile of a person who "strongly resembles" LTJG Dooley. 

a. The refugee report clearly describes the capture of CAPT Hickerson, whose own 
detailed POW debriefing account of his capture, given immediately foljowing "Oper- 
ation Homecoming," closely follows the source’s reporting. The minority staffs 
"analysis" of the fore mentioned live-sighting report is a clauic example of how raw 
reporting, without access to a data base of facts, can be misinterpreted. In this in- 
stance a Vietnamese refugee source interviewed by the Joint Casualty Resolution 
Center (JCRC) in December 1986, reported firsthand information on the capture of a 
U.S. pilot in what he believed was (^ber or November 1968. The source d^ril^ | 

seeing a man in a parachute land on the beach and attempt to evade by swimming 
out into the water. The source says the Vietnamese shot at the swimmer to limit his 
movement, and local forces swam out to capture the man. He also says that the 

E ilot began firing at the Vietnamese and attempted to talk on a hand-held radio, 
ut was unable to do so due to waves. He goes on to report that the pilot wore a 
one-piece uniform with a long zipper in the front and that the POW was blindfolded 
and his arms bound behind his back before he was loaded into a sidecar. He adds 
that he was later put in an automobile and driven away. 

Based solely upon the loss location, time of day and month, JCRC originally be- % 

lieved the report could relate to LTJG Dooley; however, when the facts of CAPT 
Hickerson's capture were later brought to their attention (JCRC did not have access 
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to his debrief at the time the original correlation was made) they reevaluated all 
reports from that area and rescinded their tentative correlation to LTJG Dooley, 
concluding that the source’s information described CAPT Hickerson’s circumstances 
of capture. 

The minority staff says that CAPT Hickerson has provided a written statement of 
his capture, claiming “he could not have been swimming out to sea when he was 
captured," and refuting other points in the source's story. They say that "Hickerson 
was taken to prison riding on the back of a bicycle, not in a jeep as the fisherman 
described." 

While DIA does not possess the alleged written statement from CAPT Hickerson 
to which the Senate staff refer, we do have his 1973 debriefing in which he details 
the events of his December 1967 capture. Upon returning to the U.S., CAPT Hicker- 
son told debriefers ". . . (he) collapsed his parachute, he found himself face-to-face 
with about 100‘ civilian personnel. He immediately separated from the parachute 
and started running out into the shallow water, after going a short distance he de- 
tached his seat pack and commenced swimming seamni. About this time rifle shots 
started splashing in the water around him .... "At this point Hickerson saw he 
was about to captured so he pulled out his survival radio and sent the 
message ... to his wingman. He then stopped, put up his hands and surrendered 
to the DRV swimmers." In his debrief CAW Hickerson goes on to describe how he 
was stripped of his clothing, blindfolded, his hands tied behind his back and how he 
was put on the fender of a motorcycle and taken to the fishing village. Later that 
day he was also moved in the sidecar of a motorcycle, during which time he was 
seen by crowds of people who threw rocks and sticks at him. 

While there are slight differences in the source's account and CAPT Hickerson's 
as reported in his debrief, the refugee report clearly refers to the former POW. It is 
noteworthy that the source was only 13 years old when he observed the event, and 
19 years passed between the time he saw CAPT Hickerson’s capture and the time 
he reported it to U.S. authorities. 

b. No returnee ever claimed to have seen LTJG Dooley’s name on a prison wall. 
DIA is not aware of anyone claiming to have seen Dooley’s name written on the 
wall of a prison cell. This story appears- to stem from a returnee who reported that 
another POW had mentioned seeing Dooley’s name on a wall; however, the POW to 
which the story was attributed never mentioned Dooley in any manner in his de- 
briefing or later interviews. 

c. The Thai POW’s did not identify Dooley’s photograph as a fellow inmate with 
any certainty. When shown a pre-loss photo of LTJG Dooley, they were uncertain, 
saying only that they saw a similar face in 1968 at a prison known as the 
Based upon other information they furnished, it is clear that they saw another indi- 
vidual who subsequently died in captivity, but who bore a physical resemblance to 
the preloss photo^ph of LTJG Dcmley they were shown. There is no information 
that points to LTJG Dooley’s capture or to his being imprisoned at the "Zoo" or any 
other prison. 

d. LTJG Dooley is not depicted in any po8t<»pture photographs. With one excep- 
tion, every POW photograph from the war has Wn identified. The one remaining 
unidentified photo is clearly not the missing Naval aviator. DIA possesses no post- 
capture photographs that can be attributed to LTJG Dooley. 

PART n: “black operations” 

Report: (7-1) The names of all individuals unaccounted for have not been made 
public. Personnel lost in covert or "black" operations are declared KIA and are not 
included. 

Response: No one is missing from the public list, and there is no secret list. The 
authors of the report are under the illusion that the U.S. Government considers a 
man accounted for if a presumptive finding of death has been made. In fact all the 
I^A’s were presumed dead by the early ladO’s, with the exception of COL Charles 
Shelton, USAF, who remains listed as a POW for symbolic reasons. A presumption 
of death, however, in no way changes the Government's obligation to accopt for 
those missing. The Senate st^ members appear to have confused legal, administra- 
tive procedures with DIA investigatory methodology— two approaches having totally 
unrelated purposes. 

PART Ii: ACCOUNTABIUTY 

Report: (8-11 The means of arriving at accountability is questionable. 



Response: The U.S. Government's goal of fullest possible accounting is achieved by 
resolving individual cases. A case is »;“o‘''e‘l/hen either an 
mains are returned or when a convincing explanation of why neither is possible can 

^Within ?hf u.S, Government’s goal of fullest possible, accounting, General Ves- 
sey’s specific goal is to illuminate the POW issue by utilizing a number of discrepan- 

‘^^Sg the Vessey process, we have collected sufficient intelligence to confirm the 
fate of 56 individuals: 22 have been accounted for through the return of remains, 
are known to have died but have not yet been accounted for^ j 

Joint investigation of an incident proceeds on the assumption 
alive. The case is investigated until the man is located jreturnd ^ 
evidence confirms that he did not survive. Once death confirmed L^deS ned 
tion/negotiation continues until his remains are returned or until it is determinea 

that there is no likelihood of remmns recovery. , . are vis- 

In the course of the investigations witnesses are interviewed, crashsites are vis 
ited, aircraft wreckage is studied, and excavations are mounted. 

DIA’s primary role in the joint investigation process is ^ 
mation derived from U.S. and Vietnamese files and from the investigations them 

**Data gaps are identified, some of which Vietnam is requested to fill through r^ 
search of wartime records, provision of additional witnesses, or site surveys and ex 

‘^AlHnformation is evaluated according to the plausibility, 

ciency of the data, amount and type of corroborative evidence, and credibility of the 

"°To^confirm an individual’s fate an analyst asses^ whether the 

firmly identifies the individual involved and whether it proves ‘ f 

not (^cur. If death is indicated, an analyst must assess the 

remains by determining the reliability of evidence revealing the 

and by taking into account the possibility that the individual s remains may have 

^d”coSdn«‘ evidence must be obtmned before any ^ 

regarding the death of an American or a decisionmade that 
to be recoverable. The process is a rigorous one. DOD believes every effort to obtain 
information must be exhausted before a detemination can made. 

Report: (8-4) Dr. Michael Chamey is cited for his charges that CILHI has misiden- 
tified and deliberately lied about the identifiMtion of remains. 

Response: A Professor Emeritus at the University of (Colorado, the report citw Dr . 
Chamey as a forensic expert critical of aLHI’s meth^ology. He has 
CILHI. He is the same Dr. Chamey who claimed to have 
the photo, now known to be of a Lao tribesman, to be that of Navy Lt ^anid Borah. 
Dr. Chamey’s photo identification methodology is b^ on the 
imposition of "edge" images where a known image is su^nropowd *® 
quStion and the two photos’ various "edges analyzed for overlap, ^crording to a 
photo analysis expert from Swdia National I^boratonw, the integrity of edg 
images remains questionable since the "definition of an edge in a diptal imag 
somewhat subjective." The Sandia expert concludes that a definitive identification 
cannot be made using this technique alone. 

PART n: -raE french experience 

Report: (9-1,2, 3, 4) The French experience in Vietnam is a precedent for U.S. expe- 

"Sonse; In 1954, 6,900 persons, of whom 2,200 were native French, were carried 
as missing from French expeditionary forces. These were not prisoners but r^her 
men lost under uncertain conditions. All native French prisoners mn ^ 

the end of October 1954. A tiny number of " 0 ":^ and non-Vietnainw r^ 
mained in North Vietnam but not against their will. W the Vietnam^ 

French forces who were carried as missing, some had chang^ 
of the war. These indigenous Vietnamese decided to settle in the North. According 
to the French Govemmerit. the (kneva Accords, ending the war, were implemented, 
and no one remained behind against his will. 
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EPILOGUE 

Report: (10-1,2,3,4,5) The report’s authors claim their conclusions parallel those of 
Gel. Peck. 

Response: (See response to Col. Peck’s charges of cover-up, Prologue to Part II, in 
and responses to inquiries 7, 8, and 10 in (Committee letter requesting responses to 
the ^lect Committee’s inquiries.) 

Mr. Ford. A more important issue that this committee should ad- 
dress of Mr. Usry is why he and other staff members of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee staff have withheld from the Depart- 
ment of Defense information relevant to the investigations of the 
Stevens case and the Borah case, Not only has Mr. Usry withheld 
information that would have assisted the Department of Defense in 
more expeditiously investigating these cases, but he has stood by 
while Senate staff members directed sources not to provide their 
information to members of my staff, the DIA, or others within the 
Department of Mense investigating these cases. 

Mr. Chairman, for example, I hope that you will question Mr. 
Usry about how long he had the Borah information before July 
1991. When the Department of Defense finally received the infor- 
mation, we resolved the case in less than 2 months. 

The Chairman. In point of fact, the family doesn’t think you re- 
solved it, is that accurate? 

Mr. Ford. I’m not sure that that’s the case. Let me go through 
this next part of my testimony, because I think that there were 
also allegations made by Judge Gayden and also by Jack Bailey 
that I would like to address myself to. 

I unfortunately was unable to either be here or watch on C- 
SPAN the testimony of Judge Gayden and Jack Bailey, and I also 
unfortunately, or fortunately, did not read the transcripts until 
yesterday when I was preparing for this testimony. I am glad that I 
didn’t. I was so outraged 

The Chairman. Let me just interrupt you for one second if I can. 
We want to try to keep this hearing going so we don’t have an 
interruption, ^nator McCain will chair while I go and vote, and 
let me just say for the record. Senator Smith was not here at the 
outset simply because it is his amendment on the floor right now 
and we are voting on it, and I think he’ll be back shortly. So if you 
could keep going, we will try to keep running through. 

Mr. Ford. I was mentioning that I was glad that I didn’t finally 
get around to reading those until yesterday, because I was so out- 
raged that I’m sure it would have affected my whole week. 

The Borah and Carr families have been the losers as a result of 
the allegations made by a number of individuals before this com- 
mittee. Family confidence in their Government has been further 
eroded by the unsubstantiated and specious claims of Government 
conspiracy. Mr. Sheetz will later discuss the Carr case in detail. 
However, I would like to spend a moment on the Borah case and 
the allegations made by Judge Gayden before this committee. 

Judge Gayden’s allegation that the Department of Defense would 
knowingly provide to the family, the Congress, and the American 
people altered photographs of the meeting between our investiga- 
tor, Bill Gadoury, and the individual is outrageous. 
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Even more disturbing is the fact that Judge Gayden, an officer of 
the court, would allege that he obtained a photo analysis of the 
photos of the meeting and then assert that DOD photos are frauds. 
This committee cannot stand bv and let these gross distortions of 
fact go unnoticed. If Judge Gayden's photo experts believe the DOD 
photos are a fraud, he should produce their reports or their testi- 
mony or an affidavit or other suitable evidence. 

Our investigators, with the help of the Lao, found the individual 
photographed in Laos and identified as Lieutenant Borah. The indi- 
vidual is not Lieutenant Borah. The Borah family has been con- 
vinced by Judge Gayden's bailiff, Khambang, that the individual is 
Lieutenant Borah, and Khambang has accompanied the two Borah 
sons to Laos. Khambang’s blood relative in Thailand passed the 
roll of film containing the Borah photos to Khambang in the 
United States. 

Khambang has a long histoiw of providing POW-related materi- 
als from as early as 1985, and none— not one of these leads has 
ever proven valid. I have a fact sheet on Khambang that I would 
request be entered into the record. The Judge Gayden-Khambang 
connection neei to be thoroughly investigated. I hope that this 
committee will undertake that task. 

If I might, I would also like to add some of my own personal in- 
volvement in this particular case. Judge Gayden made much of the 
fact that we have put Lieutenant Borah in jeopardy by having his 
photograph appear on Laotian TV. I would simply note that -the 
first time I saw the photograph was on NBC, and that after having 
seen the photograph and noticing the rematkable repmblance be- 
tween the photographs of Lieutenant Borah and this photograph 
that was on NBC, we tried to get hold of the photograph. 

There was a period of weeks when it was in almost every news- 
paper in the United States, almost every television station, prob- 
ably throughout the world. We couldn’t get a hold of it. Until Sena- 
tor Smith interc^ed we were unable to get the information. Once 
we had the information, we were able, using the photograph and 
working with the Laotians, to find this individual that was in the 
photograph. 

The only question about putting people in jeopardy was a long 
period of time in which this information was withheld from the 
people that our (^vemment has tasked the job with checking out 
all of these leads. The notion that Bill Gadoury, who appeared 
before you, would allow himself to be inserted in a photograph that 
had been doctored, or that he had doctored a photograph, I just 
find totally outrageous that anybody would make such a claim. 

He was here before you. You had an opportunity to meet him. 
The fact is that he was under oath, and that all we have done is 
tried to do our job, and when we do our job, then some other story 
comes up, and guess who seems to be behind much of all of these 
allegations, Mr. Khambang. 

Mr. Khambang is someone who was involved also in Mr. Usry’s 
secret trip in August. He had reported that he had information 
about the Stevens case, and Robertson, Lundy— particularly Ste- 
vens— and that there was information that if they went to South- 
east Asia, that he would be able to provide our researchers with 
information. 
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This was communicated to the Secretary of Defense. He agreed 
to allow a plane to be diverted to take this mission. I know this for 
a fact, because it happened to be diverted away from me. I didn’t 
know it at the time, but I was in Hawaii with the Under Secretary 
of Defense at a meeting and we happened to have the only aircraft 
that was unmarked to be sent into Southeast Asia, only to find out 
that it, had been redirected. We also supplied by request individuals 
who were polygraph investigators. 

Mr. Khambang hit Bangkok and was told go find your sources 
and bring them in. After much delay, and explaining why he was 
having difficulties, he finally .brought in one individual. Mr. Usry 
and the team of investigators questioned him. They polygraphed 
him, and they concluded that he was lying. 

When during the interviews, as 1 understand it has been told to 
me, the source that Khambang brought in indicated that he had 
provided this famous map of various people located in Vietnam 
that were being held prisoner on an island, he was asked a very 
simple question. Well, could you draw us again that map? When he 
could not draw the map or barely draw at all, they asked the obvi- 
ous question, well, who did draw it? 

Well, guess who drew it? The same people that are providing 
Khambang with the Borah photograph information, and at the 
time in August we had not located the Lao hill tribesman. We did 
not directly make the connection that here were two cases in 
which Khambang had clearly been involved, one in which his 
source failed to polygraph, ana the second in which the photograph 
had obviously been taken of the wrong man and had be^ given to - 
the families as possibly being Lieutenant Borah. . 

Now' it takes a lot of our time and a lot of our energy, and it 
certainly is frustrating to me, but all of that pales in comparison to 
what this puts the Borah family through. The fact is that they 
have been led to believe not only that their son was still alive, and 
all that that trauma involved, but when it w'as proved to be false, 
fabricated, they now are being told, no, no, no, that's not true, your 
Government has altered the photograph, all of this coming from a 
guy who was clearly involved in scams. 

Now, I don’t think that— that anyone here, or certainly anyone 
in the Pentagon, can feel very comfortable with the notion, beat up 
on us, call us names, but the fact is that the people that really get 
hurt by this are the families who have these people coming around 
preying on their uncertainties and their concerns about their loved 
ones, and it ought to stop, and that’s one reason we think that this 
committee is one of the best ideas going, because hopefully we will 
get to the bottom of this. 

I would ask Mr. Usry as a challenge, if he is so interested in in- 
vestigating cover-ups, if he is so interested in investigating us, fine. 
Do it. Do your best. But why doesn’t he spend some of his talent 
and some of his time investigating what are clearly egregious inci- 
dents of preying on these poor families, and as far as I'm con- 
cerned, we’ve got to do something. I don't have all the answers, but 
I know- we have got to do something. 

Now, let me talk about Mr. Bailey. Mr. Bailey, along with two 
Congressmen, requested to see high officials in the U.S. Govern- 
ment and Secretary Cheney agreed to see Jack, accompanied by 
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two Congressmen. I was present, Secretary Wolfowitz was present, 
others were there, and during this meeting Jack presented some of 
the information that he had been unwilling to provide oyer several 
months of intensive efforts to try to get him to share with us, and 
we thanked him for it. 

He also provided the name of this notorious Mr. X. In fact, it was 
done— he was so nervous about providing the name that he only 
told it to me, not to the Secretary, not to the Congressmen. There 
was this writing on a piece of paper and he was showing it only to 
me. I did not speak Laotian, and so I just simply took it at face 
value* After all of this rigmarole and mystery to get the name, it 
was sort of like giving us Smith, and it’s someone in the New York 
phone book. It was not even spelled correctly and was absolutely of 
no help to us. 

But beyond that, the most important aspect of the meeting was 
that we thought that there was a reconciliation between Jack and 
the Defense Department and that we got up from that meeting b^ 
lieving that Jack had volunteered to make all— not one, all of his 
sources available to us, not only on the Carr case but on other 
cases. He mentioned a Lao general and various other people in 
Thailand and Laos that he would make available to us and agreed 
that they could also be polygraphed. 

We indicated that just having the information without being able 
to sit down and talk to the sources directly for some extended 
period of time and getting the details we would nof be able to 
really do much with the general information that we had been ga- 
ting from him up to that time. 

He agreed to all of this, and 1 thought that here is the man that 
has the only real leads that we know of to the Carr photograph, 
the most compelling of the photographs that I have seen, where 
our experts that have looked at this photograph suggest that it 
could very well be Carr, and here is our primary access, and he h^ 
agreed to work with us and bring the sources in and give us their 
telephone numbers and let us talk to them, polygraph them. 

He indicated in a general way that he was going back to Thai* 
land soon. He then mentioned to the Secretary that he had one 
major concern. He felt that the whole operation and his sources 
were going to be undermined by our efforts to investigate using the 
Thai police and Thai intelligence services. 

Let me just mention that the reason that we had to go to the 
Thai police and Thai intelligence service is because Jack Bailey 
would not give us any more information. 

We had a compelling photograph, the requirement to move with 
urgency, and nowhere to go. So we were putting together all the 
bits and pieces we had, and sharing it with Thai intelligence, and 
saying, “Have you seen this person? Do you know where we can find 
him, where we can talk to him?” 

But, because of Jack's great concern, and because he was the real 
source of where these people were, I walked out of that meeting. I 
went back and ordered that all investigations by the Thai police 
and Thai intelligence cease; if they were going on, stop them. 

We also wanted to make sure that the opportunity that Jack was 
providing us wouldn’t be somehow undermined or interfered with. 
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by his being fearful that we were somehow involved with the 
wrong people. 

I will have to tell you that I got a lot of advice that I was making 
a mistake. Our only credible leads, at that point, were trying to 
take the bits and pieces we had and let the Thai police and others 
help us try to find people. 

I have to admit that I thought about it, and, in the end, my judg- 
ment was that Jack has the best information so far, and he actual- 
ly talked to the people that took the photograph, or know who took 
the photograph, and so I called it off. 

We then, and Bob Sheetz can go into this in greater detail after 
the meeting, turned over Jack to my staff and DIA to talk to him 
in more detail about the information he was providing. 

Because of the ui^ency of the case, and the compelling nature of 
the case, and because I had turned off our only other investigative 
efforts, I was obviously concerned about when Jack would be going 
back to Thailand. He had promised the Secretary very soon, and he 
suggested it would be the next week. 

When he did not appear to be interested in going back quickly, 
we began to call and suggest, “Why can’t you go? I thought you 
said you were going back to 'Thailand. We are holding things up for 
you. Jack.” 

Finally, it turned out that part of the problem was money, and 
so we bought him a ticket. When he finally got ready to go, we 
were prepared to help him as much as we could. We saw this as a 
cooperative effort. 

We sent one person from our staff, a very senior person. Bob 
-Sheetz went, and Col. John Cole, who was already in Thailand, who 
was there to help with working Jack’s information, and helping 
move forward on the Carr case. 

I do not know, other than second- and third-hand, what hap- 
pened after that, and I will let Bob Sheetz finish the story from 
there. 

Let me just simply go over, in very general terms, that instead of 
producing all these sources he had talked about, these telephone 
numbers, this Lao general, we had one person who refuses to be 
polygraphed who spins a yam that api^ars to be untrue. 

•fiien, when they cannot come up with the assurances they have 
given to me, to the Congressmen, and certainly to the Secretary of 
Defense, all of a sudden there is this mysterious American that is 
threatening lives and paying $50,000 for this, that and another 
thing. 

If I have ever seen a cover-up, this is it. The fact is that what is 
being covered up, for whatever reason, is that Jack Bailey went to 
Southeast Asia with our assistance, with our hopes, with our pray- 
ers, and came up empty. 

I am not going to be blamed for that, and I am not going to let 
my people be blamed for that. If there is an American, mysterious 
or no, that is threatening lives, we will get to the bottom of it. 

If we get a name, we will check it out, but the fact is, that my 
judgment is, that every time we go and try to pin people down .for 
detailed information, when they do not produce, we get blamed. 

They are the ones to blame. 'They either put up or they shut up, 
continually coming back and saying, well, it was not my fault, or 
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we were duped, or we had people following us down the streets of 
Bangkok, I am sorry. 

We went the extra 1,000 miles. We went the extra 6,000 miles, 
and I do not think that Defense, the Secretary, or anybody at this 
table, or anybody on this committee should be blamed for the fail- 
ures of Jack Bailey to provide what he promised he was going to 
provide. - 

The Chairman. Were you not informed, Mr. Secretary, who that 
individual was that is alleged to have interfered? 

Mr. Ford. I have been given the name that, I think, was passed 
on from your staff, and I was shocked. I was shocked that is who 
they said this American was. We have contacted him, he denies it 
categorically. 

The Chairman. I was just curious whether there had been a con- 
tact there. Was Mr. Bailey at any time polygraphed? 

Mr. Ford. No. Not to my knowledge. Certainly not on this par- 
ticular operation. Sir, that is the end of my formal and informal 
statement. Thank you very much. 

[Die prepared statement of Mr. Ford follows:] 

Prepared Statement or Carl W. Ford, Jr. 

Mr. Chairman, Senator Smith, members of the Committee, I would like to thank 
you for the opportunity to return to comment on issues that have arisen during the 
3 days of historic heannp that you convened last week on the POW/MIA issue. 

First, I would like to clarify a point that came up in last Thursday’s testimony 
concerning the “last known alive” discrepancy cases. TheLdefinition of a discrepancy 
case is ; 

A case about which the USG has convincing evidence that the Governments 
of Vietnam, Laos or Cambodia should have specific knowledge. 

The term “discrepancy case" includes not only individuals who were "last known 
alive, but also individuals who were known dead, but for whom the Indochinese 
Governments should be able to provide information or remains. As you can see, the 
defuiition is broad. Within this broad definition, we have identified three subcate- 
gories of cases. We did this because over the years a peat deal of confusion has 
develop^ over what precisely we were talking about— the terms “discrepancy case, 
“compelling case,” “lart known alive case,’^ “Vessey case,” all meant different 
things to different people. 

The three subcat^ories of discrepancy cases are: 

Last known alive: Those cases in which the US has information that the indi- 
vidual survived the loss incident and fell into enemy hands. In the case of air 
incidents, this inclucles cases in which the crew members are believed to have 
successfully exited their aircraft and to have been alive on the ground. In the 
case of ground incidents, this includes cases in which the individuals were last 
known alive, were not gravely wounded, and were in proximity to enemy forces 
who should have specific knowledge of the incident. 

at homecoming A specific group of individuals who, during the Vietnam 
War, were classified by their commanding officers and Service Secretaries as 
POW’s but did not return during Operation Homecoming. These cases are also 
known to many families as “last known alive” due to their POW status. 'There 
were 97 individuals so listed. Subsequently, 42 “listed POW’s” have been ac- 
count^ for through unilateral SRV repatriation. The remainder are still unac- 
counted for. 

Knowledge of the incident: Circumstances of loss or subsequent inforpiation is 
convincing that Vietnam, Laos or Cambodia should have knowledp of the inci- 
dent. In some of these cases, there is convincing evidence that the individual did 
not survive the incident of loss. In many cases, there is convincing evidence 
that Vietnam also has remains. 

With this background, now I will shift to the 119 individuals who have been dis- 
cu^ in the testimony here, called variously “Vessey cases” and the “Vessey dis- 
crepancy cases.” The first point to make is that, from the beginning, the list was not 
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rneunt to be alWitcompaoeing. In 1987, DIA, JCRC General Veaeey and Office of 
the Secretary of Defense worked together to develop a list of mostcompellme last 
known alive cases, as well as other discrepancy cases, i.e., cases of individuals for 
whom the Vietnamese should have knowledge of the fate of the individual and re- . 
mains if the individual is dead. The list was not exhaustive merely illustrative The 
primary purposes were to give the Vietnamese cases on which responses could be 
readily provided and to shed light on the live prisoner issue by asking the Vietnam- 
ese to' help us solve cases in which there was either hard evidence or a strong possi- 
bility that the individual survived the incident of loss, but did not return U^r- 
ation Homecoming, and for whom, as of 1987, there had been no accounting. So far, 
despite our investigative efforts, we have not returned any live Americans or uncov- 
ered proof that unaccounted for Americans are alive in Vietnam. 

There are additional cases, beyond the 119 individuals, which fit into the discr^ 
ancy case definition. Again, not all of the "Vessey” discrepancy cases involve indi- 
viduals who were last known alive. Some of them involve individuals who are 
known dead-but the Vietnamese should be able to provide information or remains. 

In addition to the 119 individuals whose cases were presented to the Vietnamese 
by General Vessey, we determined that there are 64 other individuals who meet the 
“last known alive” definition as well as 13 other individuals who were clarified by 
their respective Service Secretary as a POW at Operation Homecoming in 1973, and 
who are not included in the “Vessey” cases who are otherwise not account^ for 
This group of cases will be the focus of the full time efforts of the Hanoi Office 
under the USCINCPAC Joint Task Force earlier described to this committee by 
General Christmas. 

DlA AS FAMILY OUTREACH ORGANIZATION 

Next I would like to address an issue that has been implicit in the tMtimony you 
have heard from many family members regarding DIA. The issue of family mem- 
bers and DIA analysts meeting directly to discuss individual caws has proved prob- 
lematic. DIA is an intelligence collection and analysis agency. Their personnel are 
not trained for famUy outreach and the function of family outreach is not an appro- 
priate one for that agency. The familiw’ primary point of contact for discuMmn of 
their cases is the designated Service Casualty Affairs Office. Those offices are 
staffed with personnel trained to perform the family jjutreaJ rde In the c^ 
where a family is dissatisfied with the service received from the &rvice Casualty 

Affairs Office, the proper place to redress that problem is with my office, 

The problems experienced within DIA that resujted in the ? 

Secretary’s Management Inquiry related to functions assumed by the POW-MIA 
Office that were not within their mission. 'Those functions have been removed and 
placed within my office. 

ALLEGATIONS BY DR. O’GRADY 

We certainly understand the grief felt by Dr. O’Grady over her family’s \m. We 
have reviewed the O’Grady case file and we believe thsd Dr 0 Grady s family has 
been properly served by our casualty affairs proc^. The 0 Grady case is one in 
which we believe that the family has been promptly and accurately notified about 
investigative activity and information relating to the case. 

Dr O’Grady’s sweeping allegations of Government nonfeasance, malfeasance and 
misfeasance are without factual basis. For example. Dr. O’Grady states that her 
family was advised from the time that her father be^e musing that he was dead. 
That statement is quite simply wrong. From immediately after hu incident of loss, 
the Air Force believed there was a good possibility he sumved. He was seen to ejwt 
from his aircraft. He was seen with a good parachute, and hu chute was ^n on the 
ground, but he was not in it All indications were that he suryiy^ hu ejection. Colo- 
nel O’Grady was carried in a missing in action status until 1977 when hu status 
was reviewed, at the express request of his wife, and his status changed to deceased 
and a Presumptive Finding of Death was entered in his^. 

A second, most serious allegation was made by Dr. 0 Grady which requires ducus- 
sion. She alleged in her testimony that “identifications were made with teeth and 
teeth fragments but when independent forensic anthropolopste were consulted, 
there were no dental records to be compared to. Again, thu u abwlutely false 
There has never been a dental identification rendered by the U.S. Army Central 
Identification Uboratory without benefit of dental record^ In every case either a 
ante-mortem dental X-ray or a dental chart was available to provide the factual 
predicate for the dental identification. No other forensic Uboratoij in the world h^ 
as many independent procedural safeguards as has the Central Identification Labo- 
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ratory. Should you have any further questions on this point, I have the Commander, 
U.S. Army Central Identification Laboratory available to respond. 

I have a detailed written response to the other allegations made by Dr. O'Grady 
in her testimony that I would like to submit for the record. 

ROBERTSON, STEVENS AND LUNDY RESPONSE 

As dissatisfied with the Department’s performance as the families clearly are, the 
Department of Defense has vigorously pursued the investigation of the photo. I have 
personally made myself available to the families to answer their questions and re- 
spond to their concerns, as has my staff and the Director of the DIA Special Office 
for POW/MIA Affairs, We have bwn unable to either confirm or disprove the iden- 
tifications of the subjects of the photo made by the family members. We are continu- 
ing to investigate the photograph. Any intimation by the families that there hw 
bwn less than an honest effort to investigate and locate the source of the photo is 
disingenuous. The facts establish otherwise. We have requested assistance from the 
Vietnamese at the highest levels of Government. We have sent three separate inves- 
tigative teams to Cambodia to follow-up information and attempt to locate the 
source of the photomph. We have requested all of our Defense Attaches, world- 
wide to search for the photo in Eastern-bloc magaanes. We have tasked national 
technical means to obtain information on reports associated with the photographs 
and have established all-source collection requirements to obtain additional informa- 
tion about the photo, the individuals or the associated reporting. We are continuing 
to investigate vigorously, however, without some new leads, we may not be able to 
solve the mystery of this photo. 

Finally, and this is an important point, Colonel Robertson's case is not closed. It is 
still under active investigation and any preliminary judgements made have been set 
aside pending further investigative activity and information. 

I would like to submit a brief written response to the specific allegations con- 
tained within the testimony of the families for the record. 

DONAHUE ALLEGATIONS 

Mr. Donahue stated in previous testimony that he has information about his 
brother. Captain Morgan~Donahue, lost in liios on 13 December 1968, and relates 
the fact that the presence in intelligence -reporting of his father's zip code is proof 
that his brother is still alive in Laos, because only his brother could know the postal 
zip code of his father. In fact, the postal zip code of Mqjor Donahue's father was 
contained within a widely circulated flyer that the family prepared and distributed 
throughout Southeast Asia. It is not unsusual that information contained in such 
flyers later shows up in intelligence reports about American POW's. 

LOST RECORDS 

There have been allegations made that fingerprint and other records have "n^s- 
teriously” disappeared from DOD files. There is no conspiracy to pur^records. Ine 
Department of Defense does not maintain fingerprint records. The FBI is the sole 
agency with that responsibility. I r^uest that this letter, from FBI Director Ses- 
sions to Congressman Solarz explaining “lost" or purged fingerprint records be en- 
tered in the record. 

To prevent a recurrence of this problem in the future, I have tasked the Service 
Secretaries to examine possible alternatives to establish a redundant, independent 
source for military fingerprints separate from the FBI records. I will report to the 
Committee and to the families when we have implemented a solution to this prob- 
lem. 

SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE MINORITY STAFF REPORT 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Tra^ Usry of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee Minor- 
ity staff came before this Committee to defend the minority staff report. An Exami- 
nation of U.S. Policy Toward POW/MIA 's, " authored in large measure by himself. 
That report ia replete with factual errors. I would like to take just a moment to 
discuss a few of the most glaring examples of poor research and error. 

On page 5-8 of the Report, the staff states: 

In fact, only 591 U.S. POW’s were repatriated by the North Vietnamese 
during Operation HOMECOMING, which is 12% of the figure of 5,000 U.S, 
POW's held by the North Vietnamese reported by the New York Times. 

The original New York Times article, the primary source material, appeared on 
the front page of the 6 March 1978 issue. The number "5,000" appeared only once in 



657 


the entire article-quoting an American source who stated at a meeting of the Joint 
Military Commission the previous day. North Vietnam had demanded the release of 
5,000 Communist prisoners held by Saigon. 

This 5,000 number cited incorrectly in the report has been oft-quoted by POW ac- 
tivists and is used within the report to lend credence to the allegation that 85% of 
American prisoners of war were withheld by Hanoi after Operation Homecoming. 

A second glaring inaccuracy is found in the Prologue to Part II, page i. The report 
states; 

"In spite of 1,400 unresolved reports of first hand live-sightings, the Depart- 
ment of Defense, remarkably, still believes it has "no credible evidence." How 
does it dismiss these reports? 

In fact, there are numerous inaccuracies in just that simple statement. First, 
while there have been cumulatively over 1,400 first-hand live sighting reports, only 
approximately 100 are unresolved. Second, live-sighting reports have not been dis- 
missed. In over 75 perwnt of the first-hand live sightings received, DIA analysts 
have been able to establish that the report is true. These reports involve POW's who 
returned at Operation Homecoming, or have been correlated to other Americans or 
Westerners, such as missionaries or individuals stranded in South Vietnam when 
the Communists took control. Almost 300 relate U) Private Garwood, who returned 
from Vietnam in 1979. 

There are numerous other factual inaccuracies throughout the report. To cata- 
logue the inaccuracies would require a document of equal length and would be 
beyond the scope of my testimony Wre today. 

A more important issue that this Committee should address of Mr. Usry is why he 
and other staff members of the Senate Foreign Mations Committee staff have with- 
held from the Department of Defense information relevant to the investigation of 
the Stevens case and the Borah case. Not only has Mr. Usry withheld information 
that would have assisted the Department of Defense in more expeditiously investi- 
gating these cases, but he has stood by while Senate staff members direct^ sources 
not to provide their information to members of my staff, the DIA, or others within 
the Department of Defense investigating these cases. - 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that you will Question Mr. Usry about how long he had the 
Borah information before July 1991. When the Department of Defense finally re- 
ceived the information, we resolved the case in less than 2 months. 

RESPONSE TO JUDGE OAYDEN’S ALLEGATIONS 

The Borah and Carr families have been the losers as a result of the allegations 
made by a number of individuals before this Committee. Family confidence in their 
Government has been further eroded by the unsubstantiated and specious claims of 
Government conspiracy. Mr. Sheetz will later discuss the ^rr case in detail, howev- 
er, 1 would like to spend a moment on the Borah case and the allegations made by 
Judge Gayden before this Committee. 

Judge Gayden's allegation that the Department of Defense would knowingly pro- 
vide to the family, the Congre^ and the American people altered photographs of 
the meeting between our investigator. Bill Gadoury, and the individual is ludicrous. 
Even more disturbing is the fact that Judge Gayden, an officer of a court, would 
allege that he had obtained a photo analrais of the photos of the meeting and then 
assert that the DOD photos are frauds. This Committee can not stand oy and let 
these CTOss distortions of fact go unnoticed. If Judge Gayden's photo experts believe 
the DOD photos are a fraud, he should produce their reports, or their testimony, or 
an affidavit or other suitable evidence. 

With the help of the Lao, our investigators made direct contact with the individ- 
ual photographed in Laos and identified as Lieutenant Borah. The individual is not 
Lieutenant Borah. The Borah family has been convinced by Judge Gayden's bailiff, 
Khambang Sibounheuang. that the individual is Lieutenant Borah, and Khambang 
has accompanied the two Borah sons to Laos. Khambang's blood relative in Laos 
passed the roll of film containing the Borah photos to Khambang in the United 
States. Khambang has a long histon of providing POW related materials, from as 
early as 1985; and none— not one-of his leads has ever proven valid. 

I have a fact sheet on Khambang that I would request be enter^ into the record. 
The Judge Gayden/Khambang connection needs to be thoroughly investigated. I 
hope that this Committee will undertake that task. 

BAILEY COOPERATION 

Finally, I would like to clarify a point raised by Lieutenant Colonel Bailey in his 
testimony. I would like to make clear for the record that the Secretary of Defense did 
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not misspeak nor was he mistaken in any of the testimony he provided to this com- 
mittee relative to Lieutenant Colonel Bailey. , r 

Bailey’s promises of cooperation were made to the Secretary of Defense m the 
presence of myself, and Congressmen McCloskey and Visclosky in the Secretary’s 
office. The Secretary’s testimony correctly reflected who and what Bailey stated he 
would make available to our investigators. It also correctly reflected what Bailey 
told our investigators in Bangkok about where the photograph may have been 
taken. We have a chronology of our conversations with Bailey which I would like to 
make a part of the record. I have with me the individuals who were involved in the 
Carr investigation with Colonel Bailey and who will provide you the facts about 
their investigation. Mr. Bob Sheetz, the Chief of the Special Office for POW/MIA 
Affairs will address the specifics of the conduct of the Carr investigation of which 
Bailey was a part. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman and Senator Smith. I am prepared now to respond to 
your questions. 

The Chairman. That is an important statement. Thank you very 
much. Mr. Quinn, do you want to go next? 

STATEMENT OF KEN QUINN, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 

STATE FOR EAST ASIAN AND PACIFIC AFFAIRS, CHAIRMAN OF 

THE POW/MIA INTERAGENCY GROUP 

Mr. QutNN. Mr. Chairman, Senator Daschle, I, too, would like to 
say that I welcome the opportunity to come back. 

The Chairman. Why not just identify yourself for the record? 

Mr. Quinn. Certainly. I am Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
covering Southeast Asia and Indochina, Kenneth M. Quinn. 

- Senator I think I have watched an awful lot of it on C-SPAN 
and some of it at about 4 or 5 in the morning, but I think having 
this available in such detail for all the American ^ople to see, and 
have everything laid out, is very, very beneficial. 

As a citizen, I sort of grieve over the fact that we have this prob- 
lem so long after the war. It still is a sore that has not healed and 
has not b^n dealt with. I think that what you and the committee 
are doing is going a long direction in letting our citizens know ex- 
actly what is involved. 

I would like to respond to some of the statements and allegations 
that were made during the week. First of all, there was one wit- 
ness, the author of the book. Kiss The Boys Goodbye, who indicated 
that the Vietnamese official had made an offer to return 160 U.S. 
prisoners to the Woodcock Commission in March 1977, while the 
Woodcock Commission was in Hanoi. 

I was a junior officer then. I was on the Woodcock delegation as 
an interpreter, somebody who is familiar with Vietnam. 

1 can tell you that no such offer was made at any meeting in 
which I participated, and I participated in all of the formal meet- 
ings. Nor was any such offer ever mentioned or discussed in any 
delegation staff meeting, or among the delegation staff when I was 
present. Nor was it included in any of the reports that were sent to 
the President of the U.S., which I helped draft, encrypt, and trans- 
late. 

So I just wanted to be extremely clear that there was never any 
discussion mentioned of anything like that at any time during the 
period when we were in Hanoi. I assume that you would also be 
able to talk to members of the Woodcock Commission. 
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If there was some additional evidence, or suggestion of where 
this happened or when it happened, I would be happy to try to 
comment on that. 

But just to assure you that this never came up in anything 
where I was present, and I was present for most all of the talks 

The Chairman. We intend to reach out, obviously, to all mem- 
bers of the Commission, and to others who were involved in that. 

Mr. Quinn. Second, I would like to talk about the charge that 
Mr. Burch made about the destruction of records. I know you al- 
ready have a letter from Assistant Secretary Mullins about this, 
the charge jjeing that the Secretary Baker ordered, and the Depart- 
ment participated in, the massive destruction of POW/MIA 
records. 

We got that charge. The first thing we did was to call Mr. Burch 
several times to try to find out more detail about this, because we 
were astounded by it. We thought we would answer this for him. 

We have not been able to get any further information from him, 
so we ordered that a search be made, and that this be investigated. 

We went through this once; I got the results, and said, I am not 
satisfied with this. I want to go back again and be signed off again 
by a senior official in every bureau that was named, including sev- 
eral others that were not named by Mr. Burch as having partici- 
pated in this. 

We have found no information that would corroborate this 
charge. The Secretary issued no such order, and no one we checked 
with participated in or knew of a massive destruction of POW/MIA 
records this year, or any other kind of destruction. 

I can assure that, if such an order would be given, it would come 
to me~at least in our Bureau. I absolutely received no such order, 
nor did our people, or I, participate in any type of destruction of 
POW/MIA records. 

Again, if Mr. Burch has some other information he wants to 
make available to us, we will, of course, pursue that. 

There was also a charge, a criticism, of our overall policy, par- 
ticularly the State Department’s role in the POW/MIA effort, that 
we are at the behest of commercial interests, that we are rushing 
to normalize relations with Vietnam. 

I doubt that those who would charge this have heard from the 
American businessmen and businesswomen who see me almost 
every day, and who leave, for the most part, disappointed. 

I tell them that we will not have the domestic support system 
necessary for Government or a business to move ahead with Viet- 
nam until we resolve the POW/MIA issue. 

I add that there is hope for the future, because our policy ap- 
pears to be working; but the embargo will remain in place until the 
proof is in. 

American economic interests have high standing in our foreign 
policy, but in the case of Vietnam, these interests are weighed 
against even higher priorities. 

It is true we are in a rush, a rush to obtain the fullest possible 
accounting for the 2,271 American POW/MIA’s from the Vietnam 
War. 
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The uncertainty has gone on far too long. We are doing our best 
to energize the process and elicit the cooperation we need from the 
governments in the region. 

We have had some notable success in the past year, but more 
must be done. As we get results, we will take the commensurate 
steps that will help put the past behind us. 

The response from Vietnam is slow and begrudging. So, too, will 
be the pace and scope of normalization. At every opportunity, we 
remind Vietnam of this fundamental reality. 

The steps Secretary Baker announced in Paris last month are 
not, as some have implied, the first moves in an effort to sweep the 
POW/MIA issue under a rug. Our motive is exactly the opposite. 

These steps are being taken to elicit further cooperation on 
issues of great import to the United States, most particularly, that 
ofPOW/MIA’s. 

In April, when we presented the roadmap, we told Vietnam that 
if it took certain actions toward meeting our concerns, we would 
not, in turn, give evidence of our willingness to meet Vietnam’s 
concerns. 

In view of the signing of the Cambodian peace agreement, 
progress on POW/MIA’s and other humanitarian issues, we took 
steps to assure the Vietnamese that we would be true to our word. 

We acted, in short, to build the credibility necessary for further 
cooperation in resolving this issue. We judge the Vietnamese on ac- 
tions they take, including their response to our requests. 

For example, when I visited Hanoi this summer- with the photos 
in which families identified their relatives, Vietnam provided new 
information and witnesses, publicized" the photos, agreed to another 
excavation of the crash site, and gave us access to prisons for the 
first time. 

Since then, they have agreed to streamline access for our live 
sighting investigators, approved visits we have requested in the 
Hanoi area and to offshore islands to investigate live sighting re- 
ports. 

I read this morning the first report back from our office there 
about an investigation in the Hanoi area that had just taken place. 
They provided us additional information from a very useful, but 
apparently classified military record of aircraft shootdowns, and 
agreed to a new joint investigation beginning tomorrow. 

We also asked Vietnam to agree to try lateral cooperation with 
Cambodia and Laos. All three countries have now agreed to this. 
We are working to arrange such meetings for the very near future. 

There is a lot more they could do. For example, we expect the 
Vietnamese to insure that our live sighting investigator can follow 
up expeditiously on all credible reports, work out with us an agree- 
ment on increased helicopter support, once we have proposed a 
plan; agree to an extended plan for greatly expanded joint activi- 
ties, including a live sighting plan; and recover and turn over for 
our review all available remains. 

These actions could be done very quickly, and they would do a 
lot to solidify the base for expanded cooperation and accelerated 
normalization. 

But what the leadership in Hanoi has so far failed to grasp, or at 
least, failed to act on, is that it could enormously improve the cli- 


mate for normalization through an all-out effort to help us acquire 
the information we need to resolve the POW/MIA issue. 

It is our task, our challenge to sustain and increase the momen- 
tum. We encourage, we prod, we stick to our principles, we point 
out shortcomings, and we will continue to do so. 

In Laos, as you know. President Bush announced this week that 
we will be upgrading our relations to the ambassadorial level. This 
decision is made in recognition of increased cooperation, on POW 
and counternarcotics issues, and in the belief that upgrading will 
lead to further progress. 

This same week, we have seen some positive developments in our 
POW/MIA effort in Laos. The Lao Senate sent a team up to Xiang 
Khoang province to pursue a report on the Carr photo, and a joint 
U.S./Lao team should join them shortly. 

The Laos have also agreed to arrange a meeting between — 

Senator McCain. What was the result of that? 

Mr. Quinn. I do not have the results yet. They have also agreed 
to arrange a meeting between the Borah family and the subject of 
the photo previously identified as Lieutenant Borah. 

We were able to interview Soth Petrasy, the former Pathet Lao 
representative, who made a number of statements about American 
prisoners during the war. And here. Senator McCain, I do have the 
results. 

PetrMy said he never had any first-hand information on POW’s, 
but relied instead onjiews reports and messages from Pathet Lao 
headquarters. Citing the communications problems they fece, he 
expressed doubt that even the Pathet Lao leaders knew now many 
Americkns had been captured. 

Petrasy said Im wartime statements that the Lao were holding 
numerous American prisoners were nothing more than propaganda 
designed to boost morale. He insisted that the Lao had released all 
prisoners at the end of the war, and that none were alive in Laos 
todav. 

Of course, his recent statements in no way diminish the very 
highest priority we continue to give to the live prisoner question. I 
am not saying we take his statement at face value, but we have 
had access, and I will report to you what he has told us. 

On the l^viet connection, I want to say something else about our 
efforts to take advantage of the changing circumstances there. 

The most recent example of our vigorous pursuit of the Soviet 
connection is that we immediately instructed our embassy in 
Moscow to dispatch an offirar to try and confirm a Soviet press 
report that an American pilot shot down over Vietnam in May 
1967, was brought to Alma Ata in September of that year, and then 
moved to Saryshagansk, Kazakhstan, where he allegedly still lives. 

Our embassy was also asked to attempt to contact the Soviet citi- 
zen who was quoted in the article as having been involved in the 
transportation of American POW’s out of South Vietnam in 1962. 

Over the past few months, we have raised the issue of American 
POW’s at the highest levels, Soviet and Russian Government offi- 
cials, requesting any information about American POW’s, and 
access to appropriate files. 

President Bush raised the issue during the August summit meet- 
ing with President Gorbachev, and Secretary Baker reiterated our 
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information request during his September visit to Moscow, and his 
October 23 meeting with Foreign Minister Pankin in Paris. 

Given the new political realities in the Soviet Union, we have 
urged officials of the Russian Federation to provide any informa- 
tion that may be available to them, and in meetings I have held 
with senior Soviet diplomats who were stationed in Vietnam 
during the past decade. 

They have separately, categorically stated that no information 
ever reached them during that period, indicating that there were 
live American military men in Vietnam. 

This morning, we have gotten a cable back from Moscow, which 
indicates that our staff has spoken with the journalist who wrote 
the story. The journalist suggested that the English language ver- 
sion and the Russian version were slightly different in that the or- 
dering of paragraphs was different, and that the English language 
version gave more certainty to the statements that the American 
was living in Sarysh^ansk. 

The journalist indicated that this was a second-hand source, and 
he was not certain that the source that he was getting the informa- 
tion from was indicating that this person was still there. 

We will endeavor to pursue it, and have somebody go .there. 
There is not an airfield at that town, we will have to fly into some- 
place nearby. My understanding is that this town is in an area 
which has been considered militarily sensitive, and so we will have 
to ask permission. 

I will assure you that we will pursue this;-we have been in com- 
munication with our embassy in Moscow, and we will keep the 
committee informed through the staff of alt of this as it proceeds. 

Finally, I would like to take this opportunity to discuss another 
charge laid before the committee, that when I went to Hanoi this 
summer, 1 provided the Vietnamese Government classified docu- 
ments pertaining to the Robertson case, documents that were not 
available to the family and which contain sources of U.S. informa- 
tion. 

Let me state categorically that all information I provided the Vi- 
etnamese was sanitized; that is, all source information was re- 
moved, and this was cleared with the Defense Intelligence Agency, 
representatives with whom I worked in doing this. 

The Chairman. That does not mean that it was not a classified 
document. In other words, the fact that you sanitized it means you 
took a source out, or you took the means out; but the information 
you gave them still would have been in a document under the title 
classified, which is not available to people here, correct? 

Mr. Quinn. At that time, the whole document was classified. 
What we did was extract the information, and we made a judgment 
at that point that the information would be declassified. 

The Chairman. I agree, Ken, and I understand what you are 
saying. I would concur that it would no longer be classified; but the 
point is, to the person who made the allegation, the document still 
was a, quote, classified document not available to that person. 

Mr. Quinn. The documents which I 

The Chairman. You did not sanitize it and give it to the family, 
correct? 

Mr. Quinn. I do not know. 
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Chairman. But you did give it to the Vietnamese sanitized. 

Mr. Quinn. That's correct. 

The Chairman. So what the Vietnamese got was sanitized ac- 
cording to you, they got something that was not available to the 
That 18 the only point the family is making. 

Mr. Quinn. The Defense Department is the agency that provides 
information. 

The Chairman. The allegation that was made is that the Viet- 
namese were given clawifi^ information. And on the face of the 
paper that they were given might it have been they were classified 
because of the sources? 

^ don’t know what documents were given to 
the three mmilies or not. But let me make a point. It is my under- 
stendmg that the Defense Department provides the information 
that can te attributed to a particular case. The most specific infor- 
mation which I gave to the Vietnamese about the prisons in Viet- 
nam had absolutely no reference to Robertson, Lundy, or Stevens 
by name m that report. Now, I don't know if that is the reason 
that perhaps the family didn’t see it. 

fact— I spent, as I told you the last time, hours and hours 
with Warren Gray and John Cole, who are both here, and their 
steffs in Bangkok, poring over all the reports, and we— through 
this work — identified the report about the prisons, because it origi- 
nally was not included in the analyses that were done, in the brief- 
ing that I had here, relevant to the case. And, yet, wjien we read 
that, we found that it was very specific information. It was about 
prisons, and it described the photo. Now, perhaps, you can argue it 
should have been, but it wasn't, and we then act^ on that and, of 
couree, got access for the first time ever to prisons in Vietnam as a 
result of it. 

The Chairman. I understand that and I appreciate that, and I 
am just trying to draw the distinction between— and I just want to 
intercede very quickly. I think it becomes the family’s perception 
problem and the question of the communication process. It is not 
inappropriate to you, I think, to be giving that information. I think 
It IS essential to the resolution of this process and nobody would 
My you should not have done that. It is a question of their percep- 
tion that they also somehow could not get it. 

Mr. Ford. Even their perception in this case is correct. We had 
not pr ovided them with that document, and when they received 

'The Chairman. And I think that goes to what the committee has 
been tmng to say. 

Mr. Ford. 'There are explanations for that, but the fact is that 
their view is correct. They had not received that document from us 
As soon as we realized that it should be, we did. But that doesn’t 
make up for it. The fact is that 

Senator McCain. But you did give it to them? 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. 

’^e Chairman. Mr. Ford, I think that what this underscores, 
and this is not the first time it has been said, but we talked about 
this. We had a staff meeting of the committee a day or so ago, and 
I think one of the most mportant things that could come out of the 
early days of these hearings is a new structure, and a new relation- 
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ship process with the families. I think you have agreed to that and, 
therefore, I think the sooner— within the next week or so— that we ^ 
can get that relationship renewed, so that there is no longer this 
sense that they cannot get things or whatever, and my advice and 
counsel would be, since those families that want it— they sit with 
you and they deal with the realities of the information, whatever it 
is, and you walk them through it and you make it all available, Is 
there a problem with that? 

Mr. Ford. No, sir. And, in fact, we clearly realize this needs to be 
done and we are going to do it. Whether we can do it in the next '• 
week, I hope, but I think that we will begin, and begin to talk to 
you' on this committee. And talking with family members and talk- 
ing among ourselves, to come up with not just a solution to this 
problem, but the solution or a better solution to how we interface 
with the families on everything. And my instructions, my march- 
ing orders from the Secretary, basically what needs to be done, 
we’ll do it. And so if that means rather dramatic changes about the ^ 
way we do business, those will be considered and, if necessary, we 
will do them. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that. I am sorry to interrupt you. 

Mr. Quinn. No, no. I think it is again important to emphasize 
that on that particular report, that these names were not men- 
tioned in the report at all, and it’s quite a long extensive report, 
and it took a lot of reading to get to the end to where the photo # 

was a very small part of it. And it was. only in reading all of this 
that sitting in Bangkok, at th^ time, that we made the connection 
and put the pieces-together. 

So up until the time I went to Hanoi, there wouldn’t have been 
any reason to connect it to any of the three men involved. In fact, 
it was at a— it had another name, a different name in the report. It 
was not a report associated with those three men and was only, in # 
our analysis, and here— credit to Warren Gray and John Cole for 
their work and bringing it to my attention, and the three of us 
working together— only because of that analysis, that we put it to- 
gether and were able to go there and pursue that lead. 

I also think it’s important that you know that I stayed in touch 
with Shelby Quast throughout my mission. I phoned her regularly. 

I phoned her from Beying, from Bangkok. I briefed her over the ^ 
phone. When we came back, she came to my office. We spent an 
hour and 15 minutes together. Members of my staff were there 
with me. I went through— I told her what the Vietnamese told me. 

1 told her of our approach. 

I did not give her the documents, because I didn’t think it was 
appropriate for the State Department to be a source of the docu- 
ments. 'That should be done through the Defense Department. So ^ 
there was an extensive effort, obviously not satisfactory, but on our 
part to keep them informed and I asked Shelby would she please be 
the conduit to present the information to the other families, since 
she was readily available in Washington, DC, and she said that she 
would on that. 

So I— we felt that we were making every effort to do that. But I 
want to be clear, and I— I have the documents we handed over. I’m 
happy to give them to you. Senator, and to the committee. Even • 
though they are unclassified, we think handling them sensitively 
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was the right way to do it. There was a cooperative effort, again, 

# credibility wnth the Vietnamese on this. 

provided them information 
about why we wanted to go. When they saw what we had on this, 
they made the decision-all right, we’ll take you-on that, so we 
T of getting access, of following up, of making every 

effort that we could to try to investigate this. 

Now, I guess, just in summary I would say we handed over these 
unclassified documents with one purpose in mind. To obtain the co- 
P operation nwessary to resolve the fate of a missing American and 
put his family s mind at ease, and that, multiplied by 2,271. is our 
miraion. The Department of State, in full cooperation with the De- 
partment of Defense, intends to continue doing all it can to achieve 
tte fullfflt possible accoimting for our POW’s and MIA’s from 
boutheast Asia. And, m this way, achieve the reconciliation with 
the countries of Indochina that’s long overdue. So thank you Mr 
i Chairman. 

The ^AiRN^N. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. Mr. 
^hwtz, do you have an opening statement? 

Mr. Sheetz. I do not. But I came prepared to discuss the Carr 
investigation. If I could have an opportunity, I’d like to amplify a 
bit on the topic that was just discussed with Deputy Assistant Sec- 

ictfliy v^uinii* 

% The Chairman. That will be fine, and if you want to share with 
us any observations on the Carr allegations that were made, we 
would certamly appreciate it. 

Mr. Sheetz. Surely. 

The Chair^n. And then we will proceed. I know members have 
® vf of Q“®stion8 and we do want to get into those 
Mr. Sheetz. I would just want the committee to know that 1 was 

• surprwed myself to find out just this last week that the report that 
Mr. Quinn has been telking about did not get transmitted to the 
tamilies, up to that point. 

That report cm* in in August 1990. It did not mention Robert- 
Mn, Stevens, or Lundy anywhere in the report. At the time it came 
it was the nret time the photo of the three men had come to the 
Defense I^partment. 'There were no names associated with the 
^ photo. Ultimately, as Mr. Quinn has mentioned, we did receive 
that name correlation thanks to the families’ identification of the 
men in the photo. 

Somehow, in the rush of business, and there’s been a lot of very 
frenetic artiyity on tl^ case, that particular report did not get 
transmi^ to the families. I had Debra Bardsley and Shelby Quast 
in my office last week. Mr. Kolesnik, an aide to Senator Grassley, 
^ acwmpani^ them. I used that opportunity to share that report 
with her. 'The reason that we did that was, I have an FOIA request 
that has been passed to me by Shelby Quast. 

'The request is rather narrowly drawn, but I asked my staff to 
consider that requwt to be for any and everything, without regard 
to the defmition thats m her request. In the context of doing that 
roiA review the report came to my attention. I should have 
kno\^ it before. I will take responsibility for the fact that the 
▼ repo^it was the first time I had seen that particular report did 
not have name correlation to the case. As soon as I saw it, I said. 
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my gosh, we’ve got to get this to the families. So I had it sanitized 
on the spot and I presented the appropriate part of ' that report to 
Shelby when she was in my office last week. ^ 

So there clearly was a slipup there. I will take responsibility for 
it. I'm the manager of the office. Although the report w^ in. as I 
said, in August 1990, once we did have a name correlation to the 
case, which we ultimately did, that report should have been provid- 
ed to the family and it was an oversight. 

For the committee's information. I’ll summarize what the report 
says. Basically, a source provided the photo of the three men that # 
we’ve come to know as Colonel Robertson, Albro Lundy, and Larry 
Stevens, and a second photo, that is the Federico Gonzales photo. 

The source says that his subsource, who passed him the photo- 
graphs, said that he was given access to the prison camp west of 
Danang. He said he personally took both photographs, that four 
men were brought out of a confined location. 

Three of them ultimately were grouped together with a banyan ^ 
tree in the back^ound, and he took their picture and that was the 
picture that ultimately became known as the Robertson/Steyens/ 

Lundy picture. And the other picture that the subsource said he 
took was Federico Gonzales, and both those pictures came in to us. 

Federico Gonzales, as the committee well knows, is one of the fake 
pictures that came out of Soviet Military Review. It's actually a 
picture of a lieutenant general in the Soviet airborne forces. They ^ 
drew a fake mustache on this man, and put a phony collar tab on 
his collar that says Federico Gonzales. 

I have no idea if the source did take the Robertson/Stevens/- 
Lundy photo, but I know for sure that he didn’t take the Federico 
Gonzales photo, because that photo is a fake, unquestioned. 

I assume the committee wants to know about where we are with 
the Carr investigation and I'd like to start out by saying I think ^ 
there are a couple of Jack Baileys. 'There’s a Jack Bailey who talks 
to the press and talks about how open and cooperative he’s being. 

There’s a Jack Bailey who talks with the Secretary of Defense pd 
makes promises and doesn’t fulfill them. And there's a Jack Bailey 
that I deal with, who bears no resemblance to the first two. 

Since August, when I first met Jack Bailey, I have heard him say 
time after time, after time, in response to veiy detailed probing ^ 
questions, “you’ll have that information. I’ll get it to you. I promise 
to give that to you. As soon as I get back to Bangkok— that infor- 
mation is over in Bangkok.” When our people in Bangkok ask him 
for the information, he says, “well, that information is in Califor- 
nia.” And let me give you some specifics so that you can get your 
arms around this. 

When I met with Jack for the first time, it was for 2 days of de- 
briefing in the Pentagon in August of this year. Jack turned over • 
copies of the Carr photos, and some of the negatives. He said that 
he had information on 16 prisoner-of-war camps in Laos. As soon as 
I heard that, I sent my staff downstairs to break out a 1:50,000 
map. We laid that map down. I said, Jack, help us. Where are 
these camps? “I don’t have those locations with me today. I’m 
coming in tomorrow. I’ll bring them in tomorrow.” 

Jack came in the next day. We got the map out. Jack, come on, # 
we’ve got to plot these locations so that we can get investigations 
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rolling. “I wasn’t able to bring that information in today. I found 
^ out I left it back in Bangkok. As soon as I get back to Bangkok, I’ll 
get it for you.” I got with Colonel Cole, who is the chief of Stony 
Beach. After those 2 days of debriefings we spoke with him, to alert 
him that as soon as Jack, gets back to Bangkok, we’ve got to get the 
locations of these camps that he says he has so we can start the 
investigation. Jack never provided those camps. 

On this last trip to Bangkok, in pursuing Jack’s promises made 
^ to the Secretary in October, after Jack was unable to follow 

^ through or failed to make any sources available, and didn’t reach 

any of the agreements that he said to the Secretary, I went back to 
that prior promise about the camps. “I’ll get that for you,” and 
Jack said, “I’ll show you a videotape.” Well, we saw the videotape. 
There was no specific information in the videotape, and when 
pressed to bring forward information that he— says he has about— 
16 locations where Americans are being held in Laos, we are still 

• waiting. 

I’d like the committee to realize how far the Government went in 
trying to work with Jack. After the October meeting, the day after 
he met vrith the Secretary, Jack promised to return to Bangkok 
promptly. I told Jack that I would personally come to Bangkok, 
along with Warren Gray and Colonel Jordan, from Deputy Assist- 
ant ^cretary Ford’s office, and that we would form a team and in- 

• vestigate the leads. Jack promised to get over there quickly and get 
things ready for us. 

Well, Jack’s departure was delayed. Ultimately, we got on the 
phone with him out in California, and convinced him he needed to 
get over there. We went out to California to meet him. The day 
to the flight out Jack informed us that he wasn’t going. And 
why? “Well, I don’t have any money to get over there.” I said Jack, 

# that s not a problem. I took my personal credit card out of my 
wallet. I called a travel agency, ordered a ticket and had it hand- 
delivered to Jack s address so that Jack would not have an excuse 
not to go over to Bangkok. 

Later that day. Jack called and said, well, I have an illness in 
the family and I can’t go. We reminded Jack of the commitments 
that he had made to the Secretary, of the importance of investigat- 

# mg this case. The most promising of all the photo cases that 1 have 
seen m my time in that office, since August. Jack said, “I don’t 
think I can go.” 

The next morning we called him and said. Jack, please, you have 
the key to this investigation. You have all the leads. You have all 
the sources. Our investigative effort has been ordered to be stood 
down while we wait for you to provide your information, and until 
f you connect with us on the ground, we’re basically stymied. Well, 
Jack told us that his sister had died over the night and we ex- 
pressed our sorrows to him. He said because of that he had some 
family arrangements to make and he would make those and join us 
in Bangkok in a day or so. 

So we proceeded on to Bangkok, Jack did show up a couple of 
days later and, it’s a very disappointing tale from that point on. 
^ Over a period of 6 or 7 days he did not provide any leads, he did 
not provide any sources. The day before I was due to go back to 
Washington, other members of the team were staying on to contin- 



668 


ue to work with Jack, but I had to get back to help get ready for 
last week’s hearings, and I told Jack that I was going to have to go ^ 
back and other people would stay here and work with him. • 

I was saddened to have to carry back to the Secretary essentially 
a very disappointing message that we had not been able to make 
any progress, and I felt bad about that. Jack said well, he felt bad 
about it too and that he had pulled out all his stops and done ev- 
erything he could and he felt poorly that he had not been able to 
come forward with any of his promises. 

About an hour or two later at the embassy we got a phone call '• 
from Jack. Suddenly, Jack said, “I have got something for you. An 
individual who works with me,” who he called Mario, had now 
been found. Mario was a critical link because he was the guy who 
says he introduced Jack to Mr. X, the fellow, if you remember the 
story, who Jack says actually took the pictures and was given 
access to the prison camp where Donald Carr is held. That really 
excited us. 

So Jack said we will try to make some arrangements for you to 
meet Mario before you have to go back to Washington. I had a 
plane that was leaving at 5:30 in the morning, but nonetheless we 
ended up meeting Jack in one hotel and then it was like some sort 
of a cheap spy movie. He said, no this is not really where we are 
going to meet him. We are going to go somewhere else now, I just 
wanted to make sure that you did not have CIA guys tailing me. % 

I assured Jack that we did not, which we did not. But we went to 
another hotel location. The place where Jack wanted tojiave this 
interview take place was in the cocktail- lounge of this very nice,’ . 
modern hotel on the outskirts of Bangkok. It had a typical cocktail 
lounge, and band that you would never buy the record, but sitting 
there you will listen to them. The band played very loud. They got 
us a table, kind of close to the band. It was not sort of the arrange- % 
ments that^I mean I spent 10 years as a Federal criminal investi- 
gator and I know how to do interviewing and I know there are cer- 
tain environments that are good for it and certain ones are not, 
and I knew I was in one that was not all that good, but this was 
their show. 

And so I said, well, can we move to a table that is at least a little 
quieter, and we moved. Mario was introduced to me. I went | 
through a line of questioning to try to bring out Mario's name. And 
that was made light of the other day during Judge Turner’s testi- 
mony, but in any case they did not provide Mario’s name. 

We started into the discussion and I said, well, Mario, I under- 
stand from Jack that he dispatched you, up country and into Laos 
to trv to find Mr. X. “Yes, that is right. I looked for Mr. X.” I said, 

“well, how did you do that, Mario?^' Mario said, “well, I went to ^ 

Laos and I went to places where I know Mr. X hangs out and I * 

went to talk to ^ple who know him and I went other places and 
asked people if tney had seen him.” And I said, “well, did you have 
a photograph or something that you could show people and say 
have you seen this man?” And he said, “no, I did not have a photo- 
graph. I described him to people.” 

And I said, “well, describe him to me, Mario.” And Mario, gets 
this extremely worried look on his face and he looks over at Jack ^ 
and he kind of goes like this, and Jack starts to talk and I said. 
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Jack, please we are here to talk to Mario. Let us let Mario tell his 
story. I said, Mario, please, would you describe Mr. X to me? And 
Mario started rocking in his chair and you could see he was deep 
m thought and he said, “well, he is a Lao.” And I said G(^T 
l^rio, some specifics. And he said, “he is older than I am.” Good. 

going to describe someone to someone who does not know a person 
you are going to describe their face. Did he have long hair, o? shS 
hair, a long thin face, a round face, did he have a big no e a to 
nose, a fat nose, big ears, little earn, thin lips, fat lips? I said did 

glasses.” Every pic- 

t“on ^ 

And I said, well Mario, was Mr. X, did he have a beard or a 
mo^che or was he clean shaven? "Oh no, he is clean shaven ” 
WeU, every picture we ^ve of Mr. X, he has got a small moL 
tache. It IS not a very full one, but it is definitely a moustache And 

Mar^^I^have conducted his 

March. I have to tell you, as someone who conducted investigations 
for some period of time in the employ of our Treasury Department 
I know an evasive witness when I see one. i«paixment, 

Mario was tot^y unable to provide any kind of embroiderv or 
substantive detail to give me a comfort that this guy had *iSillv 
gone on a search ^lon. After 16 or 20 minutes I twied the^Sra 
fionmg over to Bill Gadouiy from JCRC, who was along with 2!olo- 
Gadoury tMked to-him for about 15 minutes, well 

MSkSno^r ^ ** 

Mario did relay tjie ^ry that was testified to last week by the 
other witnesses, Judge Turner and Jack Bailey, about this mysteri- 

and that large sums of money were offered by people in the U i 

AnH i “n ^“®8f*on8. Well, what is this all about 

And Mano said, I ^not tell you, they will kill me. 

He would not give us the identity of this person. Basicallv we 
were told to drop that line of questioning. I have to tell you I came 

promise. Promises were made to the 
^taw. Jack did give us a phoM number that we could perhaps 

Thailand. We called that ihoie 
number and there was no such working number 

^ **®8®«he it to you than as a 
f ^ ^trating experience, without substantive detail. Jack Bailey 

he “a u to ® videStJp^ ThSE 

/ provide US substantive detail on U.S. prisonere. We 
invited him to the embas^ to show us that videotapel^And the vid- 
wtape starts mth something like this-we asked for a copy and he 
said we would get it, but like everything else, after numerous 

vLota^^fts hke thk 

It KS shot from behind the individual who is alleged to be Mr. X. 
Jnd ^ face. The camera never moves. It is on a tripod 

about prisoners m Laos. WUl you share that with us?” And they 
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fold out a map. It took them about 15 minutes to get oriented on 
the map. Where is Bangkok, where is Vientiane. Finally they got 
oriented on the map. j j b 

And Mr. X puts his finger on the map. They do not show you 
where It IS because the camera is back here. And Mr. X says there 
are 168 prisoners here, and there are 33 prisoners here. And Jack 
goes, 168 prisoners, boy, that sounds a little preposterous.'’ I am 
not sure the word was preposterous. I do not want to put that word 
out but he said, that sounds a little high to me. Let’s not talk 
about that one. Let’s talk about the 33 that are over here ” 

And then they went through this incredibly long-winded dialogue 
totally devoid of any substantive deteil. Jack says that videotape 
WM shot in 1988 and that information ultimately developed into 
what we have come to now to know as the Carr case 
We have a memo for the record in the files of Stony Beach in 

to Colo- 


1 • li \ ~ oaiiey lo uoio- 

office. “I have some photographs,” he 
call^ them the Carr photographs. “I am going to bring them in to 
you —and he never came in. 

The Mow-up calls from the people in Stony Beach to Jack were 
basically like this; well, I am trying to put together some more in- 
foriMtion. I want to give you a complete package. 1 will be in next 
week. And Jack never came in. The first time we saw those photo- 
graphs was in July this year when they showed up on national tel- 
evision. 

- When we interviewed Jack in August I said, Jack, what have you 
b^n doing with these photographs?- V^y are we now just hearing 
about them, now, on television? "‘Well, I gave them to the Govern- 
ment over a year ago.” Who did you give them to Jack? “To the 
^nate staff on Foreign Relations.” I said, good, this is the first 
time we have seen them, so let’s talk about them. In the interview 
m October, after the Secretary’s visit. I said to Jack, we are kind of 
frustrated here, you are holding all the cards. You have got all the 
leads. If we are ping to get to the bottom of this you have got to 
photographs and says, look, I am 
frustrated I have had these damn photographs over 3 years 
T been able to get anywhere with them. 

Well, I will tell you why I am frustrated. How am I supposed to 
be in charge of the office that is conducting investigations, trying 
to find people, if private individuals are hoarding information and 
if It is turned into the (tovernment and it is not given to me? I find 
that very frustrating. I find this whole case frustrating. 

But at its core, we are left with the most compelling photograph- 
ic evidence that the U.S. Government has seen. And there is one 

wmded. But I think the committee needs to know this, and I think 
the Amencan public needs to know exactly what is going on here 

When we met wth Jack in October, he identified the location of 
to cmp vvhere Care and he told us 4 to 16 other Americans are 
held. He ^id, it is n^t here, in the northeast corner of the Plain 
u j • ''^®®? Kon Kai, along where Route 7 runs. 

We had given Jack a map. At about 25 kilometers, apart, those two 
towns. The ^nator knows this very well because I have been up 
here on the Hill briefing this information all summer long, telling 


people what we are doing and trying to get to the bottom of this 
case. Telling people all the intelligence assets that we have target- 
ed against that location. 

In October Jack tells us, “Well, that really was not the location,” 
he said. “I felt like I could not trust you. The relocation is over 
here on the Burma border, 22 kilometers.” So I have spent all 
summer, according to Jack, in wasted effort because he gave us the 
wrong location. He told the Secretary a location 22 miles from the 
Burmese border. 

The next day, when we were sitting down talking. Jack says, 
“well, you know, I really not sure that he has been moved. I think 
he has been moved. When we get to Bangkok, it is not even the 
location 22 kilometers from the Burmese border. It is in the next 
province do\m, which is another 60 or 80 miles from the border, on 
a farm that is supposedly owned by one of the former royal princes 
of the Lao Government.’’ 

Through means available to us, intelligence means, we have been 
able to determine that neither one of the royal princes ever either 
lived or had a farm or any kind of a vacation or getaway location 
in that part cf Laos. 'That part of Laos is an extremely hilly, moun- 
tainous area, very inaccessible, very poor, it is basically a place 
that time has forgotten. 

One of the royal princes lived in Dien Tiem and one of the other 
royal princes lived in the eastern part of Laos. Neither of them 
lived in the western part, near the Burmese border. I do not know 
where to tell you, if Donald Care is alive, where he is held. I have 
novrgotthree locations that I have got to task all the available in- 
telligence assets of the U.S. Government against. 

We have made requests of the Lao Government to go in to allow 
U.S. investigators to come in and personally, physically observe 
these locations. Well, the only location we knew at the time which 
was the Plain of Jars, which Jack tells us now is not a real loca- 
tion. Maybe other people would have been more fortunate in get- 
ting information from Jack Bailey. Maybe the Senate has had 
better luck with him than we have, but it has been a very frustrat- 
ing experience and I do not know how else to characterize it. 

The Chairman. Well, I think, Mr. Sheets, your testimony is very 
valuable and important and I do not think it long-winded. It was 
long, but not long-winded. It was and is important for the commit- 
tee to get the full texture of this. 

I do not think a lot of people have a sense of the full texture of 
it. I have no doubt that Mr. Bailey and others would have a differ- 
ent view. We are going to sweat all of that out in public. We are 
going to sweat all of it out. And it is going to require some time 
and ener^ of sitting down with both of you present and working 
at it but in a sense also your testimony underscores the extraordi- 
nary nature of this issue today. 

When you think about the Secretary of Defense assigning an air- 
craft, personnel, and people flying over personally, a Government 
official pulling out his own credit card and getting a ticket and 
traveling that distance and putting all of his intelligence assets on 
the line and going the route, if you will, and then at the end of it 
being told, well, I did not trust you. Those months of effort were 
sort of a test. It really is an incredible statement about where we 
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are in this process 20 years later. Now it is vital that we continue 
to air this in this way and I think it is very positive, frankly, for 0 
people to begin to make some judgments about who is doing what 
here and how. 

Before we begin the questioning let me just say to you that I do 
not want to diminish how l am sure you feel sitting here and some 
of the folks behind you. It is no fun, as a Federal official, having 
your bona fides questioned and the committee is not questioning 
them in a way that I think some are. The committee is trying to % 
sort out who knows what. 

But I want to say to you and others behind you that we are sen- 
sitive to that. It is no fun. We get it every weekend or when we go 
home or wherever we are, but we ask for it. Except you are public 
officials and the system has come to a grinding gridlock of lack of 
credibility and we have got a requirement here to sweat it out. You 
understand that, but I just want you to know that I think there are ^ 
a lot of extraordinarily dedicated people who are committed to this 
issue who are working day and night to try to find if somebody is 
alive and to bring them home and regrettably we are, where we 
are, because there is a then and there is a now to this issue. 

To a certain degree Secretary Cheney, in his testimony here ac- 
knowledged this by saying, look, I think some mistakes were made, 
but it was not on my watch. And I certainly took it as a very signif- ^ 
icant demarcation point here, which is saying, we are doing our 
best. We are confident of what we are doing. But we understand 
that some things have happened in the past. 

To the depee we can sort out what happened in the past and 
understand it, we are going to help to understand this issue today. 

And that is what I want to begin to get at a little bit here in the 
beginning of my first round of questioning. 0 

You said we are seeking a full accounting and we begin with this 
number 2,273. But frankly, I do not know as I listen to testimony 
and 1 look at different numbers that are in front of us, what the 
real numbers are and we have got to ascertain that as to Vietnam, 
particularly as to Laos and cross check where we are. Now you say 
that we are still dealing publicly with this magic 2,273 POW/ 

MIA's, but in point of fact, there are not 2,273 today, are there? 0 

Are there not at least 1,000 of those that we could say, with cer- 
tainty to families, that they are now known to be deceased. Is that 
not accurate? 

Mr. Ford. In fact in just the last day or so we've changed the 
number to 2,271. Two families have been notified. But you’re right, 
the list is made up of an assortment of different classifications of 
individuals. And there are a large number of people on the list that ^ 
were reported by their commander, or someone in the field, that 
they were killed in action. But their body was not recovered. 

And that these people, earlier on, were separated out into a dif- 
ferent category. And at some point it was decided that we wanted 
to account for all of these people. If we couldn't determine and get 
the family an answer about what happened to the body or what 
happened the day they died, that they ought to be also included in ^ 
this list. So they were merged with those that were missing in 
action. Also with those that were killed in action, body not recov- 


ered. And so that about half of the 1,000 figure is fairly accurate, 
A or listed in our files as killed in action. 

The Chairman. And are there not— I mean some of these reports 
that I have seen, at least to me as a former combatant— seem 
pretty valid. I mean they have a texture of two to three people in 
the unit saw somebody get hit, or there was a significant explosion 
and somebody was underneath it, and nobody could be recovered 
by virtue of that. And there were enough witnesses, whatever, that 
^ you could really— can you not say with a certainty what happened, 

^ as reasonable people look at it? 

Mr. Ford. Senator, I’m not sure of all of the background. It was 
before my time, but my understanding, and I understand it now, is 
that it was a matter of credibility. This issue has not become a 
cause celebre or an issue that people were concerned about last 
vear, or the year before. It is through this entire period there has 
been concern by the families and others about POW/MlA’s. And so 

• that at some point people began to question, well, did you really 
know they were dead? Was the report accurate? 

In fact we know— well on the other hand, there were some com- 
manders thinking they were doing the family some good— would 
know someone was killed in action and had very good evidence of 
that, and would leave them MIA or POW. And so that these lists 
were not all that black and white. There was some confusion at the 

# time during the battle, and whatever. 

So that as an act of mercy for people with all this uncertainty I 
think, quite rightfully— the people that still would like to find out 
~ what happened to their son, or their husband, or their father on 
the day he was killed. We also owe them an accounting. 

’The Chairman. I understand that, and I am not suggesting they 
should not get the accounting. What I am suggesting is that in 
0 many of those cases, at least to this Senator’s reading, there is an 
accounting available. And I am uncertain as to why it has not been 
laid out in that way. I am going to come back to that. 

I also, to take the other side of it, believe that for a significant 
portion of those numbers on the other side of that ledger, there are 
some huge questions. Now I am not going to abuse my time here. I 
want to come back to that in my second round. But there are some 
0 veiT significant questions about Laos and the correlation of people 
in Laos to those who returned. And we need to get to that. 

I want this committee at this hearing, hopefully t^ay, to get 
some base numbers from you. Some realities about the numbers of 
deserters alleged, and some realities about where we are in terms 
of Laos and Vietnam. My time is up, let me turn to Senator Smith. 

Mr. Ford. Could I just respond Wefly? We would be happy to 
A provide you with the numbers as you request But I also point 
out— and just don’t want to overdo the issue but the fact is that 
there are a number of cases in which we have very convincing evi- 
dence from a forensic examination, dental and various other 
things, in which the families are unwilling to accept our judgment. 
And that we have remains back, we have a story, we have an ex- 
planation. 

^ It seems to me understandable that there would be many fami- 

^ lies out there who at some point or another in the last 18 years or 

20 years said, I’m not sure that my son died. Even though— and 
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maybe in their head they know what they remember hearing and 
reading— but in their heart they don't accept it anymore. Now 
those numbers, as far as we’re concerned, we have to deal with. An 
accounting for those people is just something that we feel obligat- 
ed 

The Chairman. Well, that is part of the tragedy of what has hap- 
pened here, and obviously the review of all 2,273 and the recom- 
munication process is going to be critical to dealing with that. Sen- 
ator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just one question 
that I would like each of you to answer, if you could, and you can 
do it with a yes or no if you like. Have you seen, or do you know of, 
any information, good information, that would indicate that any 
American was alive? Any American who may have been a POW 
was alive after 1973. Mr. Quinn. 

Mr. Quinn. I have seen information that there was a man named 
McKinley Nolan who was alive in North Vietnam. 

Senator Smith. I am not talking about hearsay. I understand 
that. 1 mean good solid stuff. 

Mr. Quinn. I think this was good solid stuff that he was alive. 
All the reports indicated that he had in some way— was not a pris- 
oner— that he had somehow had— and I don’t want to use the 
words that might characterize him— but that he was somehow in a 
different status and was moving about more freely, and had some 
type of different relationship with the authorities in North Viet- 
nam. - ' : ^ 

Sehator Smith. And so it is yes in the case of Nolan. 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, and there was one other report that was attrib- 
uted to the mortician, who said that he saw some people with Mr. 
Garwood. And I think DIA and DOD is better to do that, but that 
report struck me as indicating— I mean it had a lot of detail and he 
apparently— the mortician was able to identify Garwood. And so 
I’ve seen those two that are reports that really ought to be followed 
up, and that there were some Americans that there is— that are 
possibly alive after that time. 

Senator Smith. Nothing else. 

Mr. Quinn. I can’t think of anything else right now. 

Senator Smith. Carl. 

Mr. Ford. I have not seen anything that would convince me that 
there are not some Americans still alive. 

Senator Smith. Anybody alive after 1973. 

Mr. Ford. The reports that I have seen suggest that thero were. 
How many I’m not sure, but I think that the reports suggest that 
there was one for sure, that the Vietnamese didn’t tell us about 
until much later. That was one, but there are also some reports 
suggesting that people might have been alive we didn’t know 
about. We didn’t know where they were— and probably died after- 
ward. 

I think that the evidence is not real compelling, but it certainly 
causes me to pause. The more important question for me— and I 
accept the importance of the question in 1973 as an important 
point of saying well, why did it happen? We have focused most of 
our efforts on are there any alive today and can we find them? And 
that as we accumulate evidence and as we go through that process. 
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we are able to begin to piece together a little bit better, what hap- 
pened back in 1972, or 1973, or 1975. And the evidence, as we accu- 
mulate it, more and more suggests that there are probably some 
left alive in 1973. 

Senator Smith. I am trying to get a quicker answer because I 
want to ask you a couple other questions. 

Mr. Ford. I understand. We’re here as long as you want us, 

Mr. Sheetz. As Senator Grassley well knows, DIA did a compila- 
tion of reports that were received in the period after Operation 
Homecoming. It is our assessment at DIA that those reports are 
not definitive— they are not firm, credible evidence. They were re- 
ports— they were evaluated at the time. 

And one thing the committee might do is, in its future delibera- 
tions or investigative efforts, call in the commander or the then 
commander of the Joint Casualty Resolution Center, which had the 
responsibility for checking those kinds of reports on the ground. 
Warren Gray who was on my staff was part of that JCRC in 19'73, 
1974 time frame. 

Senator Smith. Excuse me. We cannot go into a lot of detail here, 
but let me just phrase it this way and just ask for a yes or no. You 
have seen the information that Mr. Bell provided us. Based on 
having seen that information, dp you a^ee with him or disagree 
with him— that based upon the information that he provided, that 
he discussed— that that would indicate that there was some indica- 
tion of somebody alive other than Garwood. Somebody alive after 
1973, not- necessarily alive today. Do you agree that that was evi- 
dence, at least, that was presented? 

Mr. Sheetz. DIA has held all along that the report of the morti- 
cian that he saw three Caucasians who were identified to him by 
another person as probably being Americans— that that report 
stands. That there is validity to that report. 

Senator Smith. I want to ask a couple of quick— and I know my 
time is almost up. Mr. Sheetz— back on the committee, staff and 
myself, and I am not sure who else was there— did talk to Mr. Bell 
as well. And we are also trying to sort that out and I think you 
gave a pretty good analysis of what happened on your end. Just 
tiying to follow up on a couple of points that he made with us. Did 
he show you photographs that he alleged, or was led to believe— 
one or the other— of the alleged facility where Carr may have been 
held. Did he show you photographs? 

Mr. Sheetz. Yes, he did 

Senator Smith. And in one of those, without being too particu- 
lar— in one of those photographs was a building— pretty obviously 
distinguishable building. Do you know where that building is? 

Mr. Sheetz. 1 do not. 

Senator Smith. So we do not know where that building is. 

Mr. Sheetz. That’s true. 

Senator Smith. Are we making an effort to try to find out where 
it is? 

Mr. Sheetz. Every effort that I know how to make. And general- 
ly, we are employing all of the many and varied assets of the U.S. 
intelligence community, and when we get into closed session I will 
be happy to brief you at length on that, sir. 
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Senator Smith. Finally, a couple of quick points on Bailey. Was 
there any prior contact by the U.S. Government with Mario, the 
source that you interviewed in Bangkok with Bailey? Was there 
any prior to that meeting— was there any prior contact by the Gov- 
ernment with Mario? 

Mr. Sheetz. I have no personal knowledp of that. As I under- 
stand his allegation— and he was not specific with me— that this 
contact involved— possibly involved, U.S. Embassy personnel who 
are working the POW/MIA issue. I have not spoken to them and, 
to be honest. I’ve heard two possible names mentioned. I have no 
personal knowledge of that. 

Senator Smith. Because he did allege that an individual from the 
U.S. Embassy, as you stated, paid Mario money. 

Mr. Sheetz. I think Jack told us the sum was $6,000. 

Senator Smith. That is what he told us, but you do not have any 
knowledge of that? 

Mr. Sheetz. I do not. 

Senator Smith. And you tried to check that out. 

Mr. Sheetz. I have not had the opportunity to speak with the 
two individuals whose names, I think, may be candidates. I would 
like an opportunity to get to the bottom of that too. I would be 
happy to work with you on that. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

- The allegations were investigated and found to be fabrications. 

- Senator Smith. 'Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator McCain. 

Senator McCain. Thank you Mr. Chairman. Mr. Quinn, I hope 
that if some other allegations arise, or information about the 
whereabouts of an American POW you will notify the committee. 
We were not happy to read about the information concerning an 
American in the ^viet Union in the newspaper. 

Mr. Quinn. Well we will certainly keep the committee informed. 
Senator. But I will point out the day after I testified here, I testi- 
fied on the House side and was asked a lot of questions about the 
Soviet Union. And I gave a full briefing of everything that we 
knew at that time. So there is certainly no hesitancy on our part to 
withhold any information. 

Senator McCain. I was not implying that. Ms. Monika Jensen- 
Stevenson alleged that the Vietnamese offered 260 prisoners to the 
Woodcock Commission for a sum of money. I believe you were a 
translator for the Woodcock Commission. Is that true? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, sir, and I addressed that in my opening re- 
marks, Senator. 

Senator McCain. And you have no knowledge of any offer. 

Mr. Quinn. Absolutely not. 

Senator McCain. You would have had knowledge of such an 
offer. 

Mr. Quinn. Unless this was something that was whispered to one 
person, and that person didn’t share it with anyone else. 1 would 
have had knowledge of that. I was in all of the meetings. I heard 
everything that was said, and I was in all the discussions after- 
ward I was part of writing, encrypting and transmitting Mr. Wood- 
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cock’s personal messages to the President of the U.S. And there 
waa absolutely no discussion, at any time, of anything like that. 

benator McCain. Mr. Quinn, do you know — or do any of the wit- 
nesses knew of any of the liaisons between administration officials 
and identified members of organized crime? 

Mr. Quinn. No, Senator. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Ford. 

Mr. Ford. Senator, I’ve heard the allegations but I’ve not seen 
any evidence yet. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Sheetz. 

Mr. Sheetz. No knowledge. 

Senator McCain. M^. Quinn, do you know of any sanctioned 
rescue missions, or missions by the Department of Defense, after 

Mr. Quinn. No Senator, I don’t. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Ford. 

Mr. Ford. I have been told that there was one mission. 

Mn^r McCain. That there was one mission. Mr. Sheetz. 

Mr. Sheetz. The same information that Mr. Ford has. 

Mr. Quinn. Senator, if I could— there was a mission that was de- 
scribed to me ^r the previous hearing which I had never heard 
of before— which was described as reconnaissance mission but not a 
rescue musion. I make that differentiation, but I have no informa- 
tion about any rescue attempts. 

Senator McCain. Thank you. The trip that Mr. Usry made in 
August ^that was as a~ result of information provided by Mr. 
Khambang— is that correct? 

Mr. Ford. That is correct. 

Senator McCain. And at the time 

Mr. Ford. 'There may have been others, but that was the major 
source of mformation. 

Senator McCain. And Mr. Khambang was along on the trip, and 
he w^as going to provide additional information to corroborate the 
tact that Americans were somewhere alive. 

Mr. Ford. He was going to bring in the people that had provided 
him the mformation. 

Senator McCain. And at the time, did you know that Mr. Kham- 
bang-^OTKling to the assistant Secretary of Defense for National 
^cunty Affairs—^. Khambang passed bogus dogtag information 
to to superiors m the Arlington Police Department where he 
® ^ ^ fabricated. In the fall 

of 1990 passed a roll of film and other information— the purported 
Borah photograph— you knew all of that when you decided to have 
that trip proceed. 

Mr. Ford. The details had been accumulated and put into that 
particular dociwent for the record. At the time, I was aware that 
Khambang had b^n very much involved, for a number of years, in 
this, and that we had considered his information to be unhelpful— 
mcorrect. ^ 

Senator McCain. Have you or anyone else in your department— 
the Department of Defense— falsified any photographs? 

Mr. Ford. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Sheetz. No sir. 
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In one case, one man was there before the war and after the war. 
And they said to me in two separate conversations that they had 
never seen any information coming to the Soviet Embassy, and 
they were in senior positions, indicating that any American re- 
mained alive in Vietnam. And they pointed out that the Soviet 
Union had a very close relationship with Vietnam and there were 
Soviets all over Vietnam, workers, technicians, assistants, officials. 
And they felt with a very high degree of confidence that if there 
was such an American or Americans being held in captivity, that 
they would have heard about it, that they would have found out 
about it. 

Now they qualify this always to say, well, there always could be 
something that we did not see or did not hear about, but they were 
very certain in their judgments and they passed this to us. They 
said in the spirit of the new relationship which exists between our 
two countries. 

And they also came in conversations where we discussed other 
issues that relate to Cambodia and the Cambodian settlement, in 
which we felt that they were being very forthcoming and providing 
us assessments and information about the current situation there, 
which we strong reason to believe were accurate, So I judged, in 
these conversations, that they were giving me a straight answer. 
That was my impression. 

Senator Brown. Can you give, me an idea of what we have^one 
in the way of requests to the Government of Laos and Cambodia 
for access and where tHat stands? 

Mr. Quinn. Access to? 

Senator Brown. Access to follow-up on live sighting reports to 
send personnel in? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, sir. Of course in July, I raised the photo cases 
and well as the Borah and Carr cases at that time and they have 
been willing to follow-up on these immediately and unilaterally 
and then to work with our investigative teams and to take them to 
meet with individuals who are associated with these live sighting 
cases in Cambodian. 

An investigative team from Stony Beach and Bangkok went into 
Phnom Penh in July and was taken around and actually met and 
interviewed people who were associated with the handling of the 
Robertson/Stevens/Lundy photo. 

And you know from Mr, Ford's testimony that we also received 
access to the individual who was the i^rson who was identified in 
the photo as Lieutenant Borah. And right now we have a mission 
that is underway in Laos to go to Xiang Khoang Province to follow- 
up on the Carr case. 

Senator Brown. What about all the other sightings we have had 
that are located in Laos? Is that something we have made a re- 
quest on or where does that stand? 

Mr. Quinn. We have a number of the other discrepancy cases in 
Laos and we have had, in the past year, continued increased access 
to these. And for the first time, we are in Pua Pang Province 
which contains the site of where the old Pathet Lao headquarters 
was. We have never been able to get there before. 

We have also had cooperation in expanding the number of inves- 
tigations that we can do each year. I do not want to leave the im- 
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pression that I think it is perfect. We would like to be able to go 
out ourselves and not have to ask anybody and just get in our own 
helicopter and fly out there and investigate^* without asking any- 
body's permission or agreement. That is the itleal. That is what we 
strive for in Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos. But in the context of 
continuing — - 

Senator Brown. 'They have turned it down but they have been 
willing to go with advance notice of where you were going? 

Mr. Quinn. What has happened in Laos and Cambodia is when 
we have particular requests and Vietnam, in the case of the photo 
case, when we have particular request with information, we are 
able to get out there, but with them to go and follow it up. 

Senator Brown. I am sorry, I do not mean to be rude, but let me 
take you back so that I understand. We have asked for, from them, 
the ability to go through the countryside without a guide and with- 
out advance notice and they have turned us down on that request. 

Mr. Quinn. I am not sure that we have put the question to the 
Lao that way, Senator, in those terms, and they have said no, you 
can not do that, but you can do it this way. 

We have, in Vietnam, made the point that we want to have it for 
our investigators to be able to go out and we have told them that is 
the ideal. I am not sure that they have said, no, you cannot do 
that, either. 

We have conveyed this. We certainly — I do- not think there is any 
misunderstanding on their part that that is what we would like to 
do but I do not think it has been done in that we want Jhis and no, “ 
you cannot do it. Usually the answer, the Asian style, is never to 
say no, no, you cannot do that. It is not the way business is done. 
The way you get the answer back is that you get some other type 
of increased cooperation. 

Let me check, if I could. 

Senator Brown. Would you? I have found over the years that it 
is difficult to get the answer you want if you do not ask the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Ford. If I might, I think we may not have phrased it exactly 
as you did, but in Vietnam we have asked to do this and we have 
^n told that we have to submit a request in advance. When we 
have done that, we have had trouble even getting permission after 
having requested it. In the case of, obviously what we are con- 
cerned about is that if the report we have is of an American in cap- 
Government or private sources, that if we tell 
the Government we want to go and look for somebody in a particu- 
lar area that it will tip off the people there so that they will move 
them. 

"niere are other cases in which there are reports of Americans 
living free and we have been trying to test the system with those 
cases. But because one, we want^ to test it, and two, we thought it 
was safer to do it that way, rather than trying to do the cases. 
Where we have reports of captivity, we have not had much luck. 

Now I am concerned wd ujpt about that. I am not particularly 
surprised. Vietnam is still a Communist country. 'They do not even 
let their own people travel freely. And so that what we are asking 
them is extraordinary. It is an extraordinary situation. And I think 
that they have indicated to members of this committee and certain- 
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ly to other people that they are going to, and we just simply think 
that they ought to let us have the access we heed. _ 

Mr. Quinn. I have checked with people who have 
standing of the full record of our dealings with Laos. And the situa- 
tion is basically as I said to you, Senator, that we have made the 
statement that this is what we want. We want ; 

They do not say yes, they do not say no. They take note ot it and 
we then get back some other answer and some other, we make 

^°We havniscussed with them the possibility of our o^ kind of 
transportation or having U.S. transportation in there which would 
be something that if you then had it and you controlled it you 
could get out and move. And in both the case of Vietnam and Laos, 
the indication is that they would be favorable to such an arrange- 
ment, but with their pilots, indicating that they want to maintain a ^ 
degree of control. 

Senator Brown. Thank you. 

Senator Smith. Senator Grassley? , t o 

Senator Grassley. Thank you. Secreta^ Qumn, I f k a 
line of questioning, I want to ask, I would like to^k atout Bill 
Bell I had a conversation through staff with Bangkok, the Bang 
kok embassy, and I understand that he wm given a/isa in Bang- 
kok but it was not approved by Hanoi. And I gffssj would like to 
have you tell me, if you can, the status of Bill Bell s return to 

Hanoi. , „ 

Now this is 24 hours ago that I had this infoiroation. 

Mr. Quinn. Well, I had a call last night at 10 from our DOM in 
Bangkok, who told me that Bill was scheduled to go back, I guess 
tomorrow morning, that he had his visa. He has his ticket and that 
the embassy, which has had conversation with the Vietnamese Em- 
bassy about this was told that there was no problem of his going 

^^Mr. Ford. The information I have is essentially the same but 
Senator Grassley, what we had heard earlier and I am sure that 
what you and your staff have heard earlier, is that a middlelevel 
official whom Bill deals with on a regular basis in their unit, that 
those POW/MIA's indicated to us that they were not going to let r 
Bill back in or give him a visa until he provided certein intorma- 
tion, the transcript of testimony, and then not until Christmas. 

When our official on the ground heard that he said, what are you 
talking about, you have got to be crazy. Our representetive said, 
well, we would like this in writing and he said, well, this is unoiti- 
cial but you should understand this is the case. I know 
Quinn and I just about exploded when we heard this. And the tact 
is that the committee was very much involved and we were waiting 

to see what would happen. . j i i 

But it looks like it was not ofHcial and that it was some mid-level 
official who was out of sorts with the testimony or whatever and 
was trying to take it out on the people there in the office. 

Senator Grassley. Well, your response, as you have stated, you 
were outraged about it, would be very appropriate from my point t 
of view. If you were not outraged, I would expect you to be out- 
raged. 
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Because this is some bit of evidence of whether or not the Viet- 
namese evidence is going to fully cooperate with us. And so we 

# want to make sure that there is obviously no retaliation. 

Secretary Quinn, when you were questioned by Senator Kerry 
about divulging classified information on Vietnamese, I am not 
sure we are all talking about the same document, so I would like to 
have a clerk give you a couple pages that I have here and have you 
take a look at that. And I would like to go back to the Secretary’s 
line of questioning, but I would like to start from a different point, 

(i Now this is no effort on my part to just get some basic informa- 
tion. And if you cannot give the information now, if it is just a case 
of your willingness to provide the information. 

On our first day of hearings last week, I asked you the following 
question and received the following response. And I would read 
from the transcript of our hearing. 

I asked you, we heard this morning that the U.S. and Vietnam 

# have agre^ to certain procedures to investigating live sighting re- 
ports. 

My question to you, does this include our government turning 
over classified file information on POW’s like sources and methods. 

Your response, a partial response, certainly not turning over 
anything about sources and methods. I couldn’t imagine a situation 
in which we would do that. 

# And then, skipping a sentence, in the case of the Robertson/Ste- 
vens/Lundy photo, we did provide information to the Vietnamese 
Government, the Cambodian Government and the Laotian Govern- 

-ment, which we expect them to investigate wherewith and we 
asked them to provide us answers. But we certainly didn’t turn 
over anything. 

In fact, one of the things Colonel Cole and I did and Warren 

# Gray, until about 2 in the morning, was going through this infor- 
mation to make absolutely sure that in no way was there any com- 
promise of where we were getting our information. 

Well, 2 days later then we had Debra Robertson Bardsley testify 
that she had recently returned from Hanoi and was told that she 
was the first family member to have met with Vietnamese officials. 
She stated the following. Either during or after her testimony, 

# number one, a Vietnamese official whom she described as a Mr. 
Dich, and I spelled that D-i-c-h, and whom she said is the head of 
Vietnam MRA office, gave her a list of sources and a memo de- 
scribing locations of live sightii^ pertaining to Colonel Robertson. 

Ms. Bardsley says that Mr. Dich expressed a desire to punish the 
sources on the list. 'These lists were provided to the Vietnamese by 
an American oRicial, according to Mr. Dich. There was a corrob^ 

# rating witness with Ms. Bardsley who heard this. Mr. Dich said 
that the American official who provided this information was Mr. 
Ken Quinn. 

The name of K. ^inn, as you can see, is written at the top of 
each page and it is in Vietnamese style script, along with a date of 
July 26, which I believe is when you traveled to Vietnam. 

If this is bona fide live sighting intelligence and if Mr. Dich’s 

# statement is true regarding how he receiv^ this information, then 
your statement on November 5 would appear to be erroneous. On 
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the other hand, no one has yet made such an allegation and this 
committee expects to determine the truth in this matter. ^ 

But I wanted your response to that, please. 

Mr. Quinn. The two documents that you sent down to me are 
indeed the two pieces of paper which I gave to Vietnamese officials 
in Hanoi on the 26th of July of this year. These two pieces of paper 
were prepared by me, Warren Gray and Colonel Cole in Bangkok. 

They are not documents that exist any place else in the U.S. Gov- 
ernment. They are extracts and I went through information with 
Cambodian officials and with Vietnamese officials about what we 
knew and where we wanted to go and why and I spoke that infor- 
mation. 

Actually, I spoke it in Vietnamese, in Vietnam and then, gave 
them this as an aid for them to remember because there was a lot 
of information going no place on either of these documents. And 
there is a third document which I gave to the Cambodians which is 
different than this and which I am happy to provide to you. 

On no place on here is there any name or person, or method 
from which we gained information. This is information about 
people who were in some way involved with the photos that we 
wanted to investigate. This was all worked on and cleared by the 
representatives of the Defence Intelligence Agency who were with 
me and it also was shown to Mr. Bell before we presented it to 
make sure, triple check, that there was no piroblem in doing this. 

The reason we did' this was that we had the photo. The family 
members said, these are our loved ones. They had a date on it, 

1990, and we had other reports suggesting that the reports in this 
photo could be alive. We wanted to go and see. We wanted to go 
and try to find them any way that we could. We could not do that 
alone. We are not able to go into any of these countries and move 
around alone by ourselves. Therefore, we can only do it with the 
, Government’s assistance. Particularly in the case of Vietnam, they 
did not take these photos seriously at first. They considered it to be 
some type of propaganda, operation, misinformation, what you will. 

And so we wanted, and I wanted to convince them that this was 
serious and so Mr. Gray and Mr, Bell and I sat down with them for 
2 hours and walked through what we knew. This is not all that we 
know about this. When you see the full report you will see that 
there is a great deal more information, but this is where we told 
them we want to go. 

Here is why we want to go and we want to go there as fast as we 
possibly can and it is of crucial importance to the United States of 
America that we get there. I made the judgment that in doing this 
that we could accomplish that, and in fact we got into the prisons 
that are in that area and were able to look and see for ourselves. 

And we also got access to other information about the Robertson 
case, as a result of that. 

In Cambodia we got to go and talk to many but not all of the 
people on this list. We got to go. Colonel Cole is here, he can tell 
you that we actually went to the places where Robertson and Ste- 
vens and Lundy were supposedly held. This had never happened 
before. We had never been in the prison before. We had never been 
in Cambodia before. We never got to go around and actually go to 
the places where they were being held and so that is why I did 
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that. In retrospect, if it is considered to be a misjudgment, I take 
the blame for that, not Mr. Gray, or Mr. Cole. I do not consider it 
was, I consider it a real advance and frankly, the Vietnamese and 
Cambodians considered us to be acting in a serious way with them, 
in a cooperative way and that is important because tomorrow we 
get another report, another photo, that says here is an American 
who is alive and well so Cambodia or Vietnam are going to face the 
same question. 

How do we get out there and find out for ourselves. We are not 
at a point where we can go alone. We can only go if they let us go 
and we want to do that as rapidly as we can. That is not the best 
situation. That is not the way I would like it to be. That is not the 
way that we are working to have it be but to get there. It is, unfor- 
tunately, a step by step process. 

I consider what we have done a big step, but, I am sorry to go on 
for long. Senator, but I wanted you to understand 

Mr. Ford. Can I add one brief comment to this. I had a brief con- 
versation with, as I recall, at least the representatives, of the Rob- 
ertson family and the Lundy family during this period when the 
photographs and identification of that photograph had just been 
made. 

And one of the subjects that we talked about, because they were 
ur^ng, not only Ken, but me and others, Go out there. Talk to the 
Chinese. Talk to the Vietnamese. Talk to the Soviets and I had a 
discussion about the risks involved and did they understand what 
they were asking us to do. That if, in fact, these governments were 
holding back, were holding their loved onea, that this was a certain 
risk that we were going to have to take and that we were trying to 
do it more indirectly than they were suggesting. 

And they said, you understand the quandary we are in and the 
pressure we are feeling. And they both—or the people there under- 
stood, that we would have to be taking some extraordinary steps. 
And so, that while in the best of all worlds we would have tried to 
have done it differently, everyone was aware that this was pushing 
the envelope way far out and we thought there was good cause. 

Mr. Quinn. And I did not take the step of going to work with the 
Vietnamese on this without consulting the families. I spent 2 hours 
on July 12, with all families assembled and told them that there 
were these two choices. And they concurred in our going and work- 
ing with the governments involved. I wanted to be, sure, I did not 
want them to come back later and say, you have gone out and 
messed it up. You should not have done it that way. 

I wanted it to be a consultative process, and as I mentioned earli- 
er, Senator, all along and afterward I kept Shelby Quast informed 
of this. I had an hour and 15 minute debrief in my office about the 
results. I told her— I did not give her the documents, but I told her 
what had happened and I told her what the Vietnamese had said. 

Senator Grassley. Could you comment for me on the point that 
has been made to us several times about what I would call the 
mentality that is presented by the Vietnamese that give us a name 
so we can punish the sources, punish the people. Now you are look- 
ing like that has never been expressed to you. 

Mr. Quinn. No that was expressed to me. 
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Senator Grassley. Well, just comment whether or not that is 
something that is a real fear out there that we have to be overly 
cautious about, protecting sources. 

Mr, Quinn. Obviously, if we have a source who is giving us infor- 
mation the last thing we want to have is the Vietnamese or Cam- 
bodians or Laotians or anybody else to know who that is. That has 
to be protected. I would make the point that these people involved 
are not sources from whom we got information. They are people 
who we have information that they would know something about, 
the photos, or were actually involv^ in holding the Americans. 

Senator Grassley. In this specific case 

The Chairman. Senator, I need to try to get to Senator Kohl. 

Senator Grassley. Well, this is in regard to the same point. The 
people on this list, you see, Mr. Dich stating to Debra that we want 
to punish these people. You see the people on the list. That was 
what was expressed to Debra. 

Mr. Quinn. I understand, I mean, the Vietnamese do not accept 
the photo as legitimate and they have said publicly and privately 
that they believe that people are doing this to impune them and 
their reputation on this and to thwart better relationship between 
our countries or they are doing it as a way of i^ust a scam to make 
money. And so they are concerned about that. So you have to make 
some judgments if you want it investigated. You have to give them 
something so you can go out and investigate it. If we want to talk t 
to the only people would know about tms, we have to go through 
them to get to thein. 

So, in there, we try to separate ou|^ybody who is a source so 
that they would not come in for any type of punishment but to 
name the places or the individuals so that we can go and try to 
find them 

The Chairman. Let me just say to the Senator that one of the f 
things the committee is going to gain from our trip in February 
will be an opportunity to really confront some of those things firet- 
hand and to have a sense of some of the difficulties that are being 
worked with. I mean we tend to forget that this really is a closed 
society, a Communist country, and I know you do not forget but 
the reality is that I think a lot of progress has been made in the 
last months in overcoming some of those problems. f 

Mr. Quinn. Could I make one last comment on this and I apolo- 
gize. I had information in a case we thought the Americans would 
really be alive. My judgment call along the way was, What is it 
that is going to get us the maximum ability for our country to find 
out about these people. That was the bottom line decision making 
and that was always in my mind. What is it that we should do here 
on the ground and in an evolving situation that will get us the best ^ 
chance to find out about this photo and these men in it. 

Maybe somebody else would come to a different judgment. This is 
the judgment that I came to. And we got certain results, which I 
think were clearly things which we had never had before and 
access we had never had before and was to me, that is a good 
result. 

The one other factor in this case, the Federal case, to keep in ^ 
mind is that the photo was publicized. I do not know by whom, 
here in the U.S., the day after the families gave it to us. (^rtainly 


not by us and that which put the case into a very different kind of 
^ public perspective. We had already made our decisions. We had al- 

^ ready approached the Vietnamese Government on this investiga- 

tion, but in publicizing it like that, we had not provided any of this 
information where we thought anybody was or who might be in- 
volved, called great attention to it in yietnam before we ever got 
there and I think probably, in the end, it was not helpful. 

The Chairman. Senator Kohl, thank you for your patience. 

Senator Kohl. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

“ Gentlemen, I would like to talk just a little about POW’s in the 
Soviet Union, and specifically I would like to talk about a Lt. 
Robert Reynolds who was shot down while piloting a Navy surveil- 
lance plane in the Baltic Sea in 1950. Apparently we were aware 
that this crew was shot down and that there were some survivors. 
That and other stories were written up in the Los Angeles Times 
earlier this year. I wrote a letter to you, Mr. Ford, about this case 
• and you responded very courteously and very promptly and I ap- 
preciate that verv much. 

What you said is that we inquired back in 1950 when it hap- 
pened and were told that there apparently were not any survivors, 
but made no further inquiries until 1991. 1 ask the question: How 
is it that between 1950 and 1991 we did not go back? The evidence 
was that there was some indication that some of these people were 
f there and that they were alive. What happens in 41 years that we 
do not go back and reinquire and ask whether or not there is some 
information that would-be useful. 

Mr. Ford. I do' not know, &nator. I was not even aware until 
this particular issue came up that we had made the original in- 
quiry or that there was this person, or there was this information 
about a person in the Soviet Union. As soon as we knew something 
f about it, we tried to respond to it in various ways in terms of 
asking and pressing the &viets for more information and we con- 
tinue to do that in this case. But why, for 41 years we did not. I 
think it was simply the people that originally checked it out and 
were concerned about it did not pass that concern on to others and 
somehow over the years, we forgot that it even existed. 

Senator Kohl. Again I would just make a comment. During this 
f time we inquired about many, many people in the Soviet Union 
about whom we were concerned: Soviet Jewry, rightfully so, Raoul 
Wallenberg and many others. Why were we not at the same time 
asking consistently asking about POW's and missing POW’s in the 
Soviet Union that we did not have any information on or inad- 
equate information on? If your answer is. We did not, and I under- 
stand that. But is there some reason? Is there something I am 
A missing here? 

Mr. Ford. No, Senator, I think that the organization which has 
been looking at this issue in the Defense Department, DIA, and in 
my office and also in Hawaii, we have been focusing on Indochina 
POW’s and it is only in the past year as concerns were expressed, 
as people’s interest on this issue widened. 

For example. Senator Smith has been very interested in Korea. 
^ We have not really done much on Korea and so that we are widen- 

" ing our scope from my office to these other areas for the first time 

and in our new organizational structure we are going to have 
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people here for the first time focus on Soviet Cold War POW issues 
We are going to have somebody who focuses on Korea and World 
War II issues, but why was it, why it was not done before 1 do not 
know, but we are going to do it now and we have got my office, my 
office’ has put out or is in the process of putting contracts to people 
like Rand to tell us how to do that. How do we go back 41 years 
and begin the search over again and most of the records either 
have not been kept or destroyed and a researcher is in fact on his 
way shortly to the Soviet Union and begin the process of what we 
might be able to find. So that, it is a small step, but it is at leMt we 
have listened and we understand people’s concern and we will try 
as best we can to do something about it. 

Senator Kohl. I am very happy to hear that. I was going to ask 
you if we are now prepared to handle in a systematic, professional- 
ized manner and you are suggesting we are doing that. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. ^ « 

Senator Kohl. I would like to ask again about Lieutenant Reyn- 
olds. Could your office help me to get information to his family and 
to get the release of whatever was formerly classified as top secret 
or anything like that 41 years ago? Can you see to it that we get all 
possible information that we have to the family of Lieutenant 
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Mr. Ford. We will do whatever we can to help them benator. 

^nator Kohl. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Robb,- ' . . - , 

Senator Robb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will be very brief. 1 
had to go preside over the Senate the last hour, and Tdo not want 
to repeat any of the testimony that these witnesses may have given 
to the committee. I will review it later on, but I wonder mayl^ 
and I assume you are about to wind up with this panel and go into 
the next panel. 

The Chairman. Actually, not yet. We are going to have another 
round. _ 

Senator Robb. Well, let me just ask a general question. But in 
light of the information that was being elicited toward the period 
just before 1 left, I got the feeling that anyone who has any official 
responsibility for the handling of any reports or dealings with 
POW/MIA families is now prepared to give virtually all informa- 
tion—with the exception of those sanitized pieces that might relate 
to something that could still be regarded as legitimately needing 
classification— to the families if they request it. 

Is that too much of a generalization? Would families of those 
who have unresolved cases be able to count on virtually all of the 
information, vwth the possible exception of very precise informa- 
tion, that might not be available to them at this point? 

Mr. Ford. Senator, the current practice— or the practice certmn- 
ly in the past— has been to provide the families with information 
that has been correlated specifically vrith their loved ones— as op- 
posed to all the information that happened in that year, or that 
area in which their loved one was lost. And so part of that was pri- 
vacy concerns— of giving information out about other families 
cases— and partly it was sources and methods. 

And I think that over the years, the families have gro^ dissatis- 
fied with that, and they understand that there is more information 


there that certainly is not associated directly with their loved one. 
But th^ would like to be able to look and see if we missed some- 
thing. They would like to look back over our shoulder and see if— 
because they're more personally involved— they would do some- 
thing a little bit differentlv than we did. 

And, quite frankly, weVe got to find a way to satisfy that re- 
quirement. And we have got to find a way to give the families more 
confidence that they’re seeing everything that we’ve got. And if 
there are some things that are so highly classified and sensitive 
that we can’t show it to them directly— that they can have the 
committee, or someone with a security clearance— check for them. 

And we would like to try to eliminate that as much as possible. 
We haven’t gotten that answer yet, but DIA and DOD and ISA— 
and we will be working with others. We’re going to find in the very 
short term some sort of an answer for information for the families. 
We need to do better, and we just simply have to find the answer 
and do it as quickly as we can. 

Senator Robb. Are you in a position at this time to reassure 
them in response to any particular question that they might have 
that either you are giving them all the information you have, or 
you are giving them all the information sanitized to protect meth- 
ods and sources, whatever the case may be? 

Or there is another body of information that does not relate di- 
rectly to their particular loved one’s case that, for whatever reason, 
is not available— but so that they have some sense that they are 
getting as' complete an answer and an explanation for why any 
missing pieces are not provided for them at this time. 

Mr. Ford. I can’t give you that assurance. That is our goal and 
objective— that we try to provide them with every piece of informa- 
tion that we can that comes to our attention and that vve correlate 
to their family member. It is then sanitized and provided to the 
families through their service contacts, the casualty officers. In 
some cases we have been able to demonstrate that we have done 
that quite well. In other cases, things have gotten misplaced or 
wereirt done quickly enough. 

And some family members are missing bits and pieces. We 
wanted to go back and make sure that every family has everything 
they were supposed to have some time in the past — and if they 
don't have it, get it to them. And second, we want to expand the 
definition of what family members are allowed to see, so that they 
have more confidence that they are seeing all of the relevant infor- 
mation. 'They know we’ve put this restriction that has to be corre- 
late dirwtly to your family. . , . 

That limits, quite frankly, a lot of the information that is avail- 
able to ua-that is not available to families. We’ve made a judg- 
ment that it is not relevant to their case. 'They would l^e to test 
that for themselves and over the years— because of suspicions and 
reports coming out of Southeast Asia — they don’t really believe 
that we’re giving them everything. So we've got to find a way to 
give them that confidence that we are. 

Senator Robb. But is there not— I mean if there is no rationale 
for protecting methods or sources— or some other sensitivity or 
classified reason for prohibiting the release of certain portions of 
the information. Is there any general reason, other than— I under- 


690 


stand the desire not to give everyone increased expectation from 
the way they would interpret other facts as it might apply to their 
loved one. But I mean, just simply to make relevpt inforrnation- 
tell them we do not think it is relevant for this reason to their 
loved one, but simply to make it available to them. ^ 

If you would make it available to someone who presented an ar- 
gument that it was relevant to their particular loved one, why will 
you not give it to some other person who would make a more ge- 
neric argument about a time, or period, or whatever the case may 
be? 

Mr. Ford. You are right, and what we’re trying to look for is a 
way that gives them some more say in determining what is rel^ 
vant for their case. And we simply are committed to try to find 
that. I don’t have the exact answer today, but we have already 
begun to think about it and how we might do it. And I have been 
trying out ideas on my people, and various others. And hopetully 
we will have a better way of doing this in the not too distant 

Senator Robb. It would seem to me — and this is just straight off 
the top of my head— it is always dangerous. But a relevant chronol- 
ogy of all of the types of information that are available, that would 
have some historical purpose, that they could simply go through at 
length. 

Because this is obviously an emotional matter with families and 
- they want to have access to all the information that they think just 
might be relevant. And I do not^ee any real .harm-^thei than 
perhaps their own increased expectations based upon the availabil- 
ity of it — to come from it. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. 

Senator Robb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very, much. Senator Robb. 

With respect to the Soviet issue, the translation of the text 
says— what happened to the Americans brought to the USSR is un- 
known— and it says their total number. Which seems to speak with 
a kind of definitive notion that people were brought there. Do you 
agree that seems to assert that, Mr. Quinn? 

Mr. Quinn. That would be the way that, I think, a reasonable 
person would read it. , 

The Chairman. Are you satisfied— I do not want to go into the 
detail, but that is the text and so that is a matter of public record. 

I do not want to go into any of the confidential aspects of the State 
Department communications, but are you satisfied that all aspects 
of that particular case — and the other information— are now being 
followed up with the Soviets? 

Mr. Quinn. I am satisfied that is in process. Certainly, that is 
not complete and I would think as part of this-just beyond th^ 
story is the question of access to files, archives, and records, which 
could affect a great many other individuals. So this is part of a 
much larger process which has started, but which still has a con- 
siderable ways to go. . , r, . i n • rn- 

The Chairman. Was any of the information that Colonel Bui lin 
gave this committee with respect to this Soviet interrogation a rev- 
elation to you? 
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Mr. Quinn. I have to admit I didn’t see all of that part and I’m 
A not familiar. 

The Chairman. He acknowledged there were Soviets— particular- 
ly along the Laotian borders and in Laos— where that kind of inter- 
rogation might have taken place. And there are indications, obvi- 
ously from the Soviets, that it did. 

Mr. Quinn. I guess I’m not familiar with having seen reports 
earlier that would confirm for me that it did take place. But I 
always suspected that Soviets somehow would be getting informa- 

* tion. 

The Chairman. Does it not stahd to reason? I mean, if the Soviet 
Union is supporting Vietnam to a significant degree, as it was, and 
they have personnel in the region. And their number 1 enemy is 
the U.S. and an American electronic plane goes down and they cap- 
ture people alive. I would assume we are going to think that they 
are going to interrogate them. 

• Mr. Quinn. They are pros. They would be out after that as fast 
as we would be out after it. 

The Chairman. Let me come back to the numbers again for a 
minute. The 2,273— did that include Bob Garwood? 

Mr. Ford. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know for sure. I will have to 
check and see. 

Mr. Sheetz. He was— at the time he was unaccounted for when 
% he came out. He came off the list. 

The Chairman. So as of— let us go back— as of 1973 the accords 
are signed, our formal involvement terminates, correct? What was 
the number of unaccounted for POW/MIA at that time? 

Mr. Sheetz. I will have to provide that for the record. I don’t 
have that figure in front of me today. 

[See p. 932 of the appendix.] 
f The Chairman. Do you Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford. No. 

The Chairman. What were the number of people shot down in 
Laos? 

Mr. Sheetz. I think it is roughly 1,300. I don’t have the exact 
number. That can be provided for the record. 

The Chairman. I thought it was about 500. 

^ Mr. Ford. 526, but when you say shot down, those are all of the 

ones— the total number of POW/MIA category people. The KIA— 
we have a body recovered. 

Mr. Sheetz. If I could clarify my number. As I understand it, 
1,300 aviators were shot down and roughly 800 were recovered 
through search and rescue mission efforts, leaving the unresolved 
number that are on the list of unaccounted for. 
g The Chairman. Added to i^ple on the ground. 

^ Mr. Sheetz. This number includes people on the ground and avi- 

ators. 

The Chairman. And does not people on the ground include all 
clandestine personnel lost? 

Mr. Sheetz. To the best of my knowledge, the numbers we’re 
working with— 2,271— would include all personnel lost by all 
^ means. 

" The Chairman. So all personnel lost during the so-called secret 

war are included in that number. 
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Mr. Ford. They are now. That was not the case early on, and the 
reason was because of the security and the fear that those people 
might be killed because of the type operations at some point. They 
were added to the list. 

The Chairman, Do you know when they were added, because it 
is very important? 

Mr, Ford. I would have to get the exact date for you. It was in 
the late I970’s. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

The Department of Defense is in the process of conducting research on the ques^ 
tion. There were employees of the Department of Defense that were operating in 
another capacity that were added to the list. (This would involve somewhere be- 
tween 5 and 10 people.) 

The Chairman. So that really sheds an extraordinary—I mean 
that is in and of itself a very significant kind of disparity that 
exists here. That is one of reasons people are saying— wait a 
minute guys, we are not getting the right numbers. Am I accurate? 

Mr. Ford. That is correct. That is why people still believe that 
there's a secret list and— like many stories— there is some truth to 
it. There was at one point— as all covert action operators and spe- 
cial forces— they were not initially put on the list. But in fact, they 
have been now and so all of those people are accounted for, and a 
number of people have been accounted for in terms of remains. 

The Chairman. That is very significant because, in fact, an EC- 
47 was shot down after the Paris accord, after Operation Homecom- 
ing, is that not correct? _ “ 

Mr. Ford. I do not know that specifically. I take your word for it. 

The Chairman. What about the Cressman case, Peter Cressman? 
Are you familiar with the details of the Cressman case? 

Mr. Ford. Tm not. 

The Chairman. I mean, did we not have information that person- 
nel were taken alive from the EC-47 that was brought down? And 
Mr. Trowbridge, you are shaking your head. 

Mr. Sheetz. I have an analyst here— our senior analyst for the 
whole office. 

The Chairman. Do you want to bring him up to the table? 

Mr. Sheetz. This is Robert De Statte. He was the first person in 
the Hanoi office. 

The Chairman, Mr. De Statte, would you raise your right hand, 
please. 

[Witness sworn.] 

STATEMENT OP ROBERT De STATTE. SENIOR ANALYST. DEFENSE 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

Mr. De Statte. My name is Robert De Statte. I’m with DIA, a 
senior analyst. 

The Chairman. How long have you been with them? 

Mr. De Statte, I’ve been with the office since September 1979. 

The Chairman. Can you just help me understand this, because 
this is one of those cases where a lot of people have questions and 
it keeps arising as an issue. It is my understanding that an EC-47 
was shot down. Evidence was found that five people survived that 
crash. Is that correct? 
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Mr. De Statte. The aircraft was shot down, sir, on the 5th of 
February, 1973. Over the years there has grown the impression 
that we had evidence that some members of that crew survived. In 
fact, a careful analysis Of the information that led to that impres- 
sion reveals that the information did not pertain to that crew. 

There never has been any evidence that any members of that 
crew survived. And I have unclassified summaries of the incident 
that we prepared back in 1987, and which have been released to 
the House task force. And we also provided that to Senator Smith 
back in 1989. 

The Chairman. We will make those part of the record, and you 
can just give me the summary quickly, because my time is up. But 
I actually want to pursue these numbers issues because they really 
leap out as a major component of people’s misunderstanding— or 
real misunderstandings here. 

Carl Ford has stepped out, but I would like to ask that this com- 
mittee have, by next week if we can, a full listing, chronologically, 
of all those people, as of Operation Homecoming, that we listed 
POW, MIA, body unrecovered, and so forth— in the appropriate cat- 
egories. 

A cross accounting of all of those returned during Operation 
Homecoming measured against that list, and a subsequent addition 
of any personnel now listed known to be lost and not accounted for 
in the course of that process. And a separate listing of those people 
known to have been captured in Laos and whether or not they 
were accounted for in the repatriation process with Operation 
Homecoming, and if not, what accounting there is for them. 

Mr. Sheetz. We will be pleased to provide that. 

[The information referr^ to follows:] 

A total of 16 Americans are known to have been captured in Laos. 
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The Chairman. That will be very helpful in giving us the base- 
line to begin to determine what numbers we are dealing with and 
who is really accounted for or not in that process. Now were codes 
t broken— radio codes— in Laos, between the period of 1969 to 1973, 

which allowed us to track prisoners in Laos? 
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Mr. De Statte. Sir, if I could answer that question. I think that 
topic should not be discussed in open session. And I think it should ^ 
be more correctly addressed to a different agency. 

The Chairman. Is there a security reason why^I mean, we now 
know we broke the Japanese code in World War II. Is there a prob- 
lem in saying we know we broke the Laotian code of the Pathet 
Lao, if we did? 

Mr. Sheetz. Sir, that work is all done by another intelligence 
agency. ^ 

The Chairman. I am just asking whether you know— do you 
know whether it was broken? 

Mr. Sheetz. I have no personal knowledge of that. 

The Chairman. Do you, Mr. De Statte? 

Mr. De Statte. Sir, I have only generalized knowledge, and I 
wouldn’t feel comfortable answering. 

The Chairman. I am not putting you on the hot seat. Is it your 
generalized knowledge we did break some codes, do you know that? ^ 
Yes or no. And what is the problem here, guys, this was 20-some 
years ago? Can you articulate it to me? 

Mr. Sheetz. You really need to have a spokesman here from the 
other agency that does that work. 

The Chairman. But you guys are the Defense Intelligence 
Agency— you are analyzing this with respect to this issue. 

Mr. Sheetz. And we are given their reports and entrusted to ♦ 
work with their reports under what is called the third agency rule. 

One agency is not allowed to declassify information from another 
agency. I mean, it's a*Taw. I’m not allowed to disclose another agen- 
cy’s intelligence. That agency, as you well know sir, very jealously 
guards their capabilities. 

The Chairman. We have met with that other agency and they 
have told us they are going to provide everything. But I am # 
having— well, okay, look— if that is the rule, and you cannot break 
the rule, then we are going to have to get somebody who is going 
to. 

I am going to put this committee in the position of asking you to 
break the rule. So we will deal with the appropriate people to see 
that you, in the appropriate circumstances, can answer the ques- 
tion. As I know the Secretary said, and I am not going to put you • 
on the spot for that, you have to follow the rules and I understand 
that. 

Mr. De Statte. Sir, if I could just add, speaking on a personal 
basis on this, I used to do that kind of work, and I had the experi- 
ence-very early in my career of seeing first hand the expense and 
the amount of recovering from the compromising of that type of in- 
formation. ^ 

The Chairman. I understand that. 

Mr. De Statte. I fear I appeared evasive, and I didn’t want to 
appear so. 

The Chairman. I support covert activity. Some people do not like 
me because I do, and I think we need them. And it is a fact and 
reality of modern political and modern life. But there is a differ- 
ence between telling us how we broke the code and whether we 
did, and there is a difference in just the level of knowledge here. 

Now you feel that that’s a compromise— I am not going to put you 


695 


on the spot. But I am going to put you on the spot privately and 
otherwise, and we are going to find out where the reality is of what 
we did then, and what we knew then. Fair enough. 

Senator Smith. 

Senator Smith. Let me just follow up on that just briefly by 
asking the question this way. Do any of you have any information 
or knowledge of any American service personnel, whether they be 
intelligence personnel, military personnel or any other type private 
citizen personnel, any type of American personnel, lost in Laos 
f after the final shipment of POW’s came home in 1973, yes or no? 

Mr. Ford. Yes. 

Mr. Sheetz. Yes. 

Senator Smith. So the conclusion— I do not want to put words 
into your mouth, but we will get into some of this in executive ses- 
sion, but the conclusion therefore is that American military, and if 
I am wrong, say so, American military personnel were lost in Laos 

• after 1973, after the Paris peace accords were signed and after all 
of the POW’s had come home, correct. 

Mr. Sheetz. My staff reminded me of something 1 should have 
remembered myself, that those individuals who were lost after the 
period that you referenced were civilian employees of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment and not uniformed military personnel. 

Senator Smith. Let me ask another question. Did the United 

# States of America or anybody directed by the United States of 
America, conduct any type of operations in Laos after the last ship- 
ment of American prisoners in 1973 came home, any type of oper- 
ation at-all, either directly put on by the United States sponsored 
by the U.S. or indirectly or any other way? Is there any activity 
that this country was involved in in any way after 1973 in Laos? 

Mr. Ford. I don’t know, but we will get that for the record. 

^ [The information referred to follows:] 

During a closed session on Monday, 25 November 1991, the subject of operations 
was discussed at length between members of the Committee and DIA, CIA, and 
NSA representatives. Since the closed session provided the answer to this question 
and due to the sensitive nature of this subject, further response is not necessary. 

Senator Smith. I cannot believe that you do not know. Please do 
not embarrass yourself. You guys are in charge of investigating 
^ whether or not there are live Americans in Southeast Asia. Please, 
^ yes or no? ^ 

Mr. Ford. Senator, the answer, the honest answer is I dont 
know. I will get you the answer. 

Senator Smith. Do you know, Mr. Quinn? 

Mr. Quinn. When I was asked this the other day, 1 did not— had 
never heard of any such operation. Mr. Bell then gave his testimo- 
^ ny which caused me to ask questions of people who were operating 

^ and involved back then who told me that yes, there was. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Sheetz? 

Mr. Sheetz. I don’t have personal knowledge. I wouldn t be sur- 
prise if such things occurred. I have not b^n briefed and don’t 
nave personal knowledge. 

Senator Smith. So the conclusion, and I am just trying to get 
stuff for the record, I am not trying to beat on you, but the conclu- 
f sion here is that the individuals directly responsible for seeking 
and finding American military personnel in Laos do not know 
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whether or not, except in one case, do not know whether^or not 
there were any military operations or any type of U.S. Govern- 
ment-sponsored operations in Laos after the accords were signed 
and after the last POW’s came home. 

And the point is, if we conducted operations in Laos, we can 
assume you have already stated the personnel were lost, so that 
first point, we conducted operations, the second point is, personnel 
were lost. That does not mean anybody is alive but it does mean 
that you ought to know something about those operations and at 
least, in two cases, you do not even know whether there were oper- 
ations. 

I want to get into that later. A couple of other questions. Mr. 
Quinn, I just want to follow up briefly on Senator Grassley’s line of 
questioning and again, this is for clarification only in my mind. 

I understand sources and methods. We all do. And I have the list 
of individuals and I understand your explanation, but it has always 
bothered me that whether they are called sources or whether they 
are called information or individuals or secondary sources or what- 
ever they are, that the families who are going oyer there and look- 
ing on their own cannot have the same information. 

And I am not going to mention names on the list in public ses- 
sion, but in a couple of occasions, people on the list, one is listed as 
a General who commands an unidentified prison; another is a Gen- 
eraf s son who commands an unidentified prison and they name 
the site of the prison; and another is identified as somebody in the 
Cambodian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

I have seen reports that have been gleaned where names of the 
refugee has been stricken from the report with a conclusion being 
drawn at the bottom was this guy was a fabricator, but we still 
keep that individual classified as a source. I do not understand. 
Please give me an explanation as to why an individual who might 
be in the Cambodian Ministry, who says he knows something about 
a photograph, whether that photograph is bogus or not, why is that 
person less important in terms of protection than a refugee who 
comes and you have concluded is a fabricator. I do not understand 
that. Explain that to me, please. 

Mr. Quinn. Because the reason the person's name was on here is 
one, this individual in the Cambodian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
nor anybody else on the list, has told us anything. Whereas the ref- 
ugee who goes into the camp and tells us is the source of our infor- 
mation and therefore we want to protect that person. 

The reason we gave these names to the Cambodians is these are 
the people we wanted to talk to. So to find them, since we couldn’t 
go ourselves, we gave them the names and said, we want to talk to 
tll0S0 p0Opl0 

Senator Smith. But if, in fact, any of these individuals on this 
sheet of paper that we have here that was provided by one of the 
family members, if in fact, any of those individuals deliberately 
provided bogus information, I could care less yrhat the Vietnamese 
do to them and the sooner the better. No question about that. 

But if they did not and it was accurate and you do not know 
that, when you provide these names to the Vietnamese, if these 
people, by any stretch of imagination, any of these individuals here 
are in fact valid in terms of the information provided and in fact. 
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they did take a photograph, see a photograph, see the individual in 
the photograph as is alleged, they are dead. 

And I do not understand the logic with the way you folks protect 
stuff and I know how much you protected over the years from me 
and from others. I do not understand why you feel, I mean, we had 
testimony this morning from people from CIL-HI, that they contra- 
dict a lot of you folks have' been saying. They say that we are not, 
the Vietnamese are absolutely not forthcoming in the information. 
No way, are they forthcoming, as a matter of fact, maybe deliber- 
ately providing misleading information in the help of identifying 
remains. 

Yet, when you provide this kind of information to them, I under- 
stand your motive for it; I am not questioning that. I understand 
you are trying to do your job there. But when you provide that in- 
formation to them, you are kind of assuming, really, in your mind, 
in your ovm heart, that it is bogus and we are going to get these 
guys for doing that. 

And you are saying these guys are leveling with me because oth- 
erwise you would not provide the source or investigate the source. 
And these are sources. 

The Chairman. Gould I just say one thing. I think in this morn- 
ing’s briefing the assertion was, with respect to the past. 

Senator Smith. That is true. That is true. 

The Chairman. Although, with respect to, but there is an in- 
quiry outstanding in fairness. There is an inquiry outstanding that 
they still do not get an answer to and we can talk about that pri- 
vately. 

Mr. Quinn. I would like to answer the question. I don't consider 
these bogus names on the Cambodians at all. They are real and 
they have the photos and they know something about the photos. 
And they know where the photos, where they got the photos from 
and maybe they had a hand in them. 

And they, more than anybody else that we know of, could give us 
the lead. 

Senator Smith. Let me just ask one last question. 

Mr. Quinn. If I could finish my point, with all respect. The 
choice is talk to them or not talk to them. Pursue the only leads 
that we have to American military men who might be alive in 
some form of captivity or some state or not to do it. 

'That’s the choice. 

Senator Smith. And if you are dealing with a totally trustwor- 
thy, honest government who is sincerely providing information 
which we have got statements to the contrary, then I can certainly 
agree with you very much. 

And I am not trying to give you a hard time. I am trying to clari- 
fy. You mentioned a General and you said, in the information you 
gave to the Vietnamese, that he commands a prison and you give 
the site of the prison and you also say that this prison holds, ac- 
cording to the reports, 20 American prisoners and that this photo 
was tahen there. 

Now if the Vietnamese are not telling the truth and if the Viet- 
namese are holding prisoners they are certainly going to have 
something to say to this General whose name you provided them. 
Now, I mean, for God’s sake, and if he’s bogus and he is not provid- 
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ing information, then who cares what happens to him. ^ut you are 
making that assumption when you provide the information. 1 think 
I have made my point. _ , j t i 

Mr. Quinn. I would just make the point in return and 1 take 
your question in the spirit, Senator, that you have said. Is, that we 
have to, if we're going to try to get out this, get in touch with, talk 
to the individuals who are involved. We don.t know in the case of 
the General whether he's a real General or not. The Vietnamese 
have given us information about how their prison, system runs and 
the rank of people who would be involved in it and the nature of 
the report would raise questions, I think, in your mind or my mind 
as to whether this was really a person involved. 

But what was important, what was really important, was to get 
into the prison. If these men are being held in that prison, if the 
Vietnamese knew in advance, they have the photo, they re not 
going to leave them there. 

Senator Smith. But you did not get in there. 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, we did. . 

Senator Smith. They did not allow you to look everywhere in the 
prison. I know that for a fact. 

Mr. Quinn. What is important is to be able to go in and to look 
and see the descriptions of what’s involved, to see if this facility 
matches up in what it’s location was. . i • o 

Senator Smith. Did they let you look everywhere in that prison? 
Mr. Quinn. I did not go in the prison cells. Bill Bell was the man 
who went in there himself. But it is important information that we 

obtained. „ , u t 

The Chairman,, Again, that just underscores the dilemma here. 1 
am sure that nobody is going to be fooled into believing they are 
going to let you look in a prison where they are holding people and 
find them. ^ , 

Mr. Quinn. I think it would be very helpful, Senator, if the com- 
mittee or members of the committee would give us your best advice 
as representatives of the American people. What should we do? In 
that kind of situation, how should we proceed? 

We have a name, somebody who has information about, possibly 
about live Americans. We want to talk to that person. We can’t get 
to him by ourselves by any means that we have. Obviously, if we 
did have means to get to them by ourself, directly or indirectly, we 
would do that and we would never provide the name. But when 
you can't, what should we do? 

Should we go to the Vietnamese, the Cambodians and the Laos 
and say, we want to talk to this person because of that or should 
we not and do nothing? I think it would be very helpful for us to 
have your advice. 

The Chairman. Since you are on the lawn, it is fair for us to go 
out on the lawn. And I will answer that. I think you did the right 
thine in that situation. And I said that, I said it previously and I do 
not fault it. , „ i.- 

But I think the thing I faulted was the family relationship 
seemed to be breached and there was a distinction. But I do not, in 
God’s name, know how you can begin to do this process, unless we 
will trust some people on the ground in Vietnam to build some re- 
lationships and make some judgments about those relationships. 
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And somewhere along the line here, somebody has got to begin to 
believe that not every American working for the U.S. Government 
't is going to become part of some process to hide Americans in Viet- 
nam. And I am willing to trust that some people are not going to 
do that, obviously. 

I just think somewhere we have got to have a basis of rationality 
that enters into this and what the committee I hope will do is have 
the guts to make some choices that are based upon reasonableness 
and rationality. But again, to do that, we have to have base figures 
’ f and some basic understanding. 

I am a little disappointed that you folks do not have at your fin- 
gertips those numbers and the ability to tell me, Senator, here is 
how many went down. Here is exactly how many were unaccount- 
ed for. Here is how many, I mean, this is basic, to be able to put 
the full story out on this thing. And I just think, look, we are deal- 
ing with a different phenomenon than any of us ever wished or 
’ • thought we might be dealing with. 

I think it is 67 percent of all Americans believe that people 
might be there alive. I mean, ydu are in a sense, under siege here. 
And you are going to have to come back with the Desert Storm 
mentality on this one in order to deal with that. And I think you 
are ^ginning to see that and recognize that, that this is not, as I 
said at the outset of the hearing, something that anyone of us 
' • wished upon anyone of us, or this committee or the U.S. Senate. 

But it exists because it has this tenacious life of it’s own. And the 
only way this committee can avoid becoming tarred by this process 
is to guarantee that we are opening it up and I think you sense 
that is what we are trying to do. But my advice to you is that you 
have got to go at it to a degree but do a better job of bringing 
people into the process and letting them know they are part of it. I 

• ♦ do not know what else you could have done, Ken, and I think you 

have to do that. 

I may have spoken out of turn and alone on that. 

Where are we here? Senator McCain? 

Senator McCain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Mr. Quinn. Will 
you make the details of the road map public, so the families can 
know it? 

• ♦ Mr. Quinn. We have treated the road map as a confidential doc- 

ument because it is a negotiating document with the Vietnamese 
and we wanted them to know it was a serious document. 

And so, as a result, we have brief extensivelv on it to the public 
and to the Congress. We have not made any decision to declassify 
it. 

Senator McCain. I would appreciate it if you would, particularly 

• # since the Vietnamese have given it to everybody. It is not exactly a 

secret anymore. We would appreciate that, if you would give that 
serious consideration. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

U.S. Department of State, 
Washington, DC 20520, 

December 10. 1991. 

» ^ Dear Senator Kerry: During Deputy Assistant Secretary Kenneth Quinn's No- 

vember 15 appearance before the Senate Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs, he 
took questions and promised responses on whether the Department would declassify 
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the "roadmap" with Vietnam and on whether French POW’s were held in Vietnam 
after 1954. 1 am pleased to provide you with the Department's responses. 

We recognize the Committee’s need to understand clearly the role the POW/MIA 
issue plays in the process of normalization with Vietnam. As a result, we have de- 
cided to provide the Committee with a copy of the roadmap. That copy is enclosed 
with this letter. Because it is an essential element of our diplomatic exchange with 
Vietnam, we have decided that it should remain classified. We believe keeping the 
roadmap classified vinll increase the likelihood that the Vietnamese will treat it as a 
serious expression of the U.S. Government’s views, particularly with regard to the 
need for progress on the POW/MIA issue. 

We would appreciate it if the Committee would treat the roadmap as a classified 
ddcument. I hope access to the roadnap will assist the Committee in its study of the 
POW/MIA issue and its role in our relations with Vietnam. 

As for the French experience in Vietnam, the French Government informs us 
that the Vietnamese repatriated all French POW’s prior to the end of 1964. No 
French TOW's remained in Vietnam against their will, though some stayed behind 
voluntarily and returned to France sometime later. Some 6,900 soldiers from the 
French Expeditionary Corps, including 2,200 ethnic French, were unaccounted for in 
1954, but the French say these men were lost Under uncertain conditions and, in 
most cases, were thought to be dead. They were not prisoners. The French have told 
us that the Vietnamese have cooperated in the repatriation of remains of French 
soldiers. 

Please let me know if I can be of further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Janet G. Muluns, 

Assistant Secretary Legislative Affairs, 

[See p. 1 of the appendix.] 

Mr. Ford, are you familiar with a procedure called computer su- 
perimposition? 

Mr. Ford. I- have to admit^again, I’m not. 

Senator McCain. Employed by Mr. Michael Charney, a forensic 
anthropologist at Colorado State University, are you familiar with 
that? 

Mr. Ford. One, I’m not a forensic expert. That term is never, if I 
heard it at one point. I’ve forgotten it. I do know a little bit about 
Dr. Charney’s work and what the FBI and what Sandia and Los 
Alamos think about it. 

Senator McCain. What is that? 

Mr. Ford. They don’t think it is scientific and they have dis- 
agreed with every— every time we send them one of Dr. Chamey’s 
reports, they say they don’t think it is very professional or scientif- 
icdly done. 

It certainly would not be used, for example, the FBI report, as 
evidence in a trial. It would just be thrown out as insufficient evi- 
dence. 

Senator McCain. Would you provide in writing for the record 
some of those responses and views about Dr. Charney’s work. Be- 
cause we are presented with that as evidence that is rather compel- 
ling and I think it is important to clear that up. 

[See pps. 475-498 of the appendix.] 

Mr. Sheetz, did you want to comment? 

Mr. Sheetz. Senator, I might add, some of the American public 
might not know that Dr. Charney had a photograph of the photo 
that was alleged to be Daniel Borah before such time as the U.S. 
Government was able to identify the individual as the 77-year-old 
Lao ethnic hill tribesmen. And Dr. Charney performed his analysis 
and in the report it says, absolutely, positively, this is Daniel 
Borah. 
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And within a matter of weeks, we found the individual. 

Senator McCain. Dr. Charney did state that according to using 
his procedure that that was, indeed, Captain Borah? 

Mr. Sheetz. Yes. And we can provide that to the record for you. 

Senator McCain. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ford, did the Department of Defense destroy any of the fin- 
gerprint files of the 271 missing Americans? 

Mr. Ford. Not to my knowledge. Senator. 

Senator McCain. Would you please research that and give us a 
more complete answer? There are allegations, as you know, that 
fingerprints have been destroyed by the Department of Defense. 
'The response we have gotten from the Department of Defense is 
that that was done by the FBI. I would like an unequivocal state- 
ment about that, if you would, please. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. Senator, you’re referring to the letter from 
the FBI suggesting that they were the ones responsible for the fin- 
gerprints. 

Senator McCain. Yes. 

Mr. Ford. If you’re talking about malicious destruction, the 
answer is no. Since we’re not responsible for fingerprints, what 
people did with them— officially, I think the answer is still no. But 
we’ll double-check. 

Senator McCain. I would like you to double-check, and even if it 
was not malicious, we should know because there is suspicion out 
there that needs to be resolved. Finally— because we have run way 
over time, Mr. Chairman, Lnot want to take up too much more 
time— is it true, "l^r. Quinn, that the French Government has main- 
tained that the Vietnamese repatriated French prisoners from the 
first Indochina war, as they agreed to? Do you know the answer to 
that? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t know the answer to that. 

Senator McCain. Would you have the State Department provide 
that for the record? As you know, there are significant allega- 
tions— in fact, most of us believe it is true— that the Vietnamese 
held back French prisoners of war after the Indochina war, and the 
counter idea, or statement by the French Government is that those 
that were left behind, such as those observed by Ms. Monika Ste- 
vens’ husband, were those who voluntarily stayed behind and did 
not wish to return. I think it is a kind of an important point in the 
historical context, if you would provide us a response. 

Mr. Quinn. Certainly. 

[See letter on p. 669.] 

Senator McCain. I thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. I think that is a very good request. Senator. 

Senator Reid. 

Senator Reid. I apologize for not being here for most of the morn- 
ing, Mr. Chairman, but I have been involved in a supplemental ap- 
propriation markup and also the Holloway conference which has 
b^n time consuming. I do have just a few questions, though. 

One of the questions I have developed, in reviewing this material 
is, why have we not had, for lack of a better word, assets on the 
ground— people on the ground, spies, whatever we want to call 
them, wandering around trying to get information. It seems like 
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everything we are doing is, here we come, if you have anybody in 
prison, show us the prison. Do you understand what I am saying? 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. But that, quite obviously, any discussion of 
spies and espionage ought to be done in closed session. 

Senator Reid. OK. That will be fine. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
either the staff, when he has gone— I will just tell you myself. I 
would like next week, someone to come by that knows what has or 
has not gone on, and I assume that it could be either, and give that 
to me sometime at my office. 

Mr. Ford. I would be happy to do that. 

Senator Reid. I look forward to that. What would it take, Mr. 
Quinn, to declassify the so-called road map? Would it take an act of 
Congress, would it take a Presidential order? What does it take? 

Mr. Quinn. I will put this to people who are my superiors at the 
State Department and it would be their decision. 

Senator Reid. Their other classified things, how do we unclassify 
them or declassify them? 

Mr. Quinn. The person who classified them in the beginning 
would make a judgment that the material is— no longer needs to be 
classified. 

Senator Reid. Who classified the road map? 

Mr. Quinn. The senior most person who worked on it in the 
State Department at that time was Under Secretary Kimmitt. So 
he would probably be 

Senator Reid. JKimmitt and/or his— is he still there? 

Mr.jQuiNN. He’s not. No. _ - ' 

Senator Reid. So Kimmitt’s replacement could declassify it? 

Mr.- Quinn. I presume so. I assume there will be a discussion 
with the Deputy Secretary and the Secretary about that. 

Senator Reid. That is why it is tough to declassify things. You 
never know where to go to declassify them. Right? 

Mr. Quinn. Well, normally, the documents have an originator, 
who will be the person responsible for that. 

Senator Reid. I guess, Mr. Quinn, my question is as Senator 
McCain— and I think he speaks for the committee— we would like 
to have that road map be declassified, because everybody knows 
about it anyway, and there are people who thing we are holding it 
back because there is some secret, conniving, deceitful stuff in the 
road map, there is not. At least that is my understanding. 

So the question that I have and Senator McCain has— we want to 
get it declassified- how long is it going to take, what does it take? 

Mr. Quinn. As soon as I go back, I will raise this issue to my 
superiors. 

Senator Reid. When can we expect to hear back from you on that 
issue alone? 

Mr. Quinn. I would hope in a couple of days. 

Senator Reid. And that is whether or not it is going to be declas- 
sified, and if it is not, what would it take to declassify it? 

Mr. ^iNN. Right. 

The Chairman. Senator, just in answer to your other request on 
the DIA briefing, we have a briefing set up for next Wednesday, at 
2:30, which will be a closed session, secret briefing from CIA. Mr. 
Gates will be there and other relevant people. 

Senator Reid. We will cover this issue. 
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The Chairman. We will also have NSA and DIA, and we will 
cover the— at least begin to cover the surface. 

Senator Reid. I have no further questions. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Before we move to the next panel— 
and gentlemen, I would like to ask you— this stuff kind of perco- 
lates out there and so, rather than let it percolate too much longer, 
what I want to do is have you remain here while Mr. Usry reports 
back to the, committee, and if there are glaring inconsistencies or 
problems that you see right away, as they come up we are going to 
deal with them right away, so we can kind of sift through every- 

A ^couple of quick housekeeping issues here. On the declassifica- 
tion of records in the POW/MIA cases, in the past you have said 
you do not want to declassify a lot of those, based on the need to 
protect the families. Clearly, a lot of the families do not feel they 
are being protected by it and they want it. Is that changed now or 
chatiging? What will happen in the next few days with respect to 
their requests and to declassification of those records? 

Mr. Ford. Senator, to the best of our knowledge, and where we 
find it’s not the case, we change it, we ^lieve that the families 
have been provided every bit of information that we have in our 
files that has been sanitized, that pertain to their particular family 
member. ^ • 

There is considerably more information available that is not cor- 
related with their particular cases. It may have been 5 years 
before, 6 months afterward, whatever, but because it doesn’t men- 
tion their^ved one, it’s not been provided to them in the past. We 
are trying to work out a system that gives the families more confi- 
dence they are seeing all the information that’s relevant to them. 

We do not have the details worked out. We are going to try to do 
that as soon as possible. I would suggest to you that we pe think- 
ing more in terms, at least at this point, in terms of keeping things 
classified, but with greater access than declassifying and providing 
it in unclassified form. We think that it probably answers their 
questions about confidence if they see the real material. We’ve just 
got to work out the details. Mr. Gates will be here. 

’The Chairman. What would you anticipate as a schedule for 
that? ^ , 

Mr. Ford. 'The only schedule that I can give you— and it s not 
very good— is as soon as possible. 

The Chairman. Will you keep the committee apprised of that 
effort. No. 1, and No. 2— 

Mr. Ford. And before we make a decision, also I will be consult- 
ing with you, members of this committee to get vour thoughts 
alwut it. If we’re going to do something, let’s do it that everybody, 
the families, the committee, the intelligence community, everybody 
feels comfortable with what we’re going to do, and so we will not 
do anything precipitously that you don’t know about. 

The Chairman. Now, if, as we proceed along here— as I think 
you have heard, a number of the committee members wy in pri- 
vate meetings with you and publicly, that there is a feeling by the 
committee that a large amount of this information needs to be 
made public in order to deal with the questions people have and 
the doubts they have. 
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What would be the process, specifically, should the committee 
feel that there is information that must be made public, because 
we think it answers certain questions and the committee, as a 
whole, makes a judgment that we do not view something in there 
as compromising an interest? Who would we put that to and who 

will make the decision? . , 

Mr. Ford. Til have to find out for sure. I mean, the place to start 
would be to notify me, and then I would find ''^ether it s Duane 
Andrews, who is the Assistant Secretary over at C3I or whether it s 
Mr. Gates, or whether it's NSA’s director. Ultimately, the DCI is 
the one responsible for this material, and responsible to the rresi- 
dent for its protection, and so that in many cases, we at Det^ense 
can't just simply, on our own accord, do that. And so, thatr— this is 
going to require discussions among the intelligence community and 
with us involved in POW/MIA. * r n «fr, 

I am confident that there is an awareness on the part ot all oin- 
cials that this is an issue that you're very concerned about and 
that we need to find some answers that resolve the families con- 
cerns and your questions. We hope still that we can do that and, at 

the same time of course, protect sources and methods. 

Our ability to continue to collect information for the families and 
for other intelligence projects require us to try to keep our sources 
and methods protected. We’ve used that more time than 1 would 
like to admit as an excuse, rather than as the real answer and I m 
just -simply telling you that we’re going to— that’s over. Were 
going to find a way to do this. . v. . 

The Chairman.! -understand that. I appreciate that and- 1 take 
that at face value. Let me make a formal request though, on behalf 
of the committee, that you could let us know, perhaps next w^k, it 
there is going to be the interagency review. Whatever ^ going to 
happen here, can we have a very specific statement to the commit- 
tee of who will be part of that, and what we can anticipate as a 
protocol between us for that to happen, because we do not want to 
get trapped into where you have got to talk to them. Oh, well, it is 
fine by us. You have got to go back to them. , . u r 

I think everyone on this committee has been through that before 
and the committee does not have time to do it and the process will 
not sustain that kind of process. So if you could tell us. Senator, if 
you have a request for declassification, it must come to me and 1 
will process it through four or five people, and it will be returned 
to you and we Imow what is happening. 

Mr. Ford. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I think that will be helpful. . 

Senator McCain. Mr. Chairman, could I just mention again in 
passing, if the DOD authorization bill is signed by th^e President, 
most of those impediments will be removed, because of the amend- 
ment concerning the requirement to declassify all possible informa- 
tion. - 

The Chairman. I am sure he will sign it. The new position ot 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for POW/MIA Affairs was firet an- 
nounced in July or August. It is now November, and we do not 
have one. This issue is a high priority. When will we have one? 

Mr. Ford. The names of people that are being considered, are 
being checked and people are commenting on them. A decision is 



expected soon. We have not waited for him or her. We have, in 
fact, begun the job of staffing that organi^tion with the people 
that are also supporting me in our efforts in Southeast Asia and 
with this committee, in terms of requesting the personnel, getting 
people office space, office equipment. . So it’s not a matter of— four 
people are already assigned to the office. It's just a matter of get- 
ting all of that finalized. I wish— by the way. Senator, I wish it had 
been last week, or the week before. And I say that from the bottom 
of my heart. 

The Chairman. Have you made the determination with respect 
to the person alleged to be Mr. Stevens, in the two different photos 
of him at different times? 

Mr. Ford. Do we have a definitive answer? 

'The Chairman. As to whether or not those two photos are al- 
leged to be Mr. Stevens. Correct? 

Mr. Ford. That's correct. 

The Chairman. Are those photos the same person? 

Mr. Ford. I’ll let Bob speak for himself. But my indication— the 
information I've received suggests that they are not the same 
person, other than the family’s identification of them. 

Mr. Sheetz. And Mrs. Fleckenstein, Larry Stevens’ mother, says 
that both are pictures of her son. Our experts that we’ve had look 
at it are unable to say conclusively whether it is or whether it 
isn’t. The investigation continues nonetheless, as it has ever since 
the original photo was identified by the family members and the 
new photo came forward this summer. The investigation is continu- 

’"ke Chairman. Let me just say to Mr. De Statfe also, we did not 
take in the full evidence with respect to EC-47 and we want to do 
that, and the record vdll reflect the summary that you have. But in 
addition to that, I would like to be able to just follow up on that so 
that is part of the record. We do not need to deal in that now com- 
pletely. But we do need to go back to that particular area. 

With respect to the Soviet issue, does DIA routinely debrief 
Soviet defectors, to ask them about the possible presence of Ameri- 
can POW’s? 

Mr. Sheetz. I can’t honestly answer that question. I’ve not been 
personally involved in debriefs of Soviet emigres. 

The Chairman. 'This is not a matter of the protocol of the office, 
I mean, you do not do this automatically? 

Mr. Sheetz. We have not. 

'Hie Chairman. Is there any reason you have not? Do you take 
the ^viet issues seriously? 

Mr. Sheetz. I do. 

Mr. Ford. To be fair. Senator, Mr. Sheetz’s office is focused on 
Indochina and not the ^viet Union. 

The Chairman. Well, what about the allegations that people 
went from Indochina to the Soviet Union? Is that not being treated 
under the POW/MIA category? 

Mr. Ford. Yes. 

Mr. Sheetz. And, indeed, we have done quite a bit of work with 
other intelligence agencies that have information on that topic. 
That might be another topic that we can get into at next Wednes- 
day’s session at 2:30. 
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The Chairman. We would appreciate it. I hope you will be pre- 
pared to bring us up to speed on that. That would be very helpful. 

Mr Sheetz. Yes sir. 

The Chairman. This will be my last question. The then and now 
issue. We have a huge apparatus operating now on the POW/MIA 
issue. We have a lot of intelligehce assets devoted to it. We have 
personnel devoted to it. The Secretary of Defense has personally in- 
terceded to fly people over to try to bring somebody back and so on. 
Bob Garwood did show up, after the fact and so, I guess, the ques- 
tion really is — and it is on a lot of people's minds — to what degree 
do you now state that the Defense Department's policy of 1973 was 
either in error, or a misstatement of one kind or another, that ev- 
erybody was dead and they are all home? 

I mean, if that policy were accurate, then why are we doing what 
we are doing today? It seems to me you cannot have it both ways. 
Either we say the likelihood is not only good, but it is real that we 
left some people behind and that is why we are doing it today, or 
this is a charade. It is one or the other. 

Mr. Ford. Mr. Chairman, I think that the history of this issue 
suggests that in the late 1970's, early 1980’s, there was a clear- 
even then, there had begun to-evidence appear, that we had not, 
in hindsight, done all the things that we probably should have 
done at the time. And there was a new focus put on POW/MIA in 
the early 1980’s. That the basic assumption of it was that there 
were, in fact, people alive in 1973, after Homecoming. And that — - 

The Chairman. What do you base: that less than doing all we 
should have on? Was that exclusively America's desire to put it 
behind us, or was there more to it than that? 

Mr. Ford. Now, that part of it I, personally, have not looked at. 
And the fact is that that is very important and relevant for this 
committee to look into. It is obviously a very historical interest. 

The fact is that our efforts today are focused on are there still 
any alive Americans? And as I said earlier, as we go through the 
countryside — remember, we did not have much access to Indochina, 
directly, really prior to 1987. There were bits and — there were 
times when we had a little bit. But sustained since 1987 we have 
had considerably more access than we had before, both in Vietnam, 
and also to Laos, and now, more recently, Cambodia. As we have 
been able to get more information, talk to more people, begin to 
put the pieces of the puzzle together with 20/20 hindsight, each 
time, each year, more information becomes available it looks like 
there was, in facWthe evidence suggests that there were people, 
probably aliye in 1973. 

And it is certainly whether or not there were or not, we have, 
since the early 1980's, operated under the assumption that there 
were. And that since we cannot know for sure— although the evi- 
dence may lean one way or another— we operate that there could 
be Americans there. And if that is the case, they were left after 
1973. And we are going to continue to do everything we can to find 
if that is the case. 

In fact, for most of us, of course we hope it is— despite all the 
hardships that they may have— lived through. 

The Chairman. Now if that is true— and I accept— I mean we 
are all operating under that presumption— should not the Secre- 


707 


tary of State or somebody be sitting down with the Laotian Govern- 
ment and saying hey, folks, you know, give us an opportunity to fly 

• . over— to have a— I mean join us , in this— they want something for 

it. Is there not a capacity here to put some kind of a negotiation on 
a higher level, and" a more urgent basis that resolves this for Amer- 
ica? 

Mr. Quinn. The Secretary of State has done just that, Senator. 
In my testimony on the first day of hearings, I tried to go through 
and list all of the meetings that he has had with the Vietnamese 

• Foreign Minister, with the Laotian Foreign Minister. 

The Chairman. Well, particularly with Laos is what I am saying. 
Because Laos seems to be the bigger question in many people's 
minds. 

Mr. Quinn. The other side of that is that we are still viewed with 
very considerable suspicion by the governments in Laos and Viet- 
nam. And particularly what has happened to Communist states in 

• Eastern Europe, and, indeed, in the Soviet Union itself, is attrib- 
uted by some of the leadership of those countries to actions by the 
United States of America— I mean that we somehow caused that to 
happen. 

And so we find when we push for more access and to do those 
kinds of things— to fly around and fly over— a hesitation which I 
believe comes from many of the security agencies— this is my per- 

• sonal assessment— from the security agencies in those two coun- 
tries, who would see, taking steps like that as being very dangerous 
for the survival of their party and control of the country. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that. I just wanted to lay it out for 
you, to give you a chance to answer what everybody asks as a quK- 
tion here. And we are obviously going to try to sort out that earlier 
part, and emphasize again there is a then and there is a now. And 

• we are going to try to make judgments about both pieces of it, to 
the degree that we can. 

Senator Smith, do you have anything else? 

Senator Smith. I think the conclusion that we all have to draw 
here, excepting your willingness, and I believe you to work with 
the committee to try to provide answers. As we move along, we 
also have to, I think, to do that. And picking up on what Senator 

• Kerry said, if, in fact, statements were made by then-Government 

officials in 1973 that in some cases some f^ple who were around 
then are still here. So there is some continuity still working the 
issue. , j . 

But if Government officials said that in 1973 that everybody is 
dead, and then we are now taking the position that we are not 
making that assumption. We are assuming some may be alive. Or, 

• we are operating under that impression. Then I think all of you 
have to recognize in your position that there may be some who 
have a great deal at stake. 

And I am not saying that people are alive today or not. But I am 
saying that they would have a great deal at stake, or a great 
amount of embarrassment to suffer if, in fact, they were vrong in 
1973. 

• We already know they were wrong, because Ganvood came out. 
But if we have to prove it again and again by having more people. 
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at least, whether they are discovered dead or alive after 1973, thare 
would be some type of embarrassment obviously, to say the least. ^ 

And I think you should all keep that in mind as we proceed 
through this. And let me just, again, to tell you how I experienced 
it first-hand when I went to North Korea last summer. The first 
American of Senator or higher rank to set forth in North Korea, to 
the best of my knowledge. Government official, Mr. Kong, said to 
me, where have you been for the past 41 years? We have informa- 
tion on your missing. 

He then turned over 11 sets of remains, and gave us— as I have 
already briefed both State and the Defense Department— he gave 
us substantial other information which you are moving on, and you 
are. And I give you credit for that 

But I think it is very important that we understand. And I think 
the question that Senator Kohl asked regarding the pilot, I think it 
is important to look back. I think we are going to have to do that. 

And the committee is going to have to do it. And I think you are ^ 

going to have to do it. And I realize it is a big task. But I think 
that is going to have to be done. 

Just a quick question, and it is meant only in terms of trying to 
show some spirit of cooperation— one of the things that Colonel 
Peck said, and again, it kind of refers to what you said, Mr. 

Quinn— he said one of his points was that we were divulging 
sources to the Vietnamese. 

Is it not reasonable to assume that based upon the kind of an- 
swers and information that Mr. Grassley gave, and that I also 
asked you about, is it not 'reasonable to assume that reasonable 
people could conclude that that was, perhaps — that they were per- 
haps sources, even though under the definition as you have ex- 
plained it, and I understand what you said, that they would not be 
sources under your definition? ^ 

But is it not reasonable to assume that that conclusion could be 
drawn by reasonable people; that that difference could be seen? 

Mr. Quinn. I do not know what other information Mike Peck, or 
Colonel Peck could have been referring to. He, of course, had left 
the job by the time 

Senator Smith. He simply said sources were provided to the Viet- 
namese. 0 

Mr. Ford. If he did that, it was his responsibility. If source infor- 
mation was released to the Vietnamese today, this man right here, 
at least in a management sense, would be responsible for it. And 
he holds Colonel Peck's job. So that if Colonel Peck says sources 
and information were passed, he was our expert on deciding to 
make sure that did not happen. 

Senator Smith. Well, Mr. Quinn testified he did that on his own j 
and accepted responsibility for it. So I do not think you can blame 
Colonel Peck for that. 

Mr. Ford. That was after Colonel Peck left. 

Mr. Quinn. Just real quickly, if I could say, I did not give one 
word of information to the Vietnamese that the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency people said I should not. Every word that was given 
to them was cleared with the DIA. 

Senator Smith. I understand that. You made that clear, and I ^ 
agree with you. 


I have two, quick points. I want to touch on the fingerprints, but 
I just want to ask Carl Ford one question. 

# You said on September 3, that no information from U.S. intelli- 
gence sources indicates that a movement of POW’s from Vietnam 
to the U.S.S.R. occurred. Subsequent to that date, there have been 
a number of dramatic revelations, I guess, if you will. Whether it is 
true or not, we still have to determine. 

But Terry Minarcin said a former national security analyst is 
being— is saying that he— that they tracked 22 Americans taken 

# from Hanoi to the Soviet Union between December 1977 and Janu- 
ary 1978; Jerry Mooney has made similar statements; the Soviet 
POW story in the Washington Post this week; the L.A. Times story 
about the KGB connection; comments from former KGB; and the 
fact from Bui Tin that Russians did interrogate. 

So are you moving toward taking another look there? 

Mr. Ford. We already are, Senator. We are taking a look, in fact. 

% I tell my colleagues, this is one that is very personally important to 
me. My wife has recently read the Charm School and she does not 
even believe me anyinore when she asks me about this. And so this 
is one that we definitely are following up— every particular lead 
that we get. 

At the time I made that statement, that was my belief— that 
there was no information that demonstrated that to be the case. 

# Senator Smith. A final point on that, and my final question of 
the afternoon to this panel is the issue of fingerprints. 

You ei^red into the record a letter that came to Congressman 
Solarz from Bill Sessions of the FBI. And I have read that. And you 
offered it as a kind of an explanation of what happens in flnge^ 
prints. And I asked some questions at the last hearing about finger- 
prints. 

# It would seem to me that if we have 2,200 roughly, missing 
people, some are listed as KIA/Body not return^; some are 
POW's— there is only one, actual POW, but they are missing. And 
we are operating under the assumption that they may be alive, 
some of them may be alive. 

Why would it be a policy— and I know this happened before your 
watch, but I am asking— and you did not do it, and I want to make 

# that very clear, you did not do this— why would it be the policy of 
any of your predecessors to turn over fmgerprints to the FBI for 
the purpose of keeping them 7 years and then destroying them on 
people that are missing? I mean what is the rationale for that? 

Mr. Ford. There is no credible explanation, other than human 
error. 

It was done— some of this was that we probably never did have 

# all of the fingerprints simply because, as has been explained to me, 
some of them were not good enough. And when they were not good 
enough, they were not entered into the computer. 

There are other cases that they may have made mistakes be- 
cause they were KIA/Body not recovered. They may have said 
well, we do not need them anymore. I cannot, as far as I am con- 
cerned, every way I have looked in this I cannot find an explana- 

# tion of why anyb^y would ever even think about destroying these 
fingerprints. 
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Senator Smith. And again, I know you did not do it. And I want 
to make it very clear, and I want to talk— and I plan to talk to the 
FBI about this as well. And I will be very brief here, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

In the letter from Bill Sessions, he indicated that the 2,483 
names furnished to the FBI by DOD in 1984— and they were identi- 
fied to DOD as being— by DOD as Americans unaccounted for in 
Southeast Asia. 

Those records were provided in 1984. Assuming they did not 
break the law and stuck with— the FBI, that is— and stuck with 
the law of destroying those fingerprints in 7 years, that means that 
those fingerprints were destroyed in 1991— which is as the height 
of all of the controversy on photographs and people. And I guess I 
would ask if you know whether or not the FBI did, in fact, destroy 
those 1984 files. If you do not, fine. We will take it up with the FBI. 
That is— — 

Mr. Ford. I do not know exactly. Senator. We will ask the FBI. 
But my staff points out that last year over 700,000 fingerprints last 
year were rejected by the FBI, that they were not legible. 

Senator Smith. That point is so interesting, and again, it has to 
be taken up by the FBI, But they are sending the fingerprints back 
to you because they are illegible fingerprints that they plan to de- 
stroy in 7 years. So they are not legible enough to destroy. 

Mr. Ford. My understanding is that these should not have been 
destroyed after 100 years. I mean the fact is that these were people 
that were clearly unaccounted for, and would be in a crucial part 
of the identification process. If they were _desfroyed, it seems, my 
guess— not knowing all the details— that there were a number of 
these, unfortunately, fingerprint cards that were not legible. And 
they did not get entered into the computer. 

Senator Smith, A final point, I guess I just do not understand 
whoever made that decision in 1984. 

Mr. Ford, We would like to find it, whether it is in Defense or 
wherever, we would like to find that, too. 

Senator Smith. As I understand it, what happened— I mean what 
would have happened— what would have had to have happened is 
that somebody would go through, assuming these files were all sent 
over there, 2,100-and-some files, personnel files, and literally, leav- 
ing everything else out, just pick up the files and saying look. 
Where are the fingerprints? Let us see. And then taking them out, 
taking the fingerprints out and destroying them, or at least identi- 
fying them to be destroyed 7 years hence. 

It just seems to me a bizarre thing. 1 mean to me, a fingerprint is 
just as important as some other data that may be in the file. 

Mr. Ford. Even more important. 

Senator Smith. Exactly. So I will take this up with the FBI. And 
1 appreciate your candor on it. I just do not understand the ration- 
ale. But I assume it is not being done now, correct? We are not 
sending them any fingerprints to the FBI? Well, we have already 
done it, so you do not have any more. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator. 

As sometimes trivial as some of the areas may seem to some, 
they are the stuff that has given credence to people’s sense of 




either wrongdoing, or conspiracy, or confidence, or whatever it is 
people may feel atot this. 

And again, I think if the committee is going to be true to its 
charter to try to leave no stone unturned, we are going to spend 
the time to go through that, and ultimately, hopefully, be able to 
just show what is appropriately debunkable, and what is human 
error, and what is not. And those are the judgments we are going 
to have to try to make. 

My final comment as we break with this panel is a reiteration of 
what I said previously. I know it is unpleasant. I know that all of 
you and the people that work with you sit here and say this is, you 
know, kind of crazy to be going through this 20 years later, and to 
have to make your credibility a certainty to people. 

But I want you to know that I think it is important. We all un- 
derstand why we are here. And I think the process will be 
strengthened by virtue of it. 

So as uncomfortable as it may be, I think it will ultimately con- 
tribute to people’s faith, hopefully, depending on the job we do, and 
the judgments that we make, that we have put this thing back on 
the level that it ought to be. 

So I appreciate it. And I want to thank you for that. I do ask you 
to stay, because we have allegations and perceptions that are going 
to be forthcoming. And we want you to be able to respond to those. 
And I think it is very important to the committee to try to sort 
that out also. So if you would— could we call Mr. Usry back? Tracy 
Usry, and if you gentlemen could just stay, because if we come to 
the point here we would like to ask some questions, we would like 
to be able to. 

'The reporter has been going for hours. I have almost— and we 
have gotten so carried away with this we have not even broken for 
lunch, and we have barely even had a moment for people to have a 
personal moment. So why do we not take a 5-minute recess here 
while the reporter changes tapes and people have a chance to take 
a breather. 

We will stand in recess for 6 minutes. 

[Whereupon the committee recessed for 5 minutes.) 

The Chairman. The hearing will come to order. Will you raise 
your right hand? 

[Witness sworn.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Usry, welcome back. We are glad to have 
you back and appreciate your responding to the committee’s re- 
quest and Senator McCain’s request for additional detail. 

I must say I do wish on the committee’s behalf that we had had 
your statement before 10 this morning so that we could have pe- 
rused it a little more. Obviously, each of us has been here at the 
podium the whole time, so none of us will have read it and had a 
chance to really go through it. 

Notwithstanding that, we will try to do the best we can, and I 
have asked— I do not see them here at this moment, but I take it 
they are out there and they will be here for your testimony so that 
we can have some response, and so do you have an opening state- 
ment that you want to make today? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir, I do. 

The Chairman. Fine. Go right ahead. 
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[The prepared statement and exhibits of Mr. Usry may be found 
on pps. 53-105 of the appendix.] 

STATEMENT OF TRACY USRY, STAFF MEMBER, SENATOR HELMS 

Mr. Usry. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, let me 
again thank you for this opportunity to address you today. I will 
address your questions from last week in the order they were 
asked, citing the page and line number of the transcript of last 
weeks' hearings which correspond to each request to us, and then I 
will prepare or provide the appropriate answer. 

Question 1, Senator Kerry: “But in fact, it is true, is it not, that 
nine Americans were turned over to the U.S. in 1973 from Laos 
who were nominally Pathet Lao prisoners? Those were as repatri- 
ated from Laos," 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record a copy of a document from 
the Defense Intelligence Agency dated 7 December, 1977, addressed 
to Capt. Raymond A. Vohden, U.S. Navy, Principal Advisor Office 
of POW/MIA Affairs, Office of the Assistant Secretory of Defense, 
and the subject is Pathet Lao knowledge on U.S. prisoners, and ba- 
sically the correspondence provides a summation of information 
held by DIA regarding the degree of knowledgeability possessed by 
the Pathet Lao on U.S. personnel unaccounted for in Laos. 

The Chairman. Where is the document? 

Mr. Usry. It is enclosure A to your copy of the report. 

The Chairman. Where would that be? Can you help me out? 

Mr. Usry. In the back, sir. 

The Chairman. It is the first document, enclosure A? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir. Should I continue? 

The Chairman. Yes. Go ahead. 

Mr. Usry. The nine U.S. personnel who had been captured in 
Laos and who were released in Hanoi during Operation Homecom- 
ing were all captured by North Vietnamese forces operating in 
Laos and moved to North Vietnam for detention. 

The Chairman. That is sort of the same thing I was saying, is it 
not? 

Mr. Usry. I’m not disagreeing with you, sir. I’m just providing 
the documentation we used to state what we did in the report. 

TTie Chairman. But what you had said was that none were 
turned over. 

Mr. Usry. Excuse me? 

The Chairman. ’The reason I had asked the question is I thought 
you had said in your report that none were turned over. 

Mr. Usry. No, sir. What we said was that the nine people that 
were released during Operation Homecoming were not in the 
hands of the Pathet Lao but in fact had been taken by the North 
Vietnamese and released to— captured by the North Vietnamese 
and transported to Hanoi and released by the North Vietnamese 
during Operation Homecoming. 

There was nothing in our report that would indicate that the 
Pathet Lao themselves had ever released any American POW’s 
that they had captured. So those nine people that are referenced 
routinely were in fact, according to the document that we read, 
captured by the North Vietnamese, transported to Hanoi at some 
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point in time, and then eventually released during Operation 
Homecoming by the North Vietnamese. 

Senator McCain. The only point is, they were officially released 
D l^be Homecoming. They were given to the 

Pathet Lao, even though the witness is correct when he states they 
were captured by the Vietnamese. They were carefully and categor- 
ic^ly placed as releasees by the Pathet Lao. 

The Chairman. Go ahead 

Mr. Usry. Question 2, Senator McCain: “So your allegation that 
the two Thai special forces identified Dooley’s photograph as a 
fellow inmate is false?’’ 

Mr Chairman, I offer for the record a declassified sanitized U.S. 
Air force mess^e date and time group 052635 Zulu March 1973 
from 13th Air Force Clark Air Base, Philippines to AIG7819. This 
J^®^s^o™®coming Air Force message, special report 007, subject, de- 

The message relates to the debriefing of two Thai military re- 
turnees by U.S. personnel. The returnees identified North Viet- 
namese personnel who dealt with POW’s. The identifications were 
made by picWng out photographs from the DIA publication. North 
Vietn^ese Personnel Associated With U.S. POW’s. The Thai iden- 
titied 13 North Vietnamese who dealt with American prisoners of 
ww as guar^, interrogators, or those who were involved with the 
torture of U.S. prisoners. 

The second portion of the document references the two Thai per- 
sonnel selecting photographs of approximately 300 U.S. personnel 
.with whom they were imprisoned. Theiihotographs were selected 
irom Volume 1 of the DIA pre-capture photographs of missing in 
action in Southeast Asia. The photographs identified, according to 
the message, were of personnel all listed as returnees during Oper- 
ation Homecoming. 

In Section 3 of the report it states that the 'Thais also identified 
personnel from the photograph volume provided by DIA who were 
not listed on the list of returnees. They are as follows: Charles E. 

Shelton, Edwin B. Templin 

The Chairman. We can read those. 

Mr. Usry. And, of course, James Dooley. 

Question 3 

^nator Reid. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry. Explain to me, I 
piess— and I don't mean this to be facetious, but so what? I mean 
tell me what vou are saying here. 

Mr. Usry. Well, what I’m doing, sir, is replying to the questions 
tnat were asked. 

Senator Reid. I understand that, but what is your reply. Just tell 
me. 

Mr. Usry. Well, in essence the question was whether or not the 
information we had concerning Dooley that we referenced in our 
av^able, or was it just a false accusation on my part, 
and all I wm domg now is presenting that documentation in which 
we used to formulate the position that we took. 

Senator McCain. Do you think it would have been fair to men- 
tion the fact that it was in a list of many other names, none of 
whom have ever ^n reported, or who have been found or re- 
turned. Do you think that would have been a more complete pic- 
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ture of the situation? Because obviously the Thais went through 
hundreds of pictures and picked but, what, a dozen there, none of 
whom have ever been accounted for. Do you think that would have 
been more appropriate and a fair presentation of the facts? 

Mr. UsRY. I think what was appropriate was the position that we 
put out initially, Senator, which was there was some concern for 
the accuracy of the intelligence analysis concerning the whole 
Dooley and Hickerson issue, and the specific question Or statement 
made to me last week is that the information I was providing was 
false, and all I’m simply trying to do is present that information 
that is available, or that was available at the time we drafted the 
report that we did. 

The Chairman. Let me just say, you’re saying they picked out a 
group of people among whom was Dooley, is that accurate? 

Mr. UsRY. Yes, sir, that is my understanding from reading the 
document. 

The Chairman. 'The document, again, is where? 

Mr. UsRY. 'That would be enclosure B in the back of my state- 
ment that you have. 

The Chairman. I don’t understand. Do I have all of document B? 

Mr. UsRY. I’m going to look and see exactly what was provided to 
you right now. 

Senator Reid. Document B has three pages— enclosure B. 

The Chairman. OK, I have a document B. 

Senator Reid. It has three pages. 

Mr. UsRY. On the second page of enclosure B is a list of names. 

The Chairman. OK, I am with you. I have got a list of names, all 
right. Where does it say that the Thais identified anybody on that 
list? 

Mr. UsRY. If you go back to the previous section, and I will read 
it verbatim to you — 

TTie Chairman. Well, I can read it. At least, I think I can read. I 
am just trying to find 

Mr. UsRY. On the second page, on section 2, it starts with SNF. 
During this debriefing the two returnees were also shown Volume 
1, and in there it indicates that they picked out the listed person- 
nel as also individuals they had seen, and these personnel were not 
reflected on the returnee list on Operation Homecoming. 

The Chairman. I see. Paragraph 2, during the debriefing of two 
returnees, and those returnees are? 

Mr. UsRY. Those were Thai special forces personnel. 

The Chairman. OK. I just want to understand it. 

So it says they were cooperative and enthusiastic in establishing 
a ready— or a reliability by identifying nearly 300 personnel who 
were on a list of returnees from the DIA photo album. 

Senator Reid. Maybe that word isn’t, reliability. What is that 
word? 

’The Chairman. A ready ability by identifying nearly 300— the 
following personnel were identified by photos and do not appear on 
the list, and that was Dooley. So in other words — OK, fair enough. 

Senator Reid. Apparently, somebody saw a bunch of prisoners or 
pictures, and some of these people in the pictures supposedly idn’t 
come home, is that the story? 
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The Chairman. That's interesting. So these folks were picked out 

% # as having— they recognized them, who they were, but that they 
hadn’t come back on the list of returnees in Operation Homecom- 

Mr. UsRY. I would b^ically state both you and I are making the 
same assumption. This is the assumption we drew from the docu- 
ments. 

The Chairman. OK. 

t • Mr. UsRY. Question 3, Senator McCain: A U.S. POW who had 

been repatriated said he saw Dooley’s name written on the wall of 
a prison cell in Hanoi. Who was that POW? Let me go on. So his 
allegations, basically, Mr. Chairman, has been relayed to him with 
no basis of fact. 

Again, what facts do you have to back up your allegation that a 
U.S. POW had been repatriated who said he saw Dooley’s name 

# # written on the wall of a prison cell in Hanoi, and under enclosure 3 

there is an electrical message or a copy of that which puts forth 
the information that we related. Enclosure C. 

Senator McCain. Do you not think, Mr. Usry, again, as with the 
previous statement, it would have been more appropriate for you to 
report that he^ said he either read it on the wall or heard the 
name? Wouldn't that have been more appropriate in your report? 

# # Mr. Usry. No, Senator, I don’t necessarily agree with that state- 

ment. 

Senator McCain. ’Thank you. 

The Chairman. Where does it say that? 

Mr. Usry. I’m going to read that to you. 

'The Chairman. He either saw the name on the wall or was told 
about the name. 

• 0 Mr. Usry. Now, what I would like to make interesting 

The Chairman. Can I ask you something? Let me just follow up, 
because I don’t want Senator McCain to be alone in sort of ques- 
tioning that. I mean, my reaction is, that’s pretty significant, if 
you’re going to say something was seen on a wall, but his memory 
was that somebody might have mentioned it to him. I’m not saying 
it puts everything in doubt here. It’s just a question of how you 

• • come at this. 

Mr. Usry. Well, I would like to reference our basic report again 
to see exactly what the wording was, and I will pull a copy if you 
will just wait a moment. I believe that was Section 5. 

[Pause.] 

Mr. Usry. ’That is Section 6. 

Senator McCain. It says he saw Dooley’s name on the prison 

# # wall in Hanoi, period, 6-3, the second paragraph. 

Mr. Usry. I’m sorry, paragraph what? 

Senator McCain. 'The second paragraph from the bottom on page 
6-3. 

The Chairman. Do you think that has an impact whether he 
heard the name from another person or saw it on a wall? I mean, 
isn’t there a fundamental distinction in fact there? 

• # Mr. Usry. No, I don’t believe necessarily there is. I honestly be- 

lieve that what we’re doing here right now is basically splitting 
atoms. May I continue for a moment? 


55-497 0 - 92 - 24 


716 


717 


Senator McCain. While we are here, could I go down one para- 
graph while we’re on the same subject. In the next paragraph, it 
says in April 1989 former POW Hickerson; and therefore he could 
not have been swimming out to sea when he was captured. 

I talked to Captain Hickerson last night and he was swimming 
out to sea, Mr. Usry, and I understand that is also in his debrief- 
ing. So there’s not nitpicking here. Your statement is he could not 
have been swimming out to sea when he was captured. He landed 
on land, he ran into the water and was swimming, and then turned 
around and came back. That is his words, and I understand that 
that’s part of his debriefing when he came out. I hope you will cor- 
rect that in future reports. 

Mr. Usry. Well, Senator McCain, if you look at what was provid- 
ed to us by the family members, and there are enclosures in my 
statement that concern that where Commander Hickerson— or. I’m 
sorry. Captain Hickerson landed and was basically on the end of 
more or less a peninsula, and when he went swimming, he went 
swimming back toward the land area, not actually out to sea. 
Ai^ay, this is the information we worked on. 

Senator McCain. You say he could not have been swimming. He 
did go swimming. 

Mr. Usry. I will grant you that, and I will ask you this question. 
Is— ‘if— the issue whether he went swimming the important issue, 
or is the issue that the accuracy of the analysis does not match 
what happened to him by his own words in a letter that he provid- 
ed to a family member? 

Senator McCain. I think it’s very important that the JCRC later 
after review indeed said that it was' not the case that the refugee 
was confused in the shoot-down between Hickerson and Dooley. Did 
you know that? 

Mr. Usry. I don’t understand what you’re saying, actually. 

Senator McCain. After further evaluation, the analysis of the 
refugees report by JCRC, after their initial finding that the refu- 
gee had been confused with Captain Hickerson’s shootndown, the 
JCRC later issued a reevaluation saying that they did not believe 
that he was confusing it with Captain Hickerson’s shoot-down and 
capture. Did you know that? 

Mr. Usry. I think we’re talking about the same documents that 
we have, but what I don’t understand is are you saying— and I’m 
not playing 

Senator McCain. What I’m 8a3dng is the initial analysis, we’re 
saying this refugee had confused Mr. Hickerson, that it might he 
Dooley. Later they thought it was Hickerson. 

Mr. Usry. So the refugee 

Senator McCain. The refugee was even a year off, Mr. Usry. You 
don’t highlight that. He has it in 1968. 1 mean, he thought it hap- 
pened a year later. 

Mr. Usry. So what are you telling me? Are you telling me the 
final decision by JCRC is that shoo^own does not apply to Com- 
mander Hickerson? 

Senator McCain. No. I’m saying that they originally said that it 
was Dooley, and then they rwvaluated it and said that it was prob- 
ably not. It’s my understanding that there was a broad spectrum of 
information that they have to go by. 


Mr. ^UsRY. I agr^ with you, but what I’m trying to point out is 
when they made the final evaluation and said what they had said 
Dooley^ Dooley, or could have possibly been 

However, their final decision or determination was that it was 
Hickerson is what we take exception to, and we base that exception 
on what was provided to the family members and as well as what 
Commander Hickerson— or, I m sorry. Captain Hickerson provided 
m a letter to the family members, and that’s why we’re saying that 
there is a difference. ® 

Tw® Chairman. But you see, the reason it’s important, Mr. 

^ absolutely assure you you are not being sin- 
you’re putting in 

f f if somebody is asserting that it is not 

n fact, fact, and that it is specific, we have got to sort out, because 
It teara on the particular case interpretation, and I accept, I’m im- 
pressed bv the Thai observation and that the Thai makes a state- 
ment, and that s good documentation. 

The problem is here in the report, which is what a lot of people 
have been going on lately, you really do have a couple of state- 
men^ts there that vary from what somebody who is lool^g at this 
neutrally or something might say. ^ 

nf ^ i^®y uame written on a wall 

to have less 

weight attached to that particular case analysis, because, or hear- 
ftifrom somebody else means it’s 50-50 or less that he saw it on 

You have asse^ that he saw it on the' wall, and-I read it to the 
wall. I mean, that was part of my judg- 
ment that It was a strong point. But in fact, that’s not so. 

PnnW 7fk’ out to sea. When I read this and it said, he 

could not have been swimming out to sea when he was captured I 
have no notion that he might have been swimming elsewhere.’ I 
just have a wnse that he wasn't swimming out to sea, he was else- 
toct your reiwrt sort of infers that when he was shot 
do^ he was m a different locale sort of altogether 
In his stetement, Hickereon pointed out he landed on the inside 
f the peninsula and therefore couldn’t have bwn swimming out to 

fi!S' k fk*'’ saying? It leaves you question- 

mg whether you redly have facts here or you have tidbits of evi- 
dence that might, with further investigation, lead you to be able to 
theLue yet allow us to. That’s 

&nator McCain. And Mr. Chairman, could I just add one other 
roJJSf appropriate in a statement of a 

s^n along with 10 or 11— I have not counted the other names— 
“T*k* 1 f*een able to account for? 

I think that that puts it in a kind of a context the Thais were 
loo^g at voltes ^d volumes of pictures, and so I just think 
that It might be a clearer picture if it was mentioned that they 
Identified him along with about 10 or 11 others, none of whom, un- 
fortunately’ tragically, we have ever heard from again. But please 
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Mr. UsRY. I don’t really know, if I have a response. I think what 
we’re discussing here, especially in this last instance that you 
brought up, is a style of writing. If you take exception to the style 
of writing that is in this report, there’s really very little that I can I 

do to answer that. This was a final report that was approved, and t 

that is what was published. | 

Senator McCain. I’m sorry, I wasn't talking about a style of writ- | 

ing, Mr. Usry, but if that’s the conclusion you draw, I think you’ve ( 

answered the question. $1 

Senator Reid. The question I have, though, are you talking about ; 

style of writing, your writing? Is that what you’re talking about? | 

Mr. Usry. This is a cumulative report worked on by several per- [ 

sons. ? 

Senator Reid. Let’s talk about style of writing here on page 18. ; 

Mr. Usry. Of what? j 

Senator Reid. Of your statement. § j 

Mr. Usry. Just a minute. [ 

Senator Reid. And that is on this organized crime business. Is 
there any— how are we going to find out about this organized crime ; 

figure? I mean, one of my prior lives I spent a lot of time dealing I 

with organized crime, and I know a little bit about it. Now, who is ! 

this organized crime person? ; 

Mr. Usry. I would be more than willing to discuss that in a 
closed session, if you like. I’ve no objection to that. I think that ^ 

would be best addressed at that time. 

_ Senator McCain. Why is that necessary? | 

Mr. Usry. Because m we indicated these were problem areas ( 

that we were not able to finish investigating. It, however, came up 
during the time frame we were conducting our inquiry, and be- 
cause of that mentioning these people— and I really have no prob- 
lem with the known organized crime figure, because this person ; 

has been linked with organized crime, but in discussing that, then 
we’re going to get into the member of the White House National 
Security Council and a high-ranking member of the POW family— 

POW family organization, and I think it really would be best for 
all considered to discuss that in a closed session. 

Senator McCain. If we do not^though if we do not talk about it ^ 
in open session, then anyone who is a member of the White House 
National Security Council staff is now under suspicion, and any 
prominent and high-ranking member of the POW family organiza- 
tion is now under a cloud of suspicion. 

Would it not be more fair to identify the document and identify 
these people rather than make— I mean, if I were a member, a 
high-ranking member of a POW family organization or a member ^ 
of the National Security Council, I think I would want to get this 
resolved publicly. 

Mr. Usry. Well, I will defer to the chairman at the time, and I 
believe that would be Senator Smith. I’m more than willing to pr(^ 
vide that information in closed session and let you make the deci- 
sion as to whether or not you want to discuss it openly, unless you 
tell me I have to discuss it openly, and then 1 will. ^ 

Senator McCain. I do not say you have to do anything, I just 
think it is fair. 


Senator Kassebaum. Well, this was a question I wanted to 
A pursue. I came in late, so I did not know wnether we were going 
through this front to back, but by this inference and these conver- 
sations I guess I am trying to understand why organized crime 
would be involved. Is there a drug connection here somewhere, do 
you think, or what is the implication of all of this? 

Mr. Usry. Senator, we have no idea why they’re involved. We 
only know the individual that maintained the diaries and what he 
had done in another issue, as far as what may be the reason that 

• they re involved, but again, we were not able to look into this total- 
y simply because the assets were not available. That is why we 
listed It as a problem area that we had not finished looking at, and 
I dopt really know whether it’s drugs or anything else, honestly, 
but there is information that exists that shows exactly what I had 
indicated in my statement. 

Senator Kassebaum. Well, I am sure that at some point we will 

• take a look at it simply because I think once this kind of statement 
IS made publicly, then everybody does try and second-guess either 
who is involved or why, &nd I find it really very hard to have these 
sort of things on television with, sort of, an unclear focus on how 
we are going to handle it, or what is out there. 

Senator Reid. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlelady would yield, I can 
say that if we do do this in closed session, I am going to make this 

• public anyway. 

The Chairman. Well, let me ask a question. 

Senator Reid., Senator McCain, because this is in relation to a 
question that you posed,- if we do have this in closed session I am 
going to make this public anyway, because. we cannot have the 
State Department, the White House National Security Council, and 
one of these POW family organizations being part of organized 
crime. I think it would be to everyone’s best interests if it were 
made public now. 

The Chairman. Let me just ask a question, if I can, before I try 
to make a judgment on that. A “known organizi^ crime figure,” by 
whose judgment is that determination made? 

Mr. Usry. ’That was information provided to us by personnel 
froiri the Department of Justice as well as the individual who pro- 

• vided the information to us initially, and I might add that all of 
that information is presently available in the archives of your sub- 
committee. Senator. 

The Chairman. I am familiar with that, but I want to know 

you see, we did not make it public. 

Mr. Usry. No, sir, I understand that. 

The Chairman. So that is one reason that my mind has gone 
^ chckety here is that there is a reason why we did not, and there 
fore I am a little reluctant here now to do this. I want to ask, is 
that as a result of investigative work that was done by Jack Blum? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir. 

T^e Chairman. And that is a memo to the file that Mr. Blum 
made, is that what you have taken this from? 

Mr. Usry. I guess you would call it a memo to file, yes, sir. I 
_ mean, we saw excerpts. 

The Chairman. I understand, but it was not part of any final 
report that my subcommittee issued? 
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Mr. UsRY. No, sir. 

The Chairman. So for whatever reasons we chose, that we did 
not have enough information, or it wasn't relevant, or for some 
reason, it wasn^t included in the report. 

Mr. UsRY. I would imagine so. 

The Chairman. The known organized crime figure is so designat- 
ed by the Justice Department? 

Mr. UsRY. That's the information that I was provided when I 
asked about the name. 

The Chairman. Well, look — 

Mr. UsRY. And I’m just going again by what we were told, and 
that is why we put it in as a problem area that we were not able to 
pursue. 

'The Chairman. It seems to me, so that the committee is not put 
in the position of doing injury to some member of the administra- 
tion who met with somebody who might not be, in fact, an orga- 
nized crime figure, and then their name is dragged into this and 
the person’s name is, or that it isn’t relevant somehow to this par- 
ticular inquiry, I would really like to see the committee look at 
that particular file, without doubting what Mr. Usry is saying, but 
make a sensible judgment about it. 

This inquiry doesn’t end here today. There’s no reason that we 
have to rush to put people’s names in the spotlight if they don’t 
belong there, and I’d like to see the committee be cautious about 
that, and so I’d rather wait, if you don’t mind, but I agree in princi- 
ple with what the Senator from Nevada is saying, which is that if 
it is relevant, and if there is some reason that the meetings took 
place and they had something to do with what Mr. Usry is saying, 
obviously it ought to be public at that point. 

But why don’t we make a judgment on that, if the Senator is 
willing to. I don’t want to cut the Senator off at all, but I think it 
would be wise to do that. 

Senator Smith. I would concur with that. I think it is better to 
err on the side of caution. 

The Chairman. And then we can proceed. I think this is your in- 
quiry at this point in time. I do not have any questions now. 

Senator Reh). We interrupted Mr. Usry. 

The Chairman. Mr. Usry, you were going through, I believe, 
your presentation point by point. Is that accurate? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir. 

'The Chairman. And the Senators are going to take liberties as 
we go on, just so that it is all clear, so if you would pick up where 
you left off, that would be fme. I am going to let ^nator Smith 
Chair here. 

Mr. Usry. I’m on Question 4, Senator McCain: “I see, and fmally 
a communist propaganda photograph of captured U.S. pilots in 
Hanoi, dated after Dooley was shot down, shows a partial profile of 
a person that strongly resembles Dooley. Do you have knowledge of 
that further, and yet the DIA and no Government agency has that 
photograph, according to them?” 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record the following, and again, 
that is an attachment or an enclosure to my statement. It is the 
next enclosure. 

Senator Smith [presiding]. Is that D? 


Mr. Usry. Yes, that would be enclosure D. What I offer is a DOD 
Vietnam information form dated September 17, 1970, showing that 
Mr. Henry E. Dooley and wife identified photograph number 46, 
shown to them by DOD personnel as possibly being their son, Lt. 
James Dooley; a second document entitled, photo comparison anal- 
ysis results of a Christmas 1969 photo dated 1 February, 1971, re- 
flecting a comparison of two pre-capture photographs of Lieutenant 
Dooley with the same photo identified as Christmas 1969 film 
number USN number 46, the results of which were inconclusive, 
unable to judge. 

Senator McCain. So would it not, again, have been helpful that 
if you had put down in your report that the results of the analysis 
of the photo were inconclusive? 

Mr. Usry. I don’t believe I said that the results of the photo were 
conclusive, just that there was a questioned photograph. 

The question that was put to me was that— or the statement that 
was put to me was that the Government, the DIA, nor any other 
(^vernment agency, had that photograph, and what I’m suWit- 
ting is that photograph originate with the Government. 

Senator McCain. And that photograph was inconclusive, and so 
therefore they don’t know whether that photograph was of Mr. 
Dooley or not, so how could they carry it as being of Mr. Dooley? 

Mr. Usry. Senator, I was addressing the question you asked me. 

Senator McCain. Alwut the picture, which is supposedly — ^which 
some people believe might have been Mr. Dooley. After analysis by 
DIA it was ruled as inconclusive, isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Usry. Which to me would mean that there it either is or 
isn’t. There’s really no way to tell. 

Senator McCain. So if it wasn’t, or it either is or isn’t, then they 
can’t attribute it as being of Mr. Dooley, since it was inconclusive. 
Please proceed. 

Mr. Usry. I am told that the DIA also maintains a complete cas- 
ualty file of each individual missing. If that is, in fact, true, then 
the position that that photograph did not come from either DIA or 
any other Government agency is not an accurate position, and 
that, again, more than demonstrates part of the problem that 
exists concerning the POW issue — that there are inaccuracies from 
the Government. 

Now, even more so. The DooW family was shown the photo- 
paph in the latter part of 1970. There was no analysis request^ 
by the Department of the Navy until February lO*?!, which is over 
4 months after the initial viewing. It is our position that certainly 
is not what we would call an exp^ted concern, and also as far as 
we’re concerned shows a lack of compassion for the families, or it 
certainly did at that time. 

Question 6, Senator McCain; “Like your trip to 'Thailand that 
you just took. Tell me about your trip, would you, Mr. Usry?” 

Mr. Chainnan, members of the committee, during the latter part 
of July of this year Congressman Clement arrang^ for one of his 
constituents to provide to myself and staff of Senator Grassley 
what Congressman Clement’s constituent felt was compelling infor- 
mation concerning live Americans being held in Southeast Mia. 

Judge Hamilton Gayden provided documentary and physical as 
well as photographic evidence depicting what he thought were live 
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American POW’s being held in Southe^t Asia. The most compel- 
ling evidence was that of a photograph of a Caucasian male and ori- 
ental female which according to Judge Gayden was Lt. Comdr. 
Larry J. Stevens. Stevens was declared MIA during the war in 
Southeast Asia. 

Since the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and Senator 
Grassley's staff had already initiated some photographic compari- 
son in the case of Capt. Donald Carr based on photographs submit- 
ted by Mr. Jack Bailey, we felt that this evidence could also be ana- 
lyzed in a similar way. 

This information was discussed with the Minority staff and be- 
tween July 30 and August 2, 1991 1 traveled to Fort Collins, CO, to 
provide Dr. Michael Charney, a forensic anthropologist at Colorado 
State University with the questioned photograph as well as pre-loss 
photographs of Lieutenant Commander Stevens. 

Dr. Charney, utilizing a procedure called computer superimposi- 
tion, determined that the pre-loss photographs of Stevens matched 
the forensic profile of the questioned photograph provided by Judge 
Gayden. The computer superimposition process creates a computer- 
enhanced image of the face in question and the image of the pre- 
loss photographs. The images were then overlaid, or superimposed 
upon each other. 

According to Dr. Charney, they aligned. Therefore, he deter- 
mined the two individuals in the two photographs were the same 
person. According to Dr. Patrick Fitzhorn,-a professor of mechani- 
cal engineering at Colorado State-University who created the com- 
puter images ofjCarr and Stevens, these images were exact to 1/ 
100th of an inch. Based upon this identification, on the 2nd of 
August I provided a briefing to Senators Helms and Grassley as 
well as to another Member of Congress. 

Through the efforts of this other Member, a briefing for -the Sec- 
retary of Defense was set for 5:30 p.m. on August 5 at the Penta- 
gon. At 5:30 on August 5, myself and another Senate staff member 
and a House staff member were present at the briefing I provided 
to Secretary Cheney and two of his staff. 

At this time, I would like to provide the same briefing that 1 did 
for Secretary Cheney. 

Senator McCain. I think the first two charts are self-explanato- 
ry. Could I ask that chart 3— the defense witnesses say that Mr. 
Charney analyzed the photograph of Lieutenant Borah the same as 
he did the others, is that correct? 

Mr. UsRY. At the time we provided the briefing to Secretary 
Cheney, the analysis of Lieutenant Borah and the questioned pho- 
tograph had not been completed. 

Senator McCain. Has it been completed? 

Mr. UsRY. Yes, it has. 

Senator McCain. He said that it is the same. 

Mr. UsRY. He later rescinded that and said he was incorrect. 

Senator McCain. Well then, he rescinded it. 

Mr. UsRY. Yes, he did. 

Senator McCain. After it became known that the photographs 
were probably fake? 

Mr. UsRY. No, not at all. 
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Senator McCain, And you did, of course, take into consideration 
when you presented this evidence the view of the— according to the 
Department of Defense people, the view of Sandia, the view of the 
FBI and the view of others, that Mr. Charney’s work was not ac- 
ceptable as evidence in their view. 

Mr. UsRY. At the particular point in time. Senator, that we pro- 
vided this briefing, that other information was either not done, or 
if it was done, it certainly had not been made available to us. 

j.* opinion of the view of 

the FBI and Sandia and others about — since now you know that 
they believe that his methodology is not credible, at least that is 
the words of the Department of Defense, does that affect your onin- 
ions at all? ^ 

Mr. UsRY. I agree totally with the Defense Department position 
that the photograph of Lieutenant Borah, or tne allegecf photo- 
graph of Lieutenant Borah, is hot Lieutenant Borah, which was my 
position from the be^ning, when I first dealt with the families. 

Senator McCain. Now I would like you to answer my question. 
Does it change your view of the validity of Dr. Charney’s conclu- 
sions due to the opinion that has been voiced by the DIA as reflect- 
ing the views of the FBI, Sandia, and others? 

Mr. UsRY. Not totally, no, sir. May I continue with my briefing? 
Senator McCain. Please do so. 

Mr. UsRY. Chart 1, pre-loss photograph of Capt. Donald Carr, as 
well as a photograph provided by Mr. Jack Bailey which he indi- 
cates was_taken in Laos and believes to be Donald Carr. Also on 
that particular page is another photograph showing what is pur- 
ported to be the cage or area that Donald Carr is held in. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Usry, I believe we are now going into our 
sixth hour. I am not sure that we really need for this intensive a 
review of what you presented to Secretary Cheney. I asked you to 
tell us about your trip. I think maybe that's a better response if 
you just toldjjs about your trip and got through the rest of this. 

Mr. Usry. That would be fine. Senator. We traveled to Thailand 
The team that we had requested be put together was in fact put 
together. The source was located after 3 days, I believe, and was 
ultimately polygraphed by a Department of Defense polygraphers 
There were two there, so that everything would be finished at the 
particular point in time as the polygraph examination was com- 
pleted. 

Once the polygraph ex^ination was completed, it was deter- 
mmed that basically the individual had no valid information and 
was lying about everything with the exception of him being Lao- 
tian and havmg two children. At that particular point in time, we 
departed the following day, came back, and that was the end of the 
trip. 

Senator McCain. Thank you. 

Mr. Usry. I would also like to add that the information that was 
provid^ to us, as well as the briefing that was provided to Secre- 
tary Cheney, was such that everybody was in agreement that the 
evidence as it was presented at that time was compelling enough to 
act upon and therefore it was, in fact, acted upon. 

Do we want to continue with the discussion of Commander Hick- 
erson, or have we pretty well resolved that? 
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Senator McCain. I am certainly satisfied. 

The Chairman. Let me just ask whether DOD or DIA folks had 
any questions or comments raised by the answer. Have they had a 
chance to read it? 

Mr. Sheetz. I have a fact sheet on the Dooley-Hickerson case 
that I would be pleased to make available at the appropriate time. 

[The information referred to follows:] 

Atteched is a Fact Sheet on the Dooley-Hickerson case based upon the Senate 
Foreign Relations minority staff report, 


The Case of LTJG James E. Dooley, USN 


BACKGROUND 

James E. Dooley was flying an A-4E aircraft which 
was hit by antiaircraft fire following a strike mission in Haiphong. Witnesses re- 
po^d that LTJG Dooley’s aircraft was streaming fuel and headed toward the Gulf 
of Tonkin, where it descended and crashed into the water just east of the Do Son 
Peninsula. There were no signs that LTJG Dooley ejected from the aircraft, no 
beepers were heard, and a thorough search revealed no sign of survival. 

CUIMS MADE IN THE MINORITY STAFF REPORT 

The Senate Foreipi Relations minority staff report claims that: a) DOD correlated 
a sighting report of the cMture of an American pilot to returnee Capt. James Hick- 
j ^ Dooley, so as to consider the report resolv^; b) "In 
1973, a U.S. POW who had been repatriated said he saw Dooley's name written on 
the wall of a prison cell in Hanoi’'; c) "Two Thai special forces’ soldiers released 
from North Vietnamese custody in 1973 identified Dooley’s photograph as a fellow 
inmate and; d) A communist photo of captured .U.S. pilots in Hanoi shows a partial 
profile of a person who "strongly resembles’’ LTJG Dooley. 


a. The refugee report clearly describes the capture of CAPT Hickerson, whose own 
debriefing account of his capture closely follows the source’s reporting 
“ rlf ^ LTJG Dooley’s name on a prison wall, 

j POW s did not identify Dooley’s photograph as a fellow inmate, 

d. LTJG Dooley is not depicted in any port-capture photographs. 


ANALYSIS OF CLAIMS 

The minority staffs "analysis’’ of the fore mentioned live-sighting report is a clas- 
sic example of how raw reporting, without access to a data base of facts, can be mis- 
interpret^. In this instance a Vietnamese refugee source interviewed by the Joint 
Casualty Resolution Center (JCRC) in December 1986, reported firrthand informa- 
V-S- pilot in what he believed was October or November 
19b8. The source descnbed seeing a man in a parachute land on the beach and at- 
tempt to evade by swimming out into the water. The source says the Vietnamese 
shot at the swimmer to limit his movement, and local forces swam out to capture 
the mn. He also wya that the pilot began firing at the Vietnamese and attempted 
to talk on a hand-held radio, but was unable to do so due to waves. He goes on to 

a long zipper in the front and 
that toe POW was blindfolded and his arms bound behind his back before he was 
loaded into a sidecar. He adds that he was later put in an automobile and driven 
away. 

Ba^ solely upon the loss location, time of day and month, JCRC originally be- 
heved the report could relate to LTJG Dooley; however, when the facts of CAPT 
Hick®iTOn 8 wpture were later brought to their attention (JCRC did not have access 
to his debnefl they reevaluated all reports from that area and rescinded their tenta- 
riy I ^ Dooley, concluding that the source’s information described 
CAPT Hicke^n s circumstances of CMture. 

The minority staff savs that CAPT Hickerson has provided a written statement of 
his capture, claiming ' he could not have been swimming out to sea when he was 
captur^, and refuting other points in the source’s story. They say that "Hickerson 
was token to prison nding on the back of a bicycle, not in a jeep as the fisherman 
descnbed. 
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While DIA does not possess the alleged written statement from CAPT Hickerson 
to which the Senate staff refer, we do have the returnee’s 1973 debriefing in wh'«h 
he details the events of his December 1967 capture. Upon returning to the U.S., 
CAPT Hickerson told debriefers , . . "ihei collapsed his parachute, he found him- 
self face-to-face with about 100 civilian personnel. He immediately separated from 
the parachute and started running out into the shallow water, after going a short 
distance he detached his seat pack and commenced swimminq seatcard. About this 
time rifle shots started splashing in the water around him ... ." "At this point 
Hickerson saw he was about to be captured so he pulled out his survival radio and 
sent the message ... to his wingman. He then stopped, put up his hands and sur- 
rendered to the DRV swimmers.’’ In his debrief CAI^ Hickerson goes on to describe 
how he was stripped of his clothing, blindfolded, his hands tied behind his back and 
how he was put on the fender of a motorcycle and taken to the fishing village. Later 
that day he was also moved in the sidecar of a motorcycle, during which time he 
was seen by crowds of people who threw rocks and sticks at him. 

While there are slight differences in the source’s account and ClAPT Hickerson's 
as reported in his debrief, the refugee report clearly refers to the former POW. It is 
noteworthy that the source was only 13 years old when he observed the event, and 
19 years passed between the time he saw CAPT Hickerson’s capture and the time 
he reported it to U.S. authorities. 

As to toe other points raised by the minority staff, DIA is not aware of anyone 
claiming to have seen Dooley’s name written on the wall of a prison cell. 'Hiis story 
appears to stem from a returnee who reported that another POW had mentioned 
seeing Dooley’s name on a wall; however, the POW to which the story was attrib- 
uted never mentioned Dooley in any manner in his debriefing or later interviews. 

When shown a photo of LTJG Dooley, the two Thai soldiers released from Hanoi 
in 1973 were uncertain, saying they saw a similar face in 1968 at a prison known as 
the "Zoo." Based upon other information they furnished, it is clear that they saw 
another individual who subsequently died in captivity, but who bore a physical re- 
semblance to the preloss photograph of LTJG Dooley they were shown. There is no 
information that points to LTJG Bley’s capture or to his being imprisoned at the 
"Zoo" or any other prison. 

The minority staff also allude to a communist photograph of a profiled POW who 
resembles LTJG Dooley. We have no clue as to which photo they are referring. With 
one exception, every POW photograph from the war has been identified, and the 
one remaining unidentified photo is clearly not the missing Naval aviator. The 
plain facts are that DIA possesses no post-capture photograph that even remotely 
can be attributed to LTJG Dooley. 

Senator Smith. You in your travels, Mr. Usry, you were looking 
at both photographs, correct, both cases—both Carr, and who was 
the other one, Stevens? 

Mr. Usry. No, sir, that is not correct. 

Senator Smith. I mean, Borah. 

Mr. Usry. No. The only reason we went to Thailand was to deal 
with the Stevens photograph. The information that came to us con- 
cerning Stevens came to us from Judge Hamilton Gayden. The in- 
formation that came to us concerning Borah also came from Ham- 
ilton Gayden, but since we had no firm identification at that time, 
it was felt to deal with that which looked most promising. 

The photographs of Carr were provided by Colonel Bailey. How- 
ever, Colonel Bailey was not forthcoming with any information 
concerning where Carr might be, and so we did not go to Thailand 
with any intention of determining anything about Carr. We provid- 
ed the briefing to Secretary Cheney with the (^rr photographs to 
show him the process. Our whole intent was to deal strictly with 
Stevens. 

Senator Smith. What is Charney’s opinion of the Carr photo- 
graphs? 

Mr. Usry. According to Dr. Charney the photographs are of the 
same person. 
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Senator Smith. And Mr. Ford indicated, I forget the exact lan- 
guage that was used, but compelling resemblance, but you had not € 
ruled that out in this particular photograph and that that is a 
match, is that correct? 

Mr. Sheetz. That is right. 

Mr. UsRY. Would we like to continue. I would like to continue 
with those areas that I pointed out in my initial statement, that 
were areas that we were not able to proceed to because of asset 
problems. The first one which were attempts by the admiinistration i 
to infiltrate private activists groups, I believe the testimony of Mr. 

Sampley to this committee last week supports our position. Howev- 
er, I am offering additional documentation to support that position. 

This documentation will also support our next problem area list. 

Two, illegal surveillance and investigation. 

The Chairman. What page are you on? 

Mr. UsRY. 14. f 

The Chairman. Now you say, and I am just reading your testi- 
mony on page 14, it says this live sighting report is definitely not 
that of Hickerson, as the Defense Department indicates. Correct. 

That is page 14 of your statement? 

Mr. UsRY. Yes sir. That is also what Captain Hickerson says in 
his letter and in his statement to me. 

The Chairman. I understand. Can I ask who is responsible for # 
the evaluation of that? Is that you Mr. Sheetz? 

Mr. Sheetz. That is my office. 

The Chairman. Can you come up, -diTybu mind. I am just trying, 
to understand this. It inevitably puts_both of you on the spot a 
little bit and I apologize for that, but I am truly trying to under- 
stand this, so the committee can really ^apple with this, I mean 
what we have got here. And I just read it and I have a statement ^ 

from JCRC to Commander naval military personnel, SOCOM, Spe- 
cial Operations Command. And that is an evaluation which was for 
NSC from Mr. Childress in January 1987 of the Dooley incident. 

The next page, here on page 13, let me go back one page before 
that, excuse me. Go back before that report that has the evalua- 
tion. You had the Hickerson letter. To Whom It May Concern, my 
name is Capt. James Hickerson, USN, so forth and then he says, I ^ 
do not believe the captured American pilot subject to the report 
was me. There are too many discrepancies between the JCR report 
and my capture. 

(1) I was not shot down on 22 December— I was shot down on De- 
cember— I think he means I was shot down— he says I was not, but 
I think he means, I was shot down on 22 December, not October or 
November. (2) My parachute was all white, not red, white and blue. ^ 
(3) If I had landed 50 meters from an air field I would have been 
aware of it. (4) I swam no more than 50 yards, not 200 meters. (5) I 
did not attempt to use my pistol. (6) There were no waves. (7) I was 
transported away on the back of the bicycle, not in a side car and I 
was never in an automobile. (8) I was wearing marine fatigues, two 
piece, not a one-piece flight suit. (9) There was a solid, approxi- 
mately 800-foot, overcast in the area, making it unlikely that five ^ 
or six jets plus a helicopter would have been flying under an over- 
cast that close to Do Son. 
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Despite the fact that the location and date of the described cap- 
t ture was approximately mine, considering the above, I do not be- 
lieve that the captured pilot reported in JCRC report was me. Very 
respectfully, J.R. Hickerson, Captain, USN. 

Now, has he ever changed that testimony? Are you aware of 
that? 

Mr. Sheetz. I have not seen this letter before. WeVe been work- 
ing with his official debrief and that was done right after he came 
H home when his memory was fresh. And that is the source material 
that has been available to us. 

^nator McCain. Mr. Chairman, could I just add a little bit to 
this. I did talk to him last night. He is a friend of mine, and he 
Said he was asked various questions. Was your parachute red, 
white, and blue. He said, no, et cetera. The fact is that the refugee 
cites this incident as being in 1968 and both Dooley and Hickerson 
wefe shot down in 1967. So I think it is a little bit hard and I be- 
lieve that the refugee’s reporting was some 19 years after the al- 
le^d incident. 

The Chairman. This is what I am trying to get at. 

Mr. Sheetz. The refugee was 13 years old at the time of the inci- 
dent. 

^nator McCain. 13 years old at the time of the incident? 

^ The Chairman. Well, the refugee, I am less concerned about. I 
am just trying to get to the letter. 

Senator McCain. This is based on a refugee report. He was 13 
years old at the time he made the report, 19 years later. So I think 
It is very understandable that there might be some problem. 

The Chairman. Was this letter drafted by Captain Hickerson? 

Senator McCain. It was solicited. 

Mr. UsRY. I believe it was solicited by the individual it was ad- 
^ dressed to. 

Senator McCain. By a family member. 

^ ^ comment, if I may, on Senator 

McCain s point. I think it is well taken. This is some 19 years later 
and this was our concern, that the individual was confused to a 
great degrw. Yet it was finally determined to be Captain Hicker- 
son, when it could just as easily have been someone else. 

9 And that is our point. We are not necessarily saying, that this is, 
or that what the refugee saw was, in fact, a shoot down of Dooley 
^at we are saying is that what the refugee saw may not have 
been a shoot down of Hickerson. 

The Chairman. Hang on one second, Mr. Usry. These folks know 
how many shoot downs there were at Do Son within that period of 
time. I mean, we know how many aircraft we lost. We know when 
♦ a pilot went down. So it is either Dooley or Hickerson, I presume 
Do you have another pilot that it might be? 

Mr. Usry. I believe at that point in time there were four lost in 
that area from the documentation I reviewed. And they were able 
to determine in two of those instances, those referred to, there 
were two crashes in which there, and again, I am recalling from 
memory there were no bodies recovered or it was assumed that the 
0 pilot had, in fact, crashed because there were no parachutes seen 

Senator McCain. Was this 1968 or 1967, because the refugee said 
it took place in 1968? 
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Mr. UsRY. Again, I would have to refer specifically to the docu- 
ment which I would be more than willing to do. I just don’t have ^ 
that particular document in my hand. But the point I am trying to 
make is, that I understand, there are some inconsistencies, as Sena- 
tor McCain has pointed out. 

The position we are trjdng to make is that, with those inconsist- 
encies, it was still attributed the shoot down finally, final analysis 
by JCRC or the DIA, was that it was Hickerson. Our position is 
that that analysis was not correct and it could have been Lieuten- • 
ant Dooley because that is still an unresolved issue. 

Senator McCain. In fact in your report you state that the de- 
scription of events more closely resembles the capture of Hicker- 
son. 

Mr. UsRY. That is based upon the preliminary findings of the 
JCRC in which they state other than the timeframe in which the 
shoot down was described by the source it closely resembles that of i 
Dooley. 

The Chairman. Now what do you say to that, Mr. Sheetz? 

Mr. Sheetz. Well, I would like to read a very short piece of text 
here, that is an extract from his debriefing report. I will give it to 
you in basically what are Hickerson's words. Upon returning to the 
United States, Captain Hickerson told de-briefers, "He collapsed 
his parachute. He found himself face to face with about 100 civilian ♦ 
personnel. 

He immediately separated from the parachute and started run- - 
ning out into the shallow water. After going a short distance he de- 
tached his seat pack and commenced swimming seaward. About 
this time rifle shots started splashing in the water around him. At 
this point Hickerson saw he was about to be captured so he pulled 
out his survival radio and sent a message to his wingman. % 

He then stopped, put up his hands and surrendered to the Viet- 
namese swimmers. In his de^^rief Captain Hickerson goes on to de- 
scribe how he was stripped of his clothing, blindfolded, his hands 
tied behind his back. How he was put on the fender of a motorcycle 
and t^en to a fishing village. Later that day he was also moved in 
the sidecar of a motorcycle during which time he was seen by 
crowds of people who threw rocks and sticks at him." ♦ 

The Chairman. That is his own words. His own recollection right 
after he came back? 

Mr. Sheetz. That’s correct. 

The Chairman. Now, what is there about the Dooley record that 
makes it similar from DIA’s perspective. Originally DIA thought it 
was Dooley’s shoot down? 

Mr. Sheetz. JCRC. ft 

The Chairman. What was it that made them come to that con- 
clusion? 

Mr. Sheetz. Boused solely on the loss, location, time of day and 
month. JCRC believed the report could relate to Lieutenant Dooley. 
However, when the facts of Captain Hickerson’s capture were later 
brought to their attention, they re-evaluated all the reports from 
that area, rescinded their tentative correlation to Dooley, conclud- ft 
ing the source of the information described Captain Hickerson’s 
circumstances of capture. 


The Chairman. Now Mr. Usry, let me ask you, do you not think 

• there are sufficient parallels between Mr. Hickerson’s own account 
and a refugee of 13 years’ ago account, that it would be improbable 
that another pilot had almost the exact same experience from 
shoot down into the water, capture, bicycle, so forth, bicycle slash 
sidecar; I mean is there not a probability of fact here that has to 
enter into this? 

Mr. Usry. I believe with the probability factor that it could have 

# been Hickerson, it could equally make it Dooley, I do believe. 

The Chairman. What makes you say that? 

Mr. Usry. Because when Captain Hickerson indicates to us, or to 
the family members, at the time he was asked, that he was not 
placed in a sidecar, he wm not transported across an airport or an 
airfield, he was not put in a car, but in fact was taken a prisoner 
on a bicycle. That is an extreme difference. And because of that. 
.0 The Chairman. Well Captain Hickerson's own words were just 

read to you. That is his own debrief. 'This was Captain Hickerson’s 
own de-brief. 

Mr. Usry. So then do we make the assumption that in 1989 he 
made a mistake and again on the 6th of March, 1990, when I spoke 
to him that he ^ain made a mistake. I think the easiest way to 
resolve this particular issue concerning Captain Hickerson would 
^ be to ask him, exactly what he remembers now. If, in fact, we are 
incorrect, then we are incorrect, but if in fact we are not incorrect, 
then the question is still there. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you this. Did— I do not see Captain 
Hickerson’s simature on this letter. 

Mr. Usry. I have it on the bottom in mine. It says. Very Respect- 
fully, J.M. Hickerson, Captain USN, Retired, then it has J.M. Hick- 
g erson signed on it. You are looking at the text of my statement. If 
you look under enclosure F you will find an actual copy of the 
letter, with his signature. 

Senator McCain. Let me just point out Mr. Usry, that I think, 
franl^, Mr. Chairman, we are spending way too much time on 
this. We have got a lot of other areas to cover but the reason why 
we debrief immediately upon release, immediately before we go 
home, before we see families, you should know, this, Mr. Usry, is so 
^ that they can get the freshest facts that they possibly can about 
our experience in prison. 

Now I am not saying that Mr. Hickerson is not telling the truth. 
In fart, I am convinced, I know absolutely that he is saying what- 
ever is to the best of his recollection, but I would have a strong 
tendency as he would to rely upon his initial debrief back in 1973, 
rather than a recollection nearly 20 years later. I think that is the 
f onlypomt. 

'Hie Chairman. Well it is something we ought to try to nail 
down. Let us move on. We will try to reconcile it as we go along 
here. Does DIA have any questions about whether or not it might 
be Dooley today? 

Mr. Sheetz. No. We are confident that it is Hickerson. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

0 Senator McCain. From what I see, Mr. Chairman, I am not sure. 

Mr. Usry. No. 2. Illegal surveillance and investigation of individ- 
ual activists of this issue by i the Department of Defense. Mr. Chair- 
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man, I offer for the record several pieces of correspondence either 
originating from Mr. John R. Mead or addressed to him. The Corre- 
spondence from Mr. Mead, in all instances, is addressed to various 
individuals within the U.S. Government to include the Attorney 
General of the United States, the Public Integrity Section of the 
Department of Justice, the Counsel to the President, as well as the 
Internal Revenue Service. 

The co^espondence tP Mr. Mead is from various Government 
agencies indicating that they have received this correspondence 
and are acting upon it. Mr. Mead’s correspondence addresses his 
concern with the administration (1) utilizing private organizations 
to spy on him, (2) conducting character assassination on him, and 
(3) the Defense Department conducting surveillance of him. He spe- 
cifically identifies, at that time. Mr. Richard Childress of the Na- 
tional Security Council, as well as individuals affiliated with the 
Center for POW MIA Accountability Incorporated. 

I would also like to introduce for the record a memorandum pre- 
pared by Dr. Harvey Andrews, a former member of ^nator Grass- 
ley’s staff, dated September 11, 1989. The memorandum addresses. 
Dr. Andrews has reviewed the file concerning Mr. Mead’s allega- 
tions. I wish to also point out that Dr. Andrews is a retired defense 
criminal invest^ative service special agent with over 30 years of 
criminal investigative experience. 

[See p. 48 of the appendix.] 

Senator McCain. Excuse me, Mr. Usry, when were these letters 
written to Attorney Deneral, Public Integrity Section. Department 
- of Justice, et cetera and Counsel'to the President and IRS? 

Mr. Usry. They started in May 1984, Senator. 

'The Chairman. Where is that in your report? 

Mr. Usry. That is enclosure I. 

The Chairman. No, your report originally. 

Mr. Usry. No, sir, what we are addressing at this particular 
point in time, are those iMues in my statement of last week, that 
we were not able to look into due to the non-availability of assets. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Us^, have there been any investigations 
conducted concerning these instances that Mr. Mead refers to? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, that is what I was going to address now ^nator. 

Senator McCain. What has been result? 

Mr. Usry. The resolution was, as far as we are concerned, incom- 
plete simply because it was not referred to the proper agency. The 
Department of Defense did not deny that they had, in fact, con- 
ducted their surveillance. However, they said nothing illegal had 
occurred. The Civil Rights Violations were never referred to the ap- 
propriate agency for determination to begin with and that is what I 
would like to read to you. 

Senator McCain. Since 1984 they have not been 

Mr. Usry. That is my, our understanding. May I read the docu- 
ment. On August 28, 1989, the Office of Public Integrity, Depart- 
ment of Justice was asked to produce its file on the investigation of 
a complaint filed by John R. Mead. Reference a local surveillance 
by DIA, et cetera, Mr. Jack Keeny produced a three-page declara- 
tion of prosecution based upon Mead’s complaints stating that this 
paper summarized our enquiry. 
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Mr. Keeny would not allow the paper to leave this office. Upon 
review the declination paper was found to be a superficial enquiry 
of the complaint by Mead which was conducted by Defense Depart- 
ment’s Oversight Office. DIA, through the Oversight enquiry never 
denied a surveillance of Mead but stated it had done nothing ille- 
gal. The portion of the complaint dealing with the Civil Rights Vio- 
lation was not referred to the Federal Bureau of Investigation or 
was their any evidence that any other potential criminal violations 
in Mead’s complaint were ever investigated by the FBI. 

The paper was a self-serving document that cleared DIA of any 
wrongdoing. Mr. Keeny was asked to provide the full file on this 
matter and he said he would have to take it up with some unidenti- 
fied office. Subsequently Mr. Keeny called and said the complete 
file would have to be withheld because of the Third Agencv Rule 
and so after that time, to my knowledge, there has been no further 
pursual of Mr. Mead’s allegations. 

Senator McCain. And one of his allegations is that Mr. Childress 
was associated with an organization called the Center for POW/ 
MIA Accountability, Inc., a supposed tax-exempt organization and 
they and individuals associated with the Center have engaged in 
attempted blackmail and extortion. After receiving approval from 
Mr. Childress for their travel, that is the allegation, here, that I 
read. 

Mr. Usry. Those originated from Mr. Mead, Senator. 

Senator McCain. The obviously very serious part of his allega- 
tion is that Mr. Childress, who was then a member of the National 
Securi^ ^uncil directed the Center for POW/MIA Accountability, 
Inc., and individuals to engage in blackmail and extortion of Mr. 
Mead, is that correct? 

Mr. Usry. As Mr. Mead put it, yes. That is one of several docu- 
ments that he ofiers indicating what he felt were improprieties or 
illegalities. 

Snator McCain. Do you know anything about this Center for 
POW/MIC Accountability, Inc.? 

Mr. Usry. I know very little about them. Senator. I do believe 
that, that is the same organization or corporation that Mr. Sam- 
pley also referenced that had hired him, but I am not sure on that. 

I believe it is the same one. 

'The Chairman. What is the gravamen of your allegation regard- 
ing this? 

Mr. Usry. Simply that it was not proceeded to its logical conclu- 
sion. It is my underetanding that Civil Rights Violations are the 
principle responsibility of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

The Chairman. You are not vouching for the authenticity or va- 
lidity thereof? 

Mr. Usry. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You are just saying it was not investigated? 

Mr. Usry. That is correct. 

The Chairman. That should be easy enough to ascertain. 

^nator McCain. Do any of the DOD witnesses here know any- 
thing about the Center for POW/MIA Accountability, Inc.? 

Mr. Sheetz. I do not, but there is something else I would like to 
say. I do not have any knowledre of that organization, but if I 
could I would like to point out that DIA is a foreign intelligence 
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organization and we do not do domestic surveillance. If indeed 
there were any surveillance of Mr. Mead, I can tell you categorical- 
ly it would not have been done by DIA. 

I do not know where this notion of unlawful surveillance by DIA 
came from, but we are not authorized by our charter to do enforce- 
ment surveillance or any of that kind of work in the United States, 
except under extremely limited context and I have seen nothing 
here that would lead me to believe that this would be one of those 
type cases. 

Senator McCain. Mr. Usry, were you aware that DIA does not 
surveil Americans, anyone domestically? . 

Mr, Usry. I am aware that the DIA has no charter to do so, yes, 
Senator. 

Senator McCain. But you believe they did? 

Mr. Usry. I have no belief one way or the other. 

Senator McCain. You say in your statement there was illegal 
surveillance and investigation of individual activists of this issue 
by the Department of Defense? 

Mr. Usry. I believe I also state those are problem areas we were 
not able to look into due to restriction of assets and that those 
were areas that were left unresolved. 

The Chairman. What page is that on? 

Senator McCain. Page 14 is the illegal surveillance, the Center 
for POW/MIA Accountability Inc., and also there is allegations 
about Mr. Armitage. 

Chairman. Within your original report to the committee, 
the subcommittee report, the Minority, report, what page is that 
on? 

Mr. Usry. Senator, again, I believe that what we are discussing 
right now are those seven issues that are referenced. 

^e Chairman. Just deriving out of your statement? 

Mr. Usry. Yes sir. 

The Chairman. Not out of the report? 

Mr. Usry. No sir. 

The Chairman. Where you alleged in your opening you were 
unable to complete? 

Mr. Usry. Yes sir. 

The Chairman. Because of— I think I recall that. I do not have a 
copy. I seem to recall that I read it in the context that you said 
they were, I suppose it depends on how you read it. All right. 

Why do you not proceed? I think what we want to try to do 
here-and I have read through the others-I think they are pretty 
self emlanatory, with perhaps one or two questions that might 
arise. Well, that was the illegal surveillance. That was the last one* 
IS that accurate? ’ 

Mr. Usry. Tliat was the last one we addressed, yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Are there any of the other areas that Senators 
waiit to Surrey and then ask questions about, rather than go 
through each and every one? If you have questions on them, other- 
wise they can stand as their own explanation. 

Senator Brown. Mr. Chairman. I do not believe you have cov- 
j? I was looking on page 20, item No. 3. Cer- 

tain U.S. Government officials who testified before the House Con- 
gressional Hearings lied. Documentation which I will provide for 
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the record in the form of personal correspondence from various 
personnel employed clearly showed this duplicity. Who were the 
Government officials? 

Mr. Usry, What we have is personal correspondence between 
former and present employees of CIL-HI, in which they indicate 
that some of the •statements they made, during, I believe it was a 
House Hearings a few years ago, were not, in fact, correct, and that 
they were purposefully misrepresented or misstated. 

Senator Brown. I am sorry, the question I asked was, who were 
the people? 

Mr. Usry. If you will allow me to look in my files here, I will be 
more than happy to provide it, or if you would submit it for the 
record I will be more than happy to give you the names. Why do 
we not just go through the files here. 

Senator Brown. My understanding of the purpose of this was for 
you to present the documentation for the statements that have 
been made. 

Mr. Usry. That is correct. And so would you like to take a 5- 
minute break while I go through those. 

The Chairman. Do you have the personal correspondence here. 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir, I do. 

^e Chair^. ’l^y do you not pull that out. That would be 
helpful And let me just ask you, while you are doing that. Did you 
read the foreign relations committee file, the file with respect to 
the so-called organized crime figure? 

_ Mr. Usry. m - 

The Chairman. You did not read the file itself? 

Mr. Usry. No, sir. You mean what was provided to us or what 
may be in there in total? 

The Chairman. Well what was provided to you. 

Mr. Usry. An abstract of— what we were looked at was an ab- 
stract of the notations on various date diaries by one of the individ- 
uals. 

The" Chairman, h writing? You saw that? 

Mr. Usry. I saw it. It was basically a computer print out. 

The Chairman. But you did not see the file itself 

Mr. Usry. No sir. 

The Chairman. And the abstract was provided you specificallv 
by whom? / / 

Mr. Usry. You had mentioned his name earlier. 

The Chairman. By Jack Blum. 

Mr. Usry. Yes. 

The Chairman. He gave you the abstract? 

Mr. Usry. He let us view it. 

[Pause.] 

Mr. Usry. Let me refer to your question. Senator Brown. I have 
some of it here right now. I am still going to have to search for all 
of it, but what this is, it is a synopsis of correspondence between 
various personnel that in fact were involved in the operation of 
CIL-HI and there is a 17 March 1987 letter by Mark Frankel, to 
Mark Frankel, from Dr. Sam Dunlap, who at the time was em- 
ployed at CIL-HI. Actually, he was employed at ClL-Hl from 2 
January, 1986 to 8 August, 1986. 
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By March 1986 I learned from Dr. Norman J. Sauer of Michigan 
State University and Dr. William R. Maples, the State Museum, 
that most of the Pot Set Laos cases, identified in June 1985 were 
fraudulent and that his assistant, Ms, Marla Mahoney had told 
Drs. Gail, Maples, and Charney, in February 1986, New Orleans 
American Academy of Forensic Sciences meeting that skeletal 
identifications appeared more believable than they really were. 

15 May 1986 she told Dr. John K. Lundy, at CIL“HI, same infor- 
mation. Maples informed Dr. Sauer that a former CIL-HI employee 
had told him that the Commander of CIL-HI changed identifica- 
tion reports on a regular basis. Alice Curley, personal friend of Mr. 
Furooey, since 1950's and has consulted for the Army off and on for 
years. And then it goes on and on, so one of the people that did, in 
fact, lie during the hearings was Ms. Mahoney, when she was 
asked certain questions during the hearing and I also have tran- 
scripts of that hearing that I am more than willing to provide to 
the committee. 

Senator Brown. You quoted a letter from Dr. Dunlap. The ques- 
tion I asked was, who was it? 

Mr. UsRY. Marla Mahoney, she was an employee at CIL-HI at 
the time. She testified at the hearings. 

Senator Brown. If you are willing to, Mr. Chairman, what would 
be helpful to me to have are the names of all the U.S. Government 
officials that lied. 

Mr. UsRY. Could I give that to you on the record or do you want 
me to do that right this moment? _ - ‘ 

^nator Brown. WelUI think the Chairman has some other 
things he would like to go through but what T would like you to do 
if you would submit for the record, one, the names of everyone who 
lied and two, the dates on which they testified, and the page refer- 
ence within the transcript and four, the quote which they gave 
that is not accurate and five, the documentation that shows that 
what they said was incorrect. I think that would give us the specif- 
ics we need to evaluate that. Is that satisfactory, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Absolutely Senator. I think that is a good sugges- 
tion and a good way to proceed. Do other Senators have other spe- 
cific areas of enquiry? 

Senator Grassley. Are we at the end of this testimony? 

The Chairman. What I am trying to do. Senator, is speed the 
process up a little bit because some of this is self-explanatory it 
stands on its face. But Senators have a specific question about one 
of these areas, I want every Senator to have an opportunity to ask 
and then if the administration wants to respond to any particular 
assertions in any of these areas, they will have an opportunity to 
do so. 

Senator Grassley. I think I had better ask, at this point, a 
couple of questions, not quite as specific as what you wanted, but I 
would like to have, Mr. Usry explain as he sees it what was the 
purpose behind the Senate Foreign Relations Committee Minority 
Staff Report? 

Mr. Usry. The purpose of the report was to put forth that infor- 
mation that we had developed that showed there is a problem. And 
that there is a concern on the part of the public, specifically those 
families, that their best interests have not been served. Also, to 
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^ create that which was necessary in a public forum to cause this 

w committee to actually be chartered and that was basically the 

reason behind this. There were formulation meetings, if you will, 
some time ago attended by various staff personnel of some of the 
people hwe on this cornmittee and at that particular point in time 
we provided them with information we had concerning our en- 
quiry. 

It was after the publication, I believe, of our first report and that 

# would ultimately might be the end result, part of which would cer- 
toinly be that there was no way, certainly with the assets that we 

that we could cover this problem in total. It just was not possi- 
ble. So what we tried to do was bring out that which we found to 
be questioriable so that this committee would eventually formed, 
and in fact, that is what has occurred. 

That was the purpose behind the report, knowing that there was 
^ no way that people that were involved in the formulation and writ- 
ing of this report were the right people or enough people or the 
right kind of people in every instance to look at this problem from 
beginning to end. So what hoped would occur, or in fact did, and 
that was the reason for this report. 

^nator Grassley. On a more specific point, in regard to some- 
thing that Mr. De Statte said in response to an earlier question 
^ about Peter Cressman. I would like to have you tell me any com- 
mentary on that, or any information you have on it. 

Mr. Usry. Prior to my opening my statement I provided to the 
Chairman of tha committee a document concerning Peter Cress- 
man and his shoot down. What is interesting is that Peter Cress- 
inan was, in fact, shot down over Laos, after the U.S., I believe, 
signed the Peace Treaty with North Vietnam and in the documen- 
^ tation that I have presented, and I am by no means an expert on 

^ the Peter Cressman shoot down, I only go with what was provided 

to me, there are partial Intelligence Reports that indicate that 
shortly after the shoot dovm there were Americans seen as prison- 
ers within 65 kilometers, I believe it was, of where that plane 
crashed. 

It would also indicate to me, based upon what was provided to 
the family members, and again, that is who we are working with, 
^ that the question you asked earlier, whether or not we were aware, 
or had broken the code of either the Vietnamese or the Laotians, 
either the Vietnamese or the Laotians were transmitting in open 
text and normal language, or the code was broken bemuse there 
are copies of the text of radio messes in which they discuss four 
pilots, four criminals which Americans were routinely referred to 
in Laos and would lead one to believe that the possibility from 

# what was presented to us by the family members, that some people 
may have actually survived the Cressman, that Baron 52 was the 
call sign of the particular plane, may have survived that plane 
crash. 

Again, I am no expert on that, but I offer and provided the com- 
mittee everything we had concerning that particular shoot down. 

The Chairman. Let me just ask, Mr. Sheetz, maybe you could 

# come back up for a second, or the appropriate person, maybe Mr. 
De Statte. And you have already been sworn Mr. De Statte. Let me 
just ask you now. Picking up a bit on where we were earlier today. 
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do you have definitive evidence that what he is saying is not accu- 
rate, that everybody in that aircraft was killed? • 

Mr. De Statte. Yes sir. 

The Chairman. Definitive, conclusive? 

Mr. De Statte. That is the way I would characterize it. 

The Chairman. Is it necessary to share it with the committee 
now or just submit it? 

Mr. De Statte. Sir, it is relatively brief. 

The Chairman. Why don't you share it with us. 

Mr. De Statte. The aircraft was an EC-47Q. It is usually re- 
ferred to by the call sign for the aircraft, which is Baron 52. It had 
eight crew members. It was lost over Laos in February of 1973. And 
I might add, the mother of one of the co-pilots is a personal friend 
of mine, and I used to work with his fatfer. And so I know some- 
thing about this. Four days later a search team inspected the 
records and located the remains of four of the eight? ^ 

The Chairman. Whose search team? 

Mr. De Statte. U.S, One of the members of that search team 
was, in fact, a personal friend and had worked with some of the 
people, the crew in the back of the aircraft. Two of the remains 
were in the pilot and co-pilot position, the third was in the engi- 
neer’s compartment. The team was able to recover a portion of this 
body which was identified as the other co-pilot. The fourth body 
they found w^ near the engineer’s compartment. ^ 

Normally, in this of aircraft there are two positions immedi- 
ately b^ind the engineer’s compartment. One -of these two posi- 
tions would -have been occupied by S. Sgt. Todd Melton. The other 
by either Sergeant Matejov or Sergeant Cressman. Due to the phys-- 
ical and time constraints and hostile forces in the area, the team 
was not able to lift the fuselage to search for additional remains. 

The search team also found what appeared to be anti-aircraft ar- ^ 
tillery shrapnel holes in part of the wreckage. They found no evi- 
dence that the crew were preparing to bail out when the plane 
crashed, and it did not appear that the aircraft attempted a con- 
trolled landing or a controlled crash-landing. Disposition of the 
wreckage and other features of the crash site, for example, the ab^ 
sence of skid marks, indicated the aircraft had plunged in nearly 
vertically to earth, bounced once and landed upside down and ^ 
burned. 

Although operating outside the range of ground radar stations 
during most of its mission, Baron 52 had frequent contact with 
other aircraft in the area. For example, the commander made rou- 
tine half-hourly contacts with, and reported all unusual occur- 
rences to Moonbeam, an airborne command control center which is 
another aircraft in the area. They also had radio contact with spec- \ 
ter 20 and a HC-130 gunship working in the same area. 

Electronics warfare crew members, these are the people in the 
back of that aircraft, also used separate communications equip- 
ment to maintain contact with another EC-47, Baron 62, flying in 
the same general area. The last reported position of Baron 52 was 8 
to 10 minutes flying time from the crash site. 

Following a review of facts associated with the crash the com- y 
mander. Eighth Tactical Fighter Wing, in coordination with the 
commander, 56 Special Operations Wing, they were the command- 


ers of the flying crew and the electronics crew respectively, recom- 

# mended that the status of the crew members be changed to "killed 
in action.” 

The next of kin were informed of this status change, and the 
mete supporting the decisions, in a series of letters dated between 4 
Februa^ and 17 February, 1973, which summarized the events of 
Baron 52 s last mission and the evidence obtained by the search 
team. The coinmander added that in view of the capabilities of the 
H radio communications equipment, Baron 52’s frequent contact with 
other aircraft and the extensive training of the crew, in case of 
emergency at least one of the crew would have instinctively used 
the radios unless the mrcraft crashed as a result of some cata- 
strophic incident, that immediately and completely incapacitated 
the crew members. 

Hamg reviewed the available facte, the field commanders re- 
A ported that they believed, quote, there was no reMonable doubt 
that all the members of crew of Baron 52 were killed in the crash, 
close quote. 

Now as for the Intelligence information that Mr. Usry referred 
to. Although the observations of the search team and other facts 
co^tituted what the field commander believed to ^ compelling 
e\adence that none of the crew members survived, four sets of In- 
^ telligence Keporte, portions of which were declassified for release to 
^ the next of km, led others to speculate that four electronics special- 
iste could have survived. Two of the documents were dated 5 Febru- 
ary, 1973 and another 17 February 1973, 12 days later, and the 
fourth, 2 May 1973. I might add than believe Mr. Mooney, who 
has testified before your committee, claims to have written that 
particular document. 

Through longstanding misinterpretations of these sanitized docu- 
w mente, an erroneous impression of survivors, was preserved. Yet in 
fact, the four reports do not relate to the loss of the EC-47. 

(1) The initial 5 February report originated in the area of Vinh, 
North Vietnam, about 240 miles by road, north of the EC-47Q 
crash site. In that report, which was issued as an unevaluated spot 
report as soon ^ the information was acquired, a North Vietnam- 
^ unit near Vinh said it was holding four prisoners who were not 

• further identified. 

(2) The later 5 Februapr report based on and issued fidter a 
review of the information in the earlier 5 February report provides 
no additional insights into the oririn or the identity of the prison- 
era. Now I might add for clarity, both of those documents refer to 
the same initial report, so these are not two separate reports. Tliey 
are simply two pieces of intelligence information. The two reports 

0 based on the same item of intelligence. 

(3) Tlie 17 February document is a report by an enemy unit of 
the alleged downing of an aircraft in the area immediately south of 
demilitarized zone which separated North and South Vietnam, and 
as such does not relate to the EC-47 or its crew. 

(4) The 2 May report is yet another analyst interpretation of the 
5 February reporting and is neither new information nor a new 

0 report. DIA’s review of the evidence shows that the analyst who 
prepared the 2 May report made a number of arbitrary and errone- 
ous assumptions, and speculative assertions all in an attempt to 
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infer that the 5 February information originated from a location 
much closer to the EC-47 crash site and that some of the crew sur- 
vived, 

The 2 May report therefore actually provided no more conclusive 
information than did the original 5 February report. However, the 
unwarranted personal speculation tends to draw attention away , 
from this fact. In conclusion it should be emphasized that the four 
documents cited above were never conclusively correlated to crew 
members of the Baron 52. 

The documents initially were entered into the files of the crew 
members only because the information was acquired shortly after 
Baron 52 became missing and it was anticipated that future report- 
ing might permit the DIA analyst to make a definitive correlation 
to the Baron 52 incident. 

No such reporting was ever received. It is further emphasized 
that following the loss of Baron 52 none of its crew members were 
ever seen alive and there is no intelligence whatsoever which 
would indicate any of the crew survived the incident of loss. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that, that is helpful. Mr. Usry, what 
do you say to that? 

Mr. UsRY. Mr. Chairman, as I stated previously, one, I do not 
profess to be an expert on the Cressman shoot down. I simply of- 
fered to you what we had on Cressman and asked that you review 
it and compare it with what DIA has just provided you or what 
they will provide to you at a later time. There is a veiy good argu- 
ment made here, in the report, fh)m what I can see, but again,-this 
is not something we spent a lot of time on. It was in the documents 
I brought with me today. And when I heard it being discussed by 
you, I provided it for you. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that. Let me ask you, Mr. De Statte, 
very quickly, this plane had destnictive mechanisms in it, did it 
not self destruct so it would not fall into enemy hands? 

Mr. De Statte. Sir, 1 am not aware of that. 

The Chairman. Did not our electronic capable aircraft have that 
kind of destructive capacity? 

Mr. De Statte. I do not know the answer to that question. I can 
find out. 

The Chairman. I would be confident it did. 

Mr. De Statte. I just do not know that for certain. 

The Chairman. Well, assuming it did, what was left, I mean why 
was there so much left of it? Was the electronic equipment in fact 
intact when the crew visited it. Did they make a determination. 

Mr. De Statte. Thev did not go inside the fusel^e, as I recall. 

The Chairman. Well, how did they find the remains they found? 

Mr. De Statte. Looking in from the outside. 

The Chairman. Only looking in from outside? Now is it possible 
somebody could have bailed out before the crash? 

Mr. De Statte. I am working from a summary here, not the total 
record, but no, it is not possible. This aircraft ... I Imow the air- 
craft, it is particularly tight and configured in a way, it is very dif- 
ficult to move and when you are in your position you were kind of 
there. 

The Chairman. But I gathered there were a couple of slots from 
which you could bail relatively easily, is that incorrect? Do any of 
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the military folks here have data on that? Well, we will look into 
that. Let us not get bogged down with the details now, We have got 
a presentation on both sides, it is interesting and we will evaluate 
it. Do any Senators have further questions? 

Senator Smith. Mr. Usry, can you tell me the rationale or the 
reason for doing the report? Why did you do this report. This is ob- 
viously very comprehensive and as you have seen, controversial, 
but why did you take this task on. For what purpose? Did someone 
direct you to do it? Whatever information you could provide the 
committee in that regard? 

Mr. Usry. In November 1984, while I was still in the service. As 
a criminal investigator I was assigned to Korea and shortly before 
the end of the year I was given an investigation which I foolishly 
thought would only take 6 weeks. 

Basically what it was, it was a series of allegations levied by a 
major then in the service by the name of Mark Smith and his 
name h^ come up repeatedly in here. And the allegations ranged 
from things such as utilizing these special forces detachment in 
Korea as a transshipment point for high- dollar value items thgt 
they could escape Customs and then give to high-ranking Korean 
officials; two, the failure on the part of the U.S. Government to act 
on information concerning live R)W’s. 

Well, I investigated that from 1984 basically to March 1986 and 
what I found during that time frame was that in every instance 
where Mqjor Smith, at the time had indicated that he knew some- 
thing,-^ a fact, it was in fact a fact and there was credibility to his 
allegation. When he said he had heard something, and he did not 
really know whether it was factual or not, that is what he resil- 
ed. Also, during that time frame of course I felt like I was the mes- 
senger or bearer of bad tidings and as I have felt here on occasion, 
it was more-or-less, let us shoot the messenger. 

What I would do is I would come back to the United States and 

K royide briefings to the Pennon concerning the allegations that 
lajor Smith had made, and in many instances, substantiate, that 
there were problems with high-ranking Korean officials at that 
point in time. 

There seemed to be little or no interest to substantiate that or to 
report that; the interests seemed to be at the time to discredit 
Major Smith and I was asked repeatedly did I find anything that 
might indicate that Mqjor Smith had done anything wrong and the 
allegations ranged from wdss-border operations into Laos, dealing 
with guns or smuggling guns and gold throughout Southeast Asia, 
to bouncing a check. 

And ^ain, no real concern as to the allegations and substantiat- 
ed criminal conduct that Mqjor Smith had reported so when it all 
boiled down the big issue left was whether or not Mmor Smith had 
reported to a general officer information that Major Smith felt was 
valid information concerning live Americans as POW’s. 

My charter was never to determine the validity of that informa- 
tion, just whether it had been acted on. And I reached an impasse, 
where basically it was one person’s word against the other and 
when I briefed my senior officials concerning what had been a rou- 
tine way to determine who was telling the truth, or at least offered 
the opportunity, for either one to undergo a polygraph examina- 
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ition, there was no problem at all offering Mark Smith a polygraph 
examination, but I was not to offer tho general a polygraph exami- 
nation. Keeping in mind that that is a routine procedure that one 
would do in this type of investigation. 

At the end there was some deliberation as to how this report 
would finally be written as well as what offenses would be reflected 
on the part of each individual who I identified as conducting or 
committing a criminal offence. The final decision was to list Major 
Smith as an individual who had uttered a worthless check, when 
the circumstances of which were very honest and there was every 
reason as to why he did what he did. 

There was no interest at all to determining the validity of the 
POW information or an 3 d:hing else and then, of course, the particu- 
lar investigation was classified. 

At that particular point in time I saw that there was a real feel- 
ing amongst the people that I dealt, within the Pentagon, as well 
as the other commands that I transcended through my investiga- 
tion, that nobody wanted to touch the POW issue and they were 
more intent on shooting the messenger. 

Now, I will be the first to admit that Maj. Mark Smith is an ex- 
tremely controversial individual and I know for a fact that he has 
invited a Senator out to the parking lot when the Senator referred 
to him or alluded to the fact that he might be lying. But what I 
saw at that particular point in time was a man who had provided a 
list of allegations to which I had substantiated and there was no 
argument about that; and there was more importance in discredit- 
ing him than there was in reporting and acting upon the particular 
allegations that he substantiated. 

Based on that, it, I guess, more or less, picked up my curiosity as 
to whether or not there is something valid to the POW issue so in 
1989, when I was contacted by the Staff Personnel of Senator 
Grassley and asked if I would come over and brief Senator Grass- 
ley, on the result of the Mark Smith investigation, because some 
people referred to that as a bench mark in this issue, 1 said I was 
more than willing and explained to them the process they needed 
to go through in order for me, at the time, being in the military, to 
come over and brief a congressional Member. 

Well, some 30 days later I was still over at my headquarters and 
I had not provided the briefmg. I had been over to the Department 
of Defense, I am sorry, the Pentagon IG office to discuss the issue 
and the questions as to what 1 thought the Senator might be inter- 
ested in and I laid out that information for both the Colonel and 
Lieutenant Colonel that I spoke to at the time and they told me 
that I would be made available to the Senator at such time as we 
had an opportunity to look at the report and then determine what 
the Senator wanted to ask me about and I said, fine. 

The next thing was when Senator Grassley came and got me and 
I provided to him within a 3- or 4-day period of time, a briefing as 
to what had occurred in the Mark Smith investigation and at that 
time he asked me if I would like to continue looking at the POW 
issue. 

Naturally, as an investigator, this is quite an interesting issue, 
based upon my previous dealings with the system conceiving the 
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.. j POW issue, I felt it was something that at least needed to be 

i!| ^ looked at and that is how I got initially involved in this issue, 
j! What I saw was a definite act to shoot the messenger concerning 

the issue of POW's and other embarrassing issues for the Defense 
I Department and as Senator Kassebaum asked me last week, have I 

! ever seen the government lie, I saw more lying on the part of the 

I government in cover-Up, at least in the Defense Government area 

Ibat I dealt with, concerning the Mark Smith investigation than I 
1 0 had s^n in some time. 

I still feel to this date. I feel that that man, as controversial as 
he is, certainly was not given the benefit of an opportunity, in one 
iMtance, to be promoted like anyone else, because of this investiga- 
tion; certainly was not given the benefit or the opportunity to pro- 
vide the training to younger soldiers that he was capable of provid- 
ing, as was pointed out by his superiors. And, on the part of the 
/ I A Defense Department, again, that I dealt with, too scurry and bury 

1 ^ this rather than to deal with it as they should. I would be more 

than willing to discuss that particular issue at any time. 

Senator Smito. I have just a quick follow-up point. Is there, in 
your opinion, is there a line of demarkation in terms of where you 
feel people have not followed through or malfeasance, or whatever 
terms you want to apply. Is there a demarkation point where this 
does not go on any more? Or do you feel it has gone all the way 
through, from the days of the Vietnam War to today? 

As a final follow-up point, there is that we have had a lot of tes- 
timony from individuals, lately, in the hearings, who appear to be 
very cooperative and who have indicated a willingness to be cooper- 
ative, so are you seeing the same thing, say post-1988 and 1989 that 
you saw, not in terms of contemporary time but in terms of your 
investiption say in 1973, 1974, 1975? 

Mr. UsRY. I am confident that the administration that has been 
represented here, which is the Defense Department and I think the 
State Department, really wants to do the right thing. I do not nec- 
essarily believe they want to do the right thing because that is 
where Aeir heart is. 

I l^lieve thaTlhej^ant to do the right thing now because it is a 
public issue and ther^-is a committee here that is going to look at 

' # them and perform oversight to ensure that they are going to do the 

right thing. 

As an investigator, I would also have to say that the point of de- 
parture probably is, the date of these hearings. That would be the 
safe bet, from an investigative approach, and anything that is 
^fore these hearings needs to be looked at to determine whether, 
in fact, the right thing in every instance has been done, as I said 
^ I 0 last week, and I hope I have made clear, and, if not, I will try it 
this time. 

I do not believe that everything the Defense Department did was 
wrong. I believe, in many instances they did good work, but in 
those instances when they were wrong, we are dealing with human 
life, or the possibility of a human life, and for whatever reason, 
those need to be looked at. Whether it was just through an evolu- 
/ I 0 tion of learning, on how to dpi with POW issues, or how to deal 
with the analpis of information, or because it was an embarrass- 
ment, and I do not really have an answer one way or the other. 
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regardless of the reason, the point of departure if I were looking at 
this would be the day these hearings started and everything before 
that should be reviewed. 

The Chairman, Thank you very much. 

Senator Brown. Just one quick question. On pages 5 to 8 of your 
reports you reference the fact that a report in the New York 
Times, that there were 5,000 POW’s held by the North Vietnamese. 
In testimony earlier todav, by Mr. Ford 

Mr. UsRY. Senator, I think I can save you time. We were incor- 
rect. There is no two ways about that. There was a misquote. It has 
been corrected and that is in the new edition of the report. Howev- 
er, I would like to offer that. We still do hot feel that it changes 
the content of the point we are trying to make, but it is an error. I 
will not argue that. 

Senator Brown. I appreciate you setting that straight. Thank 
you Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Kassebaum. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to offer a 
comment. It is not particularly pertinent except to speak for the 
fact that you were an investigator for the Republican side, or the 
Minority side of the Foreign Relations Committee. This was not 
something undertaken by-— and I am a Republican Member of the 
Foreim Relations Committee— all of the minority side of the For- 
eign Relations Committee. 

Mr. UsRY. Agreed. 

Senator Kassebaum. I just wanted that for the record. 

The Chairman. The Minority of the Minority, Report. Senator 
McCain? 

Senator McCain. Thank you. It has been pointed out to Mr. Usry 
that your statements in your first report, in spite of 1,400 unre- 
solved reports of first-hand live sightings, the Department of De- 
fense remarkably still believes it has, quote no credible evidence, 
unquote. How does it dismiss these reports? Was it not important 
for you again? 

Mr. Usry. It was a typo. I agree. 

Senator McCain. Was it not important to mention that 75 per- 
cent of those were live sightings of people who were alive at the 
time, then later came home, so there were not 1,400 unresolved re- 
ports of first-hand live sightings. There was only 25 percent, of 
1,400 reports of first-hand live sightings that were unresolved, is 
that not correct? 

Mr. Usry. Senator, I take no exception to what you are saying, 
agmn. This is the way we wrote the report. It was reviewed and 
this was the determination as to the way it would be published. It 
think it is very easy to look at something in retrospect and Monday 
morning quarterback it and say, it should have gone this way. I am 
certainly not going to argue with that point. I am simply stating 
that this is what was the final product at the time and it stands as 
it is. 

I would also say that it was not 1,400 unresolved. It was 1,400 
resolved, and that is a typo. That has also been corrected. However, 
the point of fact we are trying to make is that there are 1,400 re- 
ports and all I am asking anybody to do and all I have ever asked 
anybody to do since the day I started on this is go, look at the intel- 
ligence yourself, look at the conclusions, reached by an analyst. 
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and then read the raw intelligence that they useo^to^rive their 
conclusions. 

See for yourself whether I am totally incorrect and if I am, I will 
freely admit so. Or, what I am saying is, in fact, correct, which is, 
there are bad analysis. 

Senator McCain. Please do not suffer under the impression that 
1 am alleging that you are incorrect in any way. I am just pointing 
out that a statement that says there are 1,400 unresolved reports of 
first-hand live sighting is far, far different and frankly, I think, a 
typo is not the description of it, where 75 percent of these live 
sighting reports were true and verified, but they happened to be in- 
dividuals who were there at the time and have since come home. 

Let me move on to the Borah pictures. When did you first obtain 
the pictures that were alleged to be Lieutenant Borah? 

Mr. Usry. July 13 or 14 I believe. It would have been the week- 
end of the National Alliance and National League of Families Con- 
vention here in Washington, DC. 

Senator McCain. What year? 

Mr. Usry. This year. 

Senator McCain. That is the first time you have ever had copies 
of the Borah pictures? 

Mr. Usry. Yes, sir, to my knowledge. 

Senator McCain. The Department of Defense seems to think you 
had them since 1989. Do you know why they would think that? 

Mr Usry. No I do not. Aiid if they would like to tell me I would 
be more than interested in hearing. I received the photographs, to 
the best of my recollection, from the family members themselves, 
when they were attending the National League of Families Con- 
vention on the weekend of July 12, 1 believe, was what it was. 

Senator McCain. Did anybody else on the staff have these pic- 
tures that you know of prior to July 1991? 

Mr. Usry. As far as I am aware, there was no-one else on our 
staff that had those. In fact, when I saw the photographs that were 
provided to me by the family members, I indicated to them at this 
time, or at that time, it was my belief that that was not their son 
or brother, but in fact a Laotian. However, I also indicated I was by 
no means an expert and we would try to get it analyzed. 

Senator McCain. Maybe somebody here from the Defense De- 
partment can clarify, why they believe. Can you, Mr. Sheetz— why 
you believed the information was— can you clarify from the micro- 
phone, so that we can have it on the record. 

Mr. Sheetz. I think from the interview of Mr. Ahroa, we know 
the pictures were taken some time in 1990, early in 1990. All the 
Defense Department knows is the first time they came to our 
knowledge was when they were shown on nationwide TV. Jack 
Bailey indicated to us, in an aside, in our debriefing with him in 
August of this year, that he had turned over copies of the Carr pic- 
tures to the Senate, approximately a year previously. 

Senator McCain. That was an incorrect statement on the part of 
Mr. Bailey. Was that an incorrect statement on the part of Mr. 
Bailey, to your knowledge, Mr. Usry? 

Mr. Usry. I do not know. I know I did not come into possession of 
any of the Carr photos at that particular point in time. In fact the 



744 


745 


first time I was even aware of Carr photos is when I saw a teleco- 
pied copy of the Carr photos in Senator Grassley’s office. % 

Senator McCain. I am speaking of Borah photos. 

Mr. UsRY. I believed you asked me about Carr photos. 

Senator McCain. I am sorry, but you know of no-one else who 
had, besides those family members who gave you that picture, you 
know of no-one that works on the Hill that had copies of those pic- 
tures, before you did in July 1991. 

Mr. UsRY. It is my understanding that those photographs were ^ 
sent to the FBI some months before for analysis by another 
member on the Hill. But again, that is secondary information. I am 
not aware, personally, of that occurring. That is just information I 
have heard. 

Senator McCain. Thank you. I hope we can clear that up be- 
cause obviously you share my view that we want any information 
to be brought to the proper authorities; any and all authorities that ^ 
can act on any information that we have both government and 
nongovernment, as rapidly as possible and clearly we would want 
to bring any information we had to the Department of Defense and 
the DIA, I am sure you ^ee with that. Before your trip, and I 
guess the basis of your trip, please correct me if I am wrong, was 
primarily based on information that was brought forward by 
Khambang, correct? 

Mr. UsRY. It is our understanding, the information was Tunneled * 

or channeled through Khambang to the Judge. I would also like to 
add that, and this weis in fact discussed with Secretary of Defense 
that we were not comfortable, totally, with the information, but 
due to the limited mount of time in which the sources or alleged 
sources could stay in Thailand, since they were Laotian we were 
more or less forced to act in the time frame, that we did. I mean 
under ideal circumstances certainly there would have been a differ- * 
pt situation, but because this was more or less put upon us at the 
last minute we felt that it was compelling enough that we had to 
act. 

Senator McCain. Thank you, thank you very much, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Smith. Mr. Chairman, I think I can help clarify that for 
Sei^tor McCain. And I do not know whether other contacts were ^ 
made to other Senators or Congressmen by Mr. Gayden, but I did 
receive, he came, and Mr. Gayden came to my office and I am 
tiymg to remember whether I was in the Senate or the House at 
the time, but I believe it was the Senate. And I would stand cor- 
rected if that is not accurate, but I believe it was around the time 
that I ^k office, which would have been in December 1990 or Jan- 
uary 1991, and he indicated that he had a photograph of somebody < 
that alleged to be Borah and refused to provide that photograph to 
me, but indicated that, he showed it to me. Subsequently, a number 
of weeb or months later, he did bring Mr. Gayden did bring those 
photos in, at which time I provided them to General Vessey, in my 
office, so that would just clarify what happened as far as my in- 
volvement with those photographs. 

The Chairman. Mr. Usry, if no other members have questions, # 
let me summarize before 1 ask the administration if they have any 
further word and before the close today. Let me ask them first of 


all if they do, Mr. Ford, do you have anything that you want to 
0 respond to? You do not and Mr. Sheetz? No. 

Mr. Usry, let me say this to you. You have sat here and appro- 
priately sort of taken some heat, I think, and questions and people 
saying, is this a fact, is that a fact, and in effect have had to say, 
well that was a mistake or this was not, on some items, which 
makes you like DOD, DIA, and a lot of other folks who are here, it 
makes all of us in the same boat, in a sense. We are all capable of 
g that. I think it has been helpful. My personal opinion is, it has 
been very helpful because it sets a standard, if you will, for how 
this committee ingoing to have to proceed for whatever we put out 
in a report. But I want the record to show that I believe your in- 
tentions here are of the highest order. I think you want this issue 
resolved and 1 think you are absolutely concerned, legitimately, 
about having this resolved and I think your motivations are appro- 
^ priate to want to get answers where you ought to get them and 

• while, I and others, might have some differences wth you as to 
how some material was presented, I do not think any of us would 
doubt your sincerity and your commitment and the extraordinary 
time you have put in to try and help us resolve it. 

It does underscore the committee’s responsibility to do this re- 
sponsibly and carefully, without iiyuiw to people who are working 
_ hard in the field, who do not bear culpability for things that took 

• place 16 years ago, or 20 years ^o, which they did not decide, and 
which they did not do and it is important to try and separate that 
as we go along here. 

Part of the effort that I view this committee charged with is- to 
try to show that Congress can do something well, rationally and 
reasonably and that we can have a good work product and govern- 
ment does not have to mess things up but rather it can shed light 

• and restore credibility. And so, we have helped scratch the surface 
of that today. 

We are going to have to go through your report and you are 
going to have to help us go through the report to separate not all 
of it in public like we did today but to separate what stands up and 
what does not and what stands up we are going to go after and we 
are going to look at. So when ultimately we do it we are going to 
0 have to deal with your report and the prior reports. Now, I take it 
that you are prepared as you said you were last week, to turn all 
the material over to the Committee and work with the staff and 
you will be working with the staff in an effort to help us sort that 
out, am I correct? 

Mr. Usry. Absolutely. 

'The Chairman. And I also take it Mr. Ford, the administration 
0 is prepared to get back to us on the request I made with respect to 
the declassification process at issue? 

Mr. Ford. That is correct. 

The Chairman. And third, you are prepared to set in motion this 
new relationship with the families. So that we can all work to 
guarantee their getting the information that they desire. 

Mr. Ford. That is correct. Mr. Chairman. 

0 The Chairman. I thank you for that. I think that is a very im- 
portant first outgrowth of the committee’s effort if you will, I think 
it is going to be very important to helping resolve this. 
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We will be meeting as a closed committee on Wednesday of next ^ 

week to hear from CIA, NSC and DIA and meanwhile the commit- # ^ 
tee will be fanning out in a number of directions, talking with 
people and seeking information. I think we crossed an important 
divide, if you will, in the course of the last 4 days’ hearings, not 
consecutive days, but in these hearings. And I just want to summa- 
rize this before we proceed to the last witness, but I think that Sec- 
retary Ford and Secretary Cheney and others have basically ac- 
knowledged, not basically but have acknowledged, that it appears # • 
as though some folks were left behind and that is what this is all 
about. 

There are various degrees of evidence about that, not the least of 
which is somebody like Bill Bell asserting it, as well as others who 
have asMrted it, some not before this committee. I want to again 
emphasize that this committee is not seeking to become a forum 
for finger pointing. If the Soviet Union can make an announce- # ^ 
ment about huge numbers of people being killed by their troops ! 

during the war then others can actoowledge things that happen^, 
surely 20 years later, we can make some admissions of error and 
move on. 

I would be much happier if this process enables people to do that. 

So that we can understand the truth and clear the air and move 
on, rather than get caught in some exercise of flagellation about 
that past. I think we have heard a considerable amount in these 
first 3 days, and I appreciate Senator Grassley’s comments on the 
floor last nightr I am glad he has found these first few days valua- 
ble. I think we have had a good beginning. Let me thank you, Mr. 

Usry, now if you could make those materials available and begin to 
help us catalogue them and so forth, we need to get to work 
through that and I appreciate your testimony. 

Mr. Usry. Senator, can I give you one more document? 

The CHAraMAN. Sure. 

Mr. Usry. You had asked the Department of Defense, and I am 
certainly not trying to iwurp thern again. TTiat is certainly one of 
the things that I had. It is just basically a number-crunching of cas- 
udties from between January 1961 and December 2, 1973, and its 
origin is the Department of Defense, Office of the A^istant l^re- ^ i a 

tary of Defense Comptroller Direct for Information Operations and ® I 

is dated December 5, 1973. 

[See p. 932 of the appendix.] 

The Chairman. That will be very helpful to us and that is part 
of the record and that will be very helpful because part of what 
wll be submitted next week or so will be our own numbers-crunch- 
ing of DIA and others in an effort to really ascertain once and for I a 

all what the chart is on this and we will factor that in. ® i ^ 

Mr. Usry. What I wanted to point out in this and again, I am 
sure that the numbers have changed because of information that 
has been provided since 1973, but as of the December 2, 1973, still 
carried in a technical status of captured pr interned were 59 
people, and I believe that that is something that does need to be 
explained as I am sure that it can be again. This was faxed to me, i ^ 

and I said that I would get it in and I would assume that the docu- % i ® 
ment is a valid document which is easily checked but it is certainly 
is a starting point. 
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The Chairman. We have a number of other documents that bear 
on this and we will be working on those. 

Senator McCain. As you know, Mr. Usry, those were people that 
we had photographs, communication with, and clear evidence that 
they were alive, at least at the time of their capture, and in some 
cases they were resolved because we knew what had happened to 
them and others have never been resolved, so I think we are aware 
of that and that is why we have started through this process, as 
flawed as it may have been from time to time. Thank you. 

The Chairman. We have one final panelist, this will be a very 
very brief presentation, but one that is important also and I would 
ask Mary Backley, the director of operations for the National 
League of POW/MIA families if she would come forward, please. 
Thank you, Mr. Usry. 

Mr. Usry. Thank you. 

STATEMENT OF MARY BACKLEY, DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS, 
NATIONAL LEAGUE OF FAMILIES, WASHINGTON, DC 

Ms. Backley. Mr. Chairman, I realize it has been a very long day 
and I will be as brief as I possibly can. Prior to beginning I must 
say, and thank the commito for their desire and their persistence 
in terms of declassification of the road map which I heard earlier 
today, that is something that our League Board has unanimously 
approved and would like to see, declassification of the road map. 

We believe that a great deal of confusion will be cleared up if 
that document were to be made public and so I thank the commit- 
tee for that. 

Mr. Chairman, and members of the select committee. Thank you 
for the opportunity to provide an official response to Patricia 
O’Grady’s accusations against the National League of Families 
during her testimony before this committee on November 7. The 
League fully supports the committee’s insistence on substantiation 
of all assertions and requests the committee’s consent to examine 
Ms. O’Grady’s purported documentation, if received. 

Since Ms. O’Grady neglected to provide any specific examples to 
support her allegations, it is difficult to decipher the basis for her 
claims. However, I will address each accusation individually, clari- 
fying League positions and policies as adopted by the annually 
elected board and/or membership. 

According to Ms. O’Grady the National League of Families does 
not represent the interests of the men. 

Founded in 1970, the National League of Families is the only na- 
tional organization comprised solely of close relatives of Americans 
still prisoner, missing and unaccounted for in Southeast Asia, as 
well as Vietnam POW’s, returned POW’s. 

As stipulated in the Articles of Incorporation, previously submit- 
ted to the committee, the League’s threefold objective has been and 
is first, the return of all prisoners; second, the fullest possible ac- 
counting for the missing; and third, repatriation of remains of 
those who died while serving our nation in Southeast Asia. This 
threefold objective recognizes as it has since our founding, the rela- 
tionship between the live prisoner issue and ending uncertainty. In 
keeping with these objectives, the League has strongly advocated 
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and supported increased U.S. Government efforts which have thus 
far resulted in the return of over 300 Americans to their families 
and to their homeland. 

It is our position that Americans are still held in Indochina. 
Therefore, the League continues to press for their return. At the 
same time, the fullest possible accounting is crucial to achieving 
answers for the families and directly impacts on the live prisoner 
issue. The two tracks must be pursued simultaneously. 

The return of any and all live Americans is our highest objective, 
and the League cannot and will not discriminate when it comes to 
obtaining answere. We accept and appreciate all information pro- 
vided by the Indochinese Governments. Though critics have ex- 
pressed their differences with the League, even Ms. O'Grady does 
not disagree with the League on this point. 

According to Ms. O’Grady, there is a deliberate plan within the 
League to undermine the issue and thwart efforts to return live 
prisoners, Mrs. Griffiths has extensive investment and personal in- 
terest with the U.S. Government. 

I believe that these three accusations in particular represent the 
core of misinformation which has circulated from time to time over 
the past 5 years about the Let^e and its leadership, including the 
^ard of directors and executive director. The League’s objectives 
have l^n and remain ciwstal clear. Strategies to achieve our goals 
have changed dramatically through the League’s 4iistory depending 
upon the level of U.S. Government attention and commitment, or 
la^ thereof,-with which the families have had to deal. 

For the first time, we have recently looked at our accomplish- 
ments since 1982. As you can see and confirm, the League is re- 
spoMible for many of the changes in U.S. Government policy on 
the POW/MIA issue, particularly concerning live prisoners of war 

Guilin ly participant in the official 

POW/MIA Interagency Group, Mrs. Griffiths, as the families desig- 

® position to help develop 
POW/MIA policy and constantly monitor implementation, but 
brmgs family member concerns to the policy-formulating body 

T^e Lea^e will only maintain its position on the lAG as long as 
Ti®® I ® s^red by the vast majority 

of the faimlies m the League. Should the families blindly trust that 

again become the 

policy of the 19908. If 0.8. policy potentially endangers resolution 
ot the issue, Mrs. Gnffiths is in a position to criticize and work in- 
ternally to rertify problerns to ensure that the best interests of 
i the families and the issue are protected. 

criticisms do not appear on the front pages of The 
Washmgton Times, Spot Light, Stars and Stripes, National Trib- 
une, or m rome veterans’ publications, it is inaccurate to assume 
that there is dways a^eement between the League and the U S 
^vemment. 'Hiere is disagreement, often at times; however, there 
IS also the ability to work together to resolve differences. Publicity 
of disa^wments, as we have seen, is in Hanoi’s interest, not ours, 
unless U.b. policy and priorities were dropped. 

^ for the allegation concerning Mrs. Griffiths’ personal interest 
and extensive investment with the U.S. Government, I am com- 
pelled to agree with Ms. O’Grady that as a family member, with 
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her own brother still missing in Vietnam, Mrs. Griffiths does have 
a personal interest, as do the other 2,270 families. 

Ms. O’Grady’s inference is false by the fact that Mrs. Griffiths 
requested that her name not be considered to serve in a senior 
DOD post in. the 1985, 1986 time frame. In fact, Mrs. Griffiths has 
served for 13 years as executive director of the League, acting on 
behalf of all the families, per the policies and positions adopted by 
the membership and board of directors, not her own. 

According to Ms. O’Grady, Mrs. Griffiths chooses members of the 
board of directors to her liking and rigs elections of the board of 
directors. Mrs. Griffiths goes beyond approach; she deliberately 
blocks the democratic process and refused board member access to 
the League’s family member list. 

The League's balloting process for board election and resolution 
consideration by the membership is approved by the board of direc- 
tors and implemented by the staff, under my personal supervision 
and control. Mrs. Griffiths has never assisted or participated in the 
ballot distribution, collection and tabulation process, which I will 
outline as follows: 

In order to be a member of the League, thus eligible to vote or 
serve on the board, criteria as set forth in the bylaws must be met 
and a signed application must be on file. 

Ballots are individually numbered and distributed to all eligible 
Le^ue members. The ballots are then inserted in the envelope and_ 
mailed to all eligible family members. - - 

A self-addressed, pre-posted return envelope is enclosed with the 
ballots to ensure that ballots are”retumed to a contr?icte.d certified 
public accounting firm, not sent to the League office. Any ballots 
received in the League office are immediately forwarded to the ac- 
counting firm which inputs each ballot number into their computer 
to ensure ballots are not duplicated. 

Upon completion of tabulation, a letter certifying the results is 
forwarded to the League office. 

Prior to the spring of 1986, the League enjoyed the voluntary 
services of a division in The American Legion, to receive, tabulate 
and certify all League balloting. The time and effort devoted to tab- 
ulating incoming ballots were provided to the League on a volun- 
tary basis. 

In the spring 1986, three board members who were seeking re- 
election questioned the integrity of the process performed by 'The 
American Legion. As a result, a CPA firm was and has since been 
contracted to receive, tabulate and certify all balloting by the 
League membership, including on poli^ questions. 

It should be noted that a process which was performed with accu- 
racy Md at no charge for many years now costs the League a sub- 
stant^ amount of money per contracted tabulation. In addition, 
questions on the validity of the balloting process performed by 'The 
American Legion were initiated by those who were subsequently 
defeated by the membership to serve on the board. 

As for access to the League membership list, a poll of the entire 
membership was conduct^ in 1986 regarding continuation of 
League policv to hold in confidence the names and addresses of 
League members. By over two-thirds majority, the voting members 
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elected, to retain this policy which was reaffirmed in September of 
this year by the elected board of directors. 

According to Ms. O’Grady, Mrs. Griffiths controls the flow of in- 
formation to the families and participates with the U.S. Govern- 
ment in the concealment of information from the families. 

As stipulated in documents previously submitted the League, to 
include Mrs. Griffiths, has consistently pressed for complete disclo- 
sure of information to the primary next-of-kin. In 1982, per the 
League's recoinmendation, the Reagan Administration adopted a 
I»licy of full disclosure to the primary next-of-kin of all informa- 
tion which pertains, or may pertain, to their missing relative. In 
1988, Senator Smith, as a Member of the House of Representatives, 
submitted an amendment to the Intelligence Authorization Act 
which codified this policy into law. Obviously, the League was and 
is in full support of this policy and appreciated Senator Smith’s ac- 
tions on the families behalf It is up to appropriate U.S. Govern- 
ment agencies to fully implement this policy in a timely manner. 
'That is their job, as dictated by law, not the League’s and certainly 
not Mrs. Griffiths’ responsibility. 

Five, Mrs. Griffiths’ definition of resolution is different than that 
of the families. 

According to Ms. - O’Grady, on a number of occasions, to include 
in all national media, print, radio and television, Mrs. Griffiths has 
publicly stated her personal belief that Americans are stUl alive in 
Indochina, most recently last Wednesday - she stated the^ same 
before this tximmittee. In addition, Mrs. Griffiths has repeatedly 
stated that she is in complete agreement with the threefold objec- 
tive of the League. 'This threefold objective was formulated by the 
families when the League was incorporated and remains the same 
today. 

Ms. O’Grady has insinuated that Mrs. Griffiths’ self-interest su- 
persedes the recovery of live Americans. 

To be miite honest, Mr. Chairman, I was very taken aback by 
this slanderous allegation. I believe the issue of self-interest was 
appropriately addressed earlier, as well as Mrs. Griffiths’ position 
regirding live Americas. 

However, I would like to conclude my testimony with personal 
thoughts based upon over 8 years’ experience of working with her. 
^ile my tenure with the League has been one of amazement and 
frustration for various reasons, it has also been one of admiration 
for the incredible dedication, persistence and perseverance exhibit- 
^ by Mrs. Griffiths despite some very unpleasant circumstances 
based on orchestrated attempts to discredit the National League of 
Families. 

I have worked closely with Mrs. Griffiths for 6 of my 8 years. All 
allegations I have thus far either heard or read concerning her or 
her performance as executive director are false. In her position as 
executive dire^r, she is not looking for accolades and she is not 
looking to be liked. She is trying to do her job and press all respon- 
sible avenues to obtain answers for the families. 

There has never b^n such a more critical time on the issue than 
now. In a sad irony, it is somewhat reminiscent of the war. Domes- 
tic divisiveness clearly influeric^ our Nation’s view of the Vietnam 
war. Unfortunately, that divisiveness has returned. Serious coop- 


eration from the governments of Indochina could resolve this issue 
and opportunities to obtain that cooperation are available, with 
unified support behind them. 

Deliberate attacks against any individual, circulation of rumor 
rather than fact, and calculated condemnation of the League’s 
leadership and executive director based on lies have once again cre- 
ated mistrust, which in my view could shortly destroy the issue, 
Though much remains to be done, the League and its membership 
should be extremely proud of the accomplishments thus far 
achieved due to its persistence. 

I believe that when this issue is resolved, it will be due to the 
steadfast determination of this organization to press forward, 
rather thM backward. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and Members of 
the committee, I look forward to any questions you may have. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Backley follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Mary Backley 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Select Committee; 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide an official response to Patricia 
O’Grady’s accusations against the National League of Families during her testimo- 
ny before this Committee on November 7. The League fully supports the Commit- 
tee's insistence on substantiation of all assertions and requests the Committee's con- 
sent to examine Ms. O’Grady’s purported documentation, if received. 

Since Ms. O’Grady neglected to provide any specific examples to support her alle- 
gations, it is difficult to decipher the basis for her claims; however, 1 will address 
each accusation individually, clarifying League positions and policies as adopted by 
the annually elected board and/or membership. 

1/ According to Ms. O'Grady, the National League of Families does not represent the 
interests of the men. 

Founded in 1970, the National League of Families is the only national organiza- 
tion comprised solely of close relatives of Americans still prisoner, missing and un- 
accounted for in Southeast Asia, as well as returned Vietnam POW’s. As stipulated 
in the Articles of Incorporation, previously submitted, the League’s three-fold objec- 
tive has been and is first, the return of all prisoners; second, the fullest possible ac- 
counting for the missing; and third, the repatriation of remains of those who died 
while serving our nation in Southeast Asia. This three fold objective recognizes, as it 
has since our founding, the relationship between the live prisoner issue and ending 
uncertainty. In keeping with these objectives, the League has strongly advocated 
and supported increased U.S. Government efforts which have thus far resulted in 
the return of over 300 Americans to their families and to our country. 

It is our position that Americans are still held in Indochina; therefore, the Lea^e 
continues to press for their return. At the same time, the fullest possible accounting 
is crucial to achieving answers for the families and directly impacts on the live pris- 
oner issue. The two tracks must be pursued simultaneously. 

The return of any and all live Americans is our highest objective, and the League 
can not and will not discriminate when it comes to obtaining answers. We accept 
and appreciate all information provided by the Indochinese governments. Though 
critics have expressed their differences with the League, even Ms. O’Grady does not 
disagree with the League on this point. 

2) According to Ms. O’Grady, there is a deliberate plan within the League to under- 
mine the issue and thwart efforts to return live prisoners. Mrs. Griffiths has ex- 
tensive investment and personal interest with the U.S. Government. 

These three accusations in particular represent the core of misinformation which 
has circulated from time to time over the past 5 years about the League and its 
leadership, including the board of directors and executive director. The League’s ob- 
jectives have been and remain crystal clear. Strategies to achieve our goals have 
changed dramatically throughout the League's history dependent upon the level of 
U.S. Government attention and commitment, or lack thereof, with which the fami- 
lies have had to deal. 
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For the first time, we have looked at our accomplishments since 1982. As you can 
see and confirm, the League is responsible for many of the changes in U.S. Govern- 
ment policy on the POW/MIA issue, particularly concerning live prisoners of war, 
As the only nongovernment, active participant in the official POW/MIA Interagen- 
cy Group, Mrs. Grifllths, ^ the families designated representative, is not only in a 
position to help develop POW/MIA policy and constantly monitor implementation, 
but brings family member concerns to the policy-formulating body. 

The league will only maintain its position on the I AG as long as we feel it is 
productive; this is a view shared by the vast majority of the families in the League. 
Should the families blindly trust that the abandonment policy of the 70’s will not 
again become the Mlicy of the 90's? If U.S. policy potentially endangers resolution 
of the issue, Mrs. Griffiths is in a position to criticize and work internally to rectify 
problems to ensure that the best interests of those still missing, the families and the 
issue are protected. 

While League criticisms do not appear on the front page of The Washington 
Times, Spot Light, Stars and Stripes, National Tribune or in some veterans publica- 
tions, it is inaccurate to assume that there is always agreement between the League 
and the U.S. Government. There is disagreement, often at times; however, there is 
also the ability to work together to resolve differences. Publicity of disagreements, 
as we have seen, is in Hanoi’s interest, not ours, unless U,S. policy and priority 
were dropped. 

As for the allegation concerning Mrs. Griffiths’ personal interest and extensive 
investment with the U.S. Government, I am compelled to agree with Ms. O’Grady 
that as a family member, with her own brother still missing in Vietnam, Mrs. Grif- 
fiths does have a personal interest, as do the other 2,270 families. 

• Ms. O’Grady’s inference is false by the fact that Mrs. Griffiths requested that her 
name not be considered to serve in a senior DOD post in the 1985-86 time frame. In 
fact, Mrs. Griffiths has served for 13 years as executive director of the League, 
acting on behalf of all the families, per the policies and positions adopted by the 
membership and board of directors, not her own. 

i) According to Ms. O'Grady, -Mrs. Griffiths chooses members of the board of direc- 
tors to her liking and rigs elections of the board of directors. Mrs7 Griffiths goes 
beyond approach; she deliberately blocks the democratic process and refused 
board member access to the League 's family member list. 

The League’s balloting process for board election and resolution consideration by 
the membership is approv^ by the board of directors and implemented by the staff, 
under my personal supervision and control. Mrs. Griffiths has never assisted or par- 
ticipated in the ballot distribution, collection and tabulation process, which is as fol- 
lows; 

In order to be a member of the League, thus eligible to vote or serve on the 
board, criteria as set forth in the by-laws must be met and a signed application 
must be on file. 

Ballots are individually numbered and distributed to all eligible League mem- 
bers. The ballots are then inserted in the envelope and mailed to all eligible 
family members. 

A self-addressed, pre-posted return envelope is enclosed with the ballots to 
ensure that ballots are returned to a contracted certified public accounting 
firm, not sent to the League office. Any ballots received in the League office are 
immediately forwarded to the accounting firm which inputs each ballot number 
into their computer to ensure ballots are not duplicated. 

Upon completion of tabulation, a letter certifying the results is forwarded to 
the League office. 

Prior to the Spring of 1986, the League enjoyed the voluntary services of a divi- 
sion in The American Legion, to receive, tabulate and certify all League balloting. 
The time and effort devoted to tabulating incoming ballots were provided to the 
League on a voluntary basis. 

In Spring of 1986, three board members who were seeking re-election questioned 
the integrity of the process performed by The American Legion. As a result, a CPA 
firm was and has since been contracted to receive, tabulate and certify all balloting 
by the Leanie membership, including on policy questions. 

It should be noted that a process which was performed with accuracy and at no 
charge for many years now costs the League over $2,000 per contracted tabulation. 
In addition, questions on the validity of the balloting process performed by The 
American Legion were initiated by those, including Mb. O'Grady, who were subse- 
quently defeated by the membership to serve on the board. 



As for accew to the League membership list, a poll of the entire membership was 
conducted m 1986 regarding continuation of League policy to hold in confidence the 
names and addreraes of league members. By over 2/3 majority, the voting members 
elected to retain this policy which was reaffirmed in September of this year by the 
elected board of directors. 

4/ According to Ms. 0 ’Grady, Mrs. Griffiths controls the flow of information to the 
families and participates with the U.S. Government in the concealment of infor- 
mation from the families. 

n “ documents previously submitted, the League, to include Mrs. 

Griffiths, has consistentlv pressed for complete disclosure of information to the pri- 
mary next-of-kin. In 1982, per the League’s recommendation, the Reagan Adminis- 
tration adopted a policy of full disclosure to the primary-next-of-kin of all informa- 
tion which pertains, or may pertain, to their missing relative. In 1988, Senator 
bmith, K a member of the House of Representatives, submitted an amendment to 
the Intelligence Authorization Act which codified this policy into law. Obviously, 
the League was and is in fall supiwrt of this policy and appreciated &nator Smith’s 
actions on the families behalf. It is up to appropriate U.S. Government agencies to 
tmiy implement this policy in a timely manner. That is their job, as dictated by law, 
not the League s and certainly not Mrs. Griffiths’ responsibility. 

5) Mrs. Griffiths defmtion of resolution is different than that of the families. 

On num^ia occwons, to include in air national media, print, radio and televi- 
siqn, Mrs. Gimiths has publicly stated her personal belief that Americans are still 
M reantly last Wednesday before this committee. In addition, 

Mrs. GnffitM h^ repeatedly stated that she is in complete agreement with the 
thr^fold objective of the league. This three-fold objective was formulated by the 
families when the League was incorporated and remains the same today. 

6) Mrs. Griffiths ’ self interest supersedes the recovery of live Americans. 

To be quhe honest, I was very taken back by this slanderous allegation. I believe 
the Mue of self-intewt was appropriately addressed earlier, as well as Mrs. Grif- 
fiths posifion regarding live Americans. However, I would like to conclude my testi- 
mony wth personal thoughts based upon over 8 years experience of working with 
her. While my tenure with the League has been one of amazement and frustration 
tor various reawns, it has also been one of admiration for the incredible dedication, 
pereistence and perseverance exhibited by Mrs. Griffiths despite some very unpleas- 
ant circumstoces based on orchestrated attempts to discredit the National League 
of Fainihes. I have worked closely with Mrs. Griffiths for 6 of my 8 years. All allega- 
tions I have thus far either heard or read concerning her or her performance as 
executive director are false. In her position as executive director, she is not looking 
for accoladw and she is riot looking to be liked. She is trying to do her job and press 
all iwponsible avenues to obtain answers for the families. 

There 1^ never been si^ a more critical time on the issue than now. In a sad 
irony, it is somewhat reminiscent of the war. Domestic divislveness clearly influ- 
enced our naUon s view of the Vietnam war. Unfortunately, that divisiveness has 
returned. Serious cooperation from the Governments of Indochina could resolve this 
issue, and opporturdtw to obtain that cooperation are available, with unified sup- 
port bemnd them, ^liberate attacks against any individual, circulation of rumor 
rather than and calculated condemnation of the League’s leadership and execu- 
tive director based on liee have once again created mistrust, which in my view, 
could shi^y destroy the issue. Though much remains to be done, the League and 
Its memwnhip should be extremely proud of the accomplishments thus far 
achievM due to its persistenoe. I believe that when this issue is resolved, it will be 
due to the steadfast determination of this organization to press forward, rather than 
backward. 

Thank you. 1 look forward to your questions. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Ms. Backley. 

I do not have any questions. I am going to make one statement 
and then I will turn to Senator Smith. 

I am sorry for any hard feelings or sense of abuse that any 
member of the League or anyone has felt in this process. But as 
you know, and as everylx^y knows and is coming to know, there 
are tensions around this issue and there are deeply-felt opinions. 
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ments that are dealing with it and really stood up for what it be- 
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Ms. Backley. Absolutely, and thank you— but the ironic part 
about it is that the House select committee also concluded that 
there was little to no chance of further accountability of Ameri- 
cans. 

Well, the organization obviously did hot sit down for that. We 
kept on pressing. And ironically, over 230 Americans have been ac- 
counted for since the committee issued that statement. 

So there is— obviously there is experience from past that led us 
and obviously caused us great concern. We did not want to see that 
committee, or this committee to take that direction. 

The Chairman. And now you are filled with admiration and con- 
fidence about this committee’s ability to come to resolution. 
[Laughter.] 

Senator Smith. I just want to say in conclusion, I appreciate your 
candor. And hopefully we can work together and put the past 
behind us. 

And just from a personal standpoint, I think a lot can be done to 
involve some of those who, quote “have been dissentors” unquote 
in the process. And I think it would be profitable for all. 

Ms. Backley. 1 know the board looks forward to working with 
the committee in whatever capacity they can— as does Mrs. Grif- 
fiths. Again, she fully concurs with your statement in your opening 
remarks. Senator, as I think everybody does. 

The Chairman. We have been here a long time, folks. We got 
here at 8:30 this .morning for the committee session. And with the 
exception of a vote we have not left here. And so this has been a 
long day. 

I appreciate very much your testimony. The committee now has 
a significant amount of work cut out for it. We will proceed, in the 
next weeks to have a hearing if the committee feels it has suffi- 
cient reason to have a public hearing. But a great deal of our work 
in the next weeks will be depositions and interrogatories and pri- 
vate work, and data work and so forth. 

And BO we will make an announcement when we will next have 
a public session. I want to assure all those who follow the work of 
this committee on a day-to-day basis— and there are many— and I 
want to ensure all people who are sort of interested in the public 
aspect of this inquiry that the fact that we are not having a public 
hearing does not mean we are hiding anything, nor does it mean 
that we are not doing anything. It means we are going to proceed 
to do our homework. 

And there clearly will be public sessions as we proceed down 
here. And all data that we can conceivably make available to the 
public— with the exception of compromising national security as a 
judgment made by 12 U.S. Senators— will be made public as we 
proceed. 

So on that note, I thank my colleague, the Vice Chairman, for 
his help in these early days, and cooperation. And we have a good, 
solid working relationship with a lot of entities going here. 

And we will stand adjourned until further notice. 

Mrs. Backley. Thank you. 

[Whereupon, at 4:15 p.m. the committee adjourned.] 
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TESTIMONY SUBMITTED BY CONGRESSMAN LANE EVANS (D-IL) 
TO THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON POW/MIA AFFAIRS 


Mr. Chairman and Members of the Select Committee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony for the 
record. At the onset, I would like to commend the entire 
committee for its efforts to finally resolve this issue. As 
Members of Congress and citizens of the United States, it is our 
responsibility to do everything possible to account for our 
missing service and civilian personnel. 

As a Marine, I was taught that we were never to leave 
anyone behind, dead or alive. This simple rule is drilled into 
all our military personnel from boot camp until discharge. 
Nevertheless, there remain 2,273 U.S. service and civilian 
personnel unaccounted for in Southeast Asia. The fate of these 
bravo men and women continues to be one of the most divisive and 
painful legacies of the Vietnam War. The U.S. government owes it 
to these individuals, their families, and the country as a whole 
to account for our POWs and MIAs. 

Despite the fact that Presidents Reagan and Bush have called 
the POW/MIA Issue our "highest national priority," there is no 
question that the American government has handled the issue 
poorly. Even today, virtually all reliable infonnation remains 
classified so' that the American public still remains in the dark 
about what progress has been made since Operation Homecoming. We 
also owe all of those affected an explanation of what the U.S. 
government has done and what it desperately needs to do to 
conclude this painful chapter in our nation's history. 

The American public's trust in the government's handling of 
this issue has never been lower. The recent storm of controversy 
over the allegations of Col. Millard Peck, former head of the 
Pentagon's POW/MIA office, and the surfacing of alleged 
photographs of POW/MIA 's has only added fuel to the fire. I hope 
that in addition to stirring the government to do a more complete 
and thorough job on answering the POW/MIA question, we can also 
convince the American people that its own government will pursue 
this issue as truly one of its "highest national priorities". I 
think that the creation of this Committee, along with the hearings 
you are now holding, will help accomplish this goal. 

While we cannot forget or excuse the failure of the 
Vietnamese and American governments to resolve this issue, we have 
to recognize that we are now faced with a tremendous opportunity. 
When I traveled to Vietnam last July, I noted that with its recent 
change in leadership the Vietnamese government is far more willing 
than ever before to help us account for our missing personnel. 
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They promised that our government, veterans organizations, and 

families will be able to go anyplace at anytime without prior 

notification to investigate both crash sites and live sighting 

reports. They have also promised access tb previously classified ^ 

military records in their military libraries, archives, and 

museums. We need to take these promises seriously and we ought to 

{>u8h other governments of Southeast Asia for the Same kind of 

access. 

Congress has and can continue to play a vital role in our 
attempt to resolve the issue. 1 am sure that your committee will 
prove to be an important step In this process. The committee will 
allow congress to fully examine to problems that have plagued our f) 

efforts to resolve the POW/HIA issue, it will also provide us 
with a forum to explore the best strategy to pursue from here on 
out. Similarly, legislation such as the "Truth” bill, of which I 
am a cosponsor, would establish formal procedures in the 
investigative process and also serve as a check on the process. 

As you know, the "Truth” bill, H.R. 1730, would establish a 
thorough procedure of investigations to analyze the evidence 
pertaining to the missing person before the finding of death can w 

be made. This legislation would also give the families of POWs 
and MIAS from the Vietnam conflict the right to review the 
circumstances surrounding the disappearance of their loved one. 

H.R. 2208 would provide procedural due process in determining the 
status of missing persons. It would also require the Secretary of 
Defense- to review the procedures regarding.^e determination and 
resolution of the missing status. The bill also directs the heads ~ — 

of Federal departments or agencies which hold or receive records 
and information which could possibly have been correlated to U.S. f) 

personnel listed as POWs and MIAs after 1940, including from World 
War II and the Korean and Vietnam conflicts, to publicly disclose 
such records and information. 

I am happy to say that the President and his staff are now 
following Congress' lead by paying more attention to this 
Important issue. The Department of Defense has recently opened a 
new office in Hanoi to deal with POW/MIA issues. DOD also has 
authorized a new deputy assistant secretary of defense for POW/MIA 
affairs and plans to expand the staff assigned to this issue from 
136 to 240. 

Finally, as a former Marine and a member of both the House 
Committee on Armed Services and the Committee on Veterans' 

Affairs, I assure you that I have and will continue to do all that 
I can to seek ensure a full accounting of our military personnel 
that have died or been detained in other countries. It is in the 
interest of all Americans, and it is certainly the obligation of .|) 

this nation, to locate these individuals who have sacrificed so 
dearly for their country. 
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Itte Honorable John Kerry 
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Senate Select Oonmittee on PQK/MIA Affaira 
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■ttechad report that aevetal of ay coUeaguaa and I who eerved in the 
Vietnan Mac - RepraeenUtlvea SAaggs, Peteraon, Itolba, Shodat, and 
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Cantadla, and Uoa in AugKat, 1991, for the Mownbar 5, 6, and 7 haarlng 
raoorda of the Senate Select Oosnitbae on lOK/KIA Affairs. 
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nomliiation of CTlatione with Vietnan once e ooqpriheneivt setUanent for 
Canbodie ia aignad. Now that an agramht has bean signed, discuisions can 
"begin pertaining to notaalizing taletioni between the United Statta and 
thsM Southaut Asian countriu and lifting the O.S. economic aibaigo 
■gaihst Vietnan and Canbodia. 

I hope this report will b# of value to you in reviewing theu issues. 
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FOREWORD 

In March 1991, Congressman Pate Peterson and I began 
discussions which grew into a month-long fact-finding probe into 
the long-unresolved controversy over the fate of America's missingr 
in-action servicemen who are still unaccounted for more than 15 
years after the Vietnam War. Our review and analysis led us to 
organize a Congressional delegation, Unique in composition and 
mission. 

We enlisted a bipartisan delegation marked not only by its 
members' common bond -of _ military service in V^tnam, but by their 
open. spirit of inquiry. As we began- planning what- was to be our 
first trip back to Vietnam since the war, each brought longstanding 
questions about the fate of fellow servicemen. Only weeks before 
our trip, the publication of a photograph of three individuals 
identified by family members as their long-missing loved ones 
provoked sharp reactions across the country. 

Over the years, our country's views of the POW/MIA issue have 
been influenced by conflicting forces. The hopes of loved ones 
have been manipulated — by governments of the region, by 
profiteers, by sensationalists. Many have questioned our own 
government's role in resolving the POW/MIA dilemma. Was there a 
SSVfilUfi, as some alleged? Has resolution of the issue been a real 
governmental priority? Was the failure to make more progress a 
symptom of mismanagement or incompetence? Has the secrecy which 
shrouded our government's efforts to gather information frustrating 
its aim of winning public understanding? 

The announcement, in April, 1991, that our Government would 
address the POW/KIA issue as part of a "roadmap" which would govern 
the pace and scope of any normalization of our relations with the 
government of Vietnam gave added focus to our agenda. Despite the 
State Department's apparent unwillingness to share the 
text of its roadmap with the CODEL, the Department and many 
government and nongovernment officials urged us to reinforce its 
message to those leaders we might meet in Vietnam and Cambodia. 
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Perhaps ironically, the roadmap fused two of the most haunting 
remnants of conflict in post World War II Southeast Asia — the 
genocidal devastation and civil war in Cambodia and the unresolved 
fate of America’s missing in action. 

We set out fob Southeast Asia in August, therefore, to study 
all facets of the POW/MIA issue as well as the process of 
•settlement of the civil war in Cambodia, both key elements of the 
roadmap. We did so on the premise that an "on-the-ground" analysis 
might be not only more telling, but that it might differ 
substantially from "findings" reached in Washington, D.C. 

We framed our inquiry to focus on four subjects: (i) the 
intensity ,and effectiveness of our own government's efforts to 
resolve the . POW/MIA issue;. (2) the level of cooperation we are 
receiving from governments in Southeast Asia; (3) progress toward 
a comprehensive, lasting peace in Cambodia; and (4) the process for 
normalizing relations between our country and both Vietnam and 
Cambodia, and for moving toward full diplomatic relations with 
Laos . 


This publication reflect^ our findings. It reflects the rich, 
diverse backgrounds of the members — experience in military 
service, foreign affairs, intelligence, international trade and 
economics, organization and management, and veterans' issues. Most 
importantly, it reflects the objectivity with which the CODEL 
members confronted the vexing questions they studied. Despite 
differences in their backgrounds, the members had a common 
commitment to conduct a studied, independent analysis of the 
issues. That open spirit of inquiry and the debt we owe to those 
who did not return from this war, as well as to the anguished 
families of the missing in action, have^ in my view, forged a 
commitment far more compelling than party or philosophy of 
government. It is my hope, and that of the members of this 
delegation, that this report will help move us closer to the 
answers we all seek. 


TOM CARPER 


INTRODUCTION 

On August 3, 1991, a bipartisan group of members of the House 
of Representatives began an eight day trip to Southeast Asia to 
complete an examination into the fate of servicemen unaccounted for 
in Southeast Asia; progress on the search for a satisfactory 
settlement of the civil war in Cambodia; -and the process of 
improving and normalizing relations between the United States and 
Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia, respectively. The delegation 
consisted of Representatives Carper, Peterson, Kolbe, Rhodes, 
Skaggs, and Cilohrast. The delegation net with officials of the 
Lao People's Democratic Republic, the State of Cambodia, and the 
Socialist Republic of Vietnam. The trip also included a series of 
en-route briefing and fact-finding sessions with Department of 



CMtMi SnMf? Casualty Resolution Center and the 
Central Identification Laboratory in: Hawaii, and with State 
Department and Defense Intelligence Agency personnel at the U.S. 
Embassy in Bangkok, Thailand^ (See attached schedule.) 


This report incorporates current information furnished by 
officials of the countries we visited, as well as our own analysis 
and recommendations, based on extensive study, briefings, and 
observations. We hope this report will be helpful to the Congress 
as it is called upon to consider legislation or to review policies 
bn the issues discussed. We take the liberty of directing this 
report as well to the Executive Branch in view of the paramount 
importance we, and, we believe, the American people, attach to 
these issues. 


This delegation was privileged to travel to this region and 
study these issues at a critical point in time; We respectfully 
offer our views to those entrusted with responsibility to shape and 
execute national policy. 


DISCUSSION 


• In one sense, our journey to Southeast Asia began long before 
we boarded our C-135 at Andrews Air Force Base. In some 
measure it began with our service in the Vietnam War more than 
twenty years ago, representing, as we do, the experience of Army 
Vli ground, Navy in the air and inland watervay 5 ^ 

ana Air Force in the skies. This journey was a genuine guest for 

••“king those answers long before 
this CODEL was conceived. - 


Our search had its- roots in the vietnajj war, a conflict which 
shaped each of us as individuals, and from which each of us 
returned a stronger person. 


Just as the war affected us as individuals, the conflict and 
its aftennath altered us as a nation. As a society, we have grown 
from that experience, and largely put the war behind us. We in the 
Congress have helped bring about that closure — through the 
establishment and funding of veterans' programs, the development 
of a framework for resolving claims based on "Agent Orange" 
exposure, and many other ways. 

Vestiges of the war have continued to haunt us, however. 
None has had more troubling affect than the wrenching questions 
evoked by the letters "POW/MIA," 

1 the Vietnam War, we feel a special poignancy 
in the question ~ what happened to our missing in action? 
Grappling with that question as a group, though, has taken us in 
many directions, in this effort, we have re-walked paths a numbtr 
of our colleagues in Congress had charted, reviewing their hearing 
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records, reports, and studies. Over several weeks, we met with 
virtually every available expert — inside the U.S. government and 
out, from spokesmen for, to the most vigorous opponents of, 
Administration policy. 

Pursuing questions methodically and analytically, we continued 
to confront voices of skepticism and distrust. Allegations of 
"government coverup" continue to find their way into a national 
debate which has come to be referred to as "the POW/MIA issue". Is 
there substance to the "conspiracy" theory? If not, how would one 
overcome such perceptions? "Travel to Southeast Asia, see things 
on the ground! You'll see all we're doing to get this issue behind 
us," we were told. However, we found the view on the ground in 
Southeast Asia almost as obscured as the View from Washington. 

It is clear that resolving the POW/MIA issue is a matter of 
.national policy. It is equally clear, however, that the policy 
has never had the "top" priority our chief executives have 
■ rhetorically assigned it. 

We salute the many dedicated, talented professionals ~ 
linguists, anthropologists, forensic analysts, technicians, and 
others -- who have devoted years, and often much of their 
professional working lives, to searching for hidden answers. We 
want to provide that acknowledgment because they seldom if ever 
win medals or public accolades for their painstaking work. Like 
so much of the work associated with this "highest national 
priority" it is a story that has never bean fully told and thus not 
understood. Their work has helped to unravel the mystery for many 
families of missing servicemen, and ended years of doubt and 
uncertainty. They deserve the praise and admiration of all 
Americans for their selfless work under extraordinarily difficult 
conditions. “ ~ “ 


Policymaking 

We have certainly seen considerable energy and a high level 
of U.S. government concern devoted to POW/MIA matters in recent 
months. Over the years and up to the present, however, dedicated 
and focused central management, direction, and consistent 
coordination of POW/MIA activities has seemed as much fortuitous 
as planned. This sweeping charge is not mads lightly or without due 
regard to the complexity of the job. 

Reluctantly, we have to question the leadership directing 
those efforts. We question whether, at the highest level, there 
has bean the kind of ongoing, hands-on direction needed to carry 
out a compelling national priority. 

It appears that policy on the POW/MIA issue is not set by any 
one single responsible official. Instead, policymaking regarding 
the POW/MIA issue is "coordinated" through an interagency body — 
the POW/HIA Interagency Group (lAG). That group's membership 
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Southeast Asia, our own visit, while providing no indication that 
any government is holding American prisoners of war, gave ample 
evidence of why the American public has come to doubt its own 
government's effort to resolve these questions. One must question 
the priority that has been given to finding these men. 

■'Our Government's policy holds, in pertinent part, that 
"actions to investigate live-sighting reports receive and will 
continue’ to receive necessary priority and resources based on the 
assumption that at least some Americans are still held captive." 
(Emphasis added.) It is noteworthy that the "cannot rule out the 
possibility" position was only adopted in 1987. From 1973 to 1987, 
the government position was that "no living MIA/POWs remained in 
Southeast Asia." 

As to current policy, the precise meaning of the phrase 
"necessary priority" is not clear. Our own observations lead us 
to conclude, however, that our government's primary energies and 
resources -- such as they are — are being devoted not to any 
aggressive effort to find the living, but instead to locating 
remains and accounting for the deceased. Since 1987, the method 
of search for live Americans has been essentially "reaction" rather 
than "action" oriented. More specifically, the Search has been 
largely an exercise in reieetlna evidence: disproving the validity 
of photographs and debunking reports of "live sightings", rather 
than aggressively trying to determine if they are true . The 
presumption seems to lie on the side of hoax and falsehood. 

It is simplistic, and bordering on the evasive, for our 
Government to declare that "[o)nly the communist, governments of 
Indochina know the answer." (See Do^D's POW-HIA Factbook, July 
1991.) One could infer from that statement that bur own government 
is -under no real obligation to act, let alone take heroic measures. 
In any case, the facts belie the "only thev know" proposition. 
This DoD rhetoric ignores the fact that Laos, for example. Is a 
desperately poor country whose infrastructure is so fragile that 
its major cities are not linked by a highway network. Travel from 
point to point may take two weeks. If one of the more than 500 
pilots downed over Laos (only nine of whom were among those 
released in 1973 in Operation Homecoming) survived and fell into 
the hands of forces other than the Pathet Lao, for example, might 
he be alive today in one of the many remote parts of Laos n&£ 
subject to the control of the central government? In terms of 
what is known and knowable, we have to consider that possibility 
seriously. Indeed knowledgeable U.S. Government officials found 
reason to believe that recently released photos, one set initially 
thought by some to be of Navy Lt. Daniel Borah and another strongly 
resembling Army Captain Donald Carr, were taken in Laos. (Our 
delegation urged the Lao to give all possible assistance and access 
to U.S. efforts to investigate those cases. The Lao did follow 
through aggressively. That effort, however, led to the finding in 
the first case that the photos thought to be of Lt. Borah, 
compelling as they appeared to be, were not of an American.) 
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Just as the POW/MIA mission on which our Government is 
embarked appears to suffer from a lack of focus and misdirection 
of purpose, its execution is hampered by what could be 
characterized as a byzantine organizational arrangement. 

After reviewing our Government's POW/HIA operations, we found 

ourselves asking the question, "who's in charge here?" one finds 
no satisfactory answer to that question. Indeed the answer seems 
to be "everyone", and, thus, "no one". Why that is so becomes 
readily apparent: the organizational landscape is crowded with 
different offices. These include a POW/MIA office in the Defense 
Intelligence Agency, the Joint Casualty Resolution Center (JCRC), 
the U.S. Army Central Identification Laboratory, Hawaii (CILHI), ^ 
the Special Presidential Emissary for POW/MIA; and the POW/MIA ® 
Interagency Group. 

Certain responsibilities among these offices overlap. Each ■ 
reports to a different authority. Information-sharing among them 
is uneven. Coordination among them appears to be a matter of 
practice, but is not organizationally assured. Some are dedicated 
exclusively to POW/MIA issues; others are subject to being diverted 
from that effort to address entirely unrelated responsibilities. 

Finally, the authority of -the entity dedicated to coordinating v 
policy on POW/MIA matters, the Interagency Croup, is simply 
undefined. 

The missions of the various offices and agencies with 
responsibilities for POM/MIA matters vary widely in scope. For 
example, the able Special Presidential Emissary, General Vessey, 
has a very narrow formal mission; resolution of 119 "discrepancy 
cases." Nevertheless, the perception in America and abroad is that 
this official heads the entire POW/MIA investigative effort. We 
can only speculate as to whether this is due to his identification 
as a Presidential representative, the high esteem in which General 
Vessey is held, or some other reason. 

to pinpoint the various offices involved in the 
POW/MIA issue, their respective missions, and their reporting 
arrangements is, frankly, confusing. What then, do the families 
of those missing in action, or the foreign governments whom we are 
pressing, make of it? 

While we have concluded that no one is really "in charge" of 
the government's POW/MIA effort, the command structure of the 
organizational components of that effort suggests too that it is 
aat a high profile, high priority effort. For example, what the 
Defense Department reports to be "the only government organization 
which has as its sols mission resolving the status of U.S. military 
and civilian personnel who remain unaccounted for as a result of 
the Southeast Asian conflict" (i.e. JCRC) is headed by a lieutenant Ji; 

colonel . *■ 
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current level of cooperation. 

This is not to say that we should be satisfied with the 
levels of current cooperation. In fact, we pressed that point 
consistently in high-level meetings throughout this trip. This is 
an important message, and one that should be raised repeatedly in 
all our contacts with those governments. In fact, Vietnamese 
officials gave promises of even more cooperation and allocation of 
resources; these assurances should be tested quickly. 

At the same time, recognition should be given to the 
cooperation and assistance we are receiving. It is ironic that our 
government should have diplomatic relations with Laos, a country 
which, until recently, has provided relatively limited assistance 
in PQW/KIA matters despite the widespread view that most of the 
unanswered questions concerning the missing-in-action lie in Laos, 
while maintaining a trade embargo against, and diplomatically 
isolating, Vietnam, a country which has substantially increased 
its cooperation on a range of POW/MIA issues. The question roust 
be raised whether beginning the process of normalization of 
relations with Vietnam and lifting the economic embargo is likely 
to enhance or diminish Vietnam's cooperation on POW/MIA issues. 

By contrast, Laos, while saving the right things, has done 
less than Vietnam. ’ Uos has agreed to a "one-year plan" for 
investigating crash sites. The U.S. has made proposals to the 
Laotians aimed at increasing the resources — materiel and 
personnel — devoted to these efforts. Our delegation urged Lao 
officials to do so. We dfi find noteworthy the support the Lao 
furnished U.S. investigators this summer, which ultimately produced 
disappointing findings in the case of photographs family members 
had identified as being of Navy Lt. Daniel Borah. 

Laos, which has diplomatic relations with us, seeks to 
elevate relations to the ambassadorial level, and to win most- 
favored nation trading status. But the Laotian government clearly 
understands that future relations with the U.S. depend on improved 
cooperation on MIA issues. 

It is important, however, that we not focus too narrowly in 
our efforts to secure the fullest possible cooperation overseas on 
POW/MIA matters. The Vietnam War, we know, saw many East bloc 
countrisB, from nearby China to far-off Cuba,, lend support to the 
North Vietnamese. That support ranged from materiel assistance to 
stationing military advisers In-country. The effort to resolve the 
POW/MIA issue is ultimately a search for information, and we must 
seek that out whtrevtr it may bs. Indesd the radically changed or 
changing geopolitical climate in many of North Vietnam's former 
wartime allies suggests that ths opportunity to secure cooperation 
and information from such governments may be greater 
perhaps svsr bsfors. we appreciate that the Department of State 
has pursued such inquiry with the Soviet Union, China, and other 
governments. Ws do not question the aggressiveness of that 
pursuit. Ws simply urge ths Department to continue to explore 


these channels, consistent with the priority this search demands. 

Vietnam ■ 

It is clear that all the countries in the region want improved 
relations with the United States. They realize that the Soviet 
Union, their former patron, has more pressing domestic cdncerns, 
and they are anxious to avoid domination by Japan or China. Voices 
in this country have urged our Government to, -forge a lasting 
trading relationship with Vietnam, a ' country which seems to be 
seeking to put enmity behind it. In our view, both, nations could 
potentially benefit in the long term from a closer political and 
economic relationship. 

Vietnam is a country of roughly 70 million people. It is 
noteworthy that that population has climbed substantially since the 
war's end and the country's unification in 1975 when, according to 
United Nations census data, the combined population of North and, 
South Vietnam totalled 48 million. Also, that population is 
relatively young, with a median age of 20.9 years, and its labor 
force is estimated to number 35 million. Domestically, Vietnam has 
instituted major economic reforms which have begun to improve the 
quality of its people's lives. Still Vietnam remains a desperately 
poor country with dramatic needs for infrastructure improvement and 
for economic development. The U.S. can play a major role in that 
nation's economic "blossoming" or we can cede those opportunities 
to international competitors. 

Our State Department's formula for the process of 
normalization with Vietnam i<-. set out in a "roadmap" which'ties 
normalization of diplomatic and ejconomic relations to continued 
progress on POW/MIA efforts and to Vietnam's carrying out -our 
policy goals for achievement of a Cambodian peace settlement. The 
"roadmap" concept can be helpful, in our view. And our Government 
must be prepared to honor its stated commitment to "immediately" 
proceed on the path toward normalization as soon as the conditions 
stipulated in the first phase of that understanding are met. 

A roadmap can provide more than a single route to the 
destination, however. In other words, the "roadmap" should not 
become a "roadblock." While we see merit in conditioning full 
normalization of diplomatic and economic ties to certain actions 
by the Government of Vietnam, we believe that that government has 
taken steps which warrant our giving consideration to review and 
possible relaxation of certain aspects of our trade embargo. The 
relatively rapid progress toward a peace settlement in Cambodia 
also suggests the need to reassess the precise formula reflected 
in the "roadmap." 

Vietnam's recent 7th Party congress suggests both a 
continuing emphasis on market-based economic reform and a "tilt" 
toward China. These developments also suggest the value of a 
positive signal from the United States. Vietnam faces deep 
financial problems with the elimination of Soviet aid, and with 


Japanese and European companies poised to reap opportunities there 
for trade, our Government's posture ultimately may place U.S. 
firms at a competitive disadvantage. 

In our view, a first step at least is warranted — to grant an 
exception to our country's trade embargo to permit 
telecommunications links between our countries. If we can re- 
establish telecommunications links with Iraq as we have recently 
done, we should do no less in Vietnam. It would appear that the 
bar to such links takes its heaviest toll not on the Government of 
Vietnam, but on pur own Vietnamese-Americans, who are denied the 
means to speak with loved ones who remained behind as well as on 
U.S. personnel operating in Vietnam. A second element could be to 
eliminate the 25-mile travel restriction on Vietnamese officials 
working at the United Nations. We have called repeatedly on the 
Vietnamese to ease travel restrictions on U.S. officials arid 
citizens traveling in that country. Our calls would be more 
credible if we eliminated what appears to be simply a punitive 
restriction. In that connection, it would be helpful for our 
Government to allow American businessmen to travel to Vietnam to 
explore commercial possibilities. Such a step, well short of 
actually conducting business, would also enhance search efforts by 
placing more American feet in-country and fostering more 
spontaneous travel to isolated regions. In taking such initial 
steps vis-a-vis Vietnam, however, it is important to avoid 
creating the perception that they represent elements of a quid pro 
quo. To that end, these steps could well be taken without fanfare 
or pronouncements; the message would be easily understood by the 
Vietnamese. 

This delegation witnessed the promising working relationship 
which has developed between members of our POW/MIA office in Hanoi 
and their Vietnamese counterparts. The-opening of that office, 
the access our people are getting to pertinent military archive 
materials, the Government's willingness to permit American 
officials to begin visiting prison facilities, and other actions 
taken in response to recent requests in connection with the 
publication of the "Robertson /Lundy /Stevens" photo, for example, 
are not insignificant acts. This is particularly so in light of 
the more hesitant and limited cooperation we have enjoyed in some 
of our dealings with the Lao. 

Vietnamese officials characterize their cooperation in 
accounting for the fate of our missing-in-action as 
"humanitarian." Surely, it is in our interest to respond in a 
similarly humanitarian manner by opening telecommunications links. 
Although this step is currently contemplated only in the second 
phase of the "roadmap", favorable action at this time, reflecting 
some flexibility, seems appropriate. 

Still, there is very credible evidence that, although 
Vietnam has turned over remains in the past, it continues to hold 
the remains of additional Americans. In discussions with 
Government officials, the delegation emphasized the importance of 
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’'unilattrally" rtturning rtcov^red renain*, and suggested that 
such action would benefit both of our countries. As the roadraap 
itself nakes clear, the repatriation of remains in Vietnam’* 
possession is an issue which must be resolved before we consider 
full normaliratioh. In that regard, the Vietnamese can take still 
further action to repatriate remains. In our discussions, we_ 
requested the Vietnamese to institute appropriate steps to waive 
or alter laws which bar or inhibit Vietnamese citizens from ^ 
bringing forward or identifying the whereabouts of remains of U.S. 
servicemen. While we obtained no commitment on this point, it is 
an issue we would urge our Government to pursue further. 

Cambodia 

We cannot overstate the importance tp tht . mian ot achieving 
real peace in Cambodia. The •' roadmap" is right, in our view, in 
calling on Vietnam to use its influence to press for a 
comprehsnsiva psace settlement. The Cambodians themselves have 
taken important stepe in that direction. Here, too, our 
Government can reach its objectives along more than one road. 

In our discussions, ws urged Cambodian officials as well as 
the Vietnamese ~ who can play an important role -- to work toward 
a comprehensive, lasting settlement. We pressed them to follow 
the general fradework, if not the blueprint, of the Cambodian 
peace plan endorsed by the five permanent mimbers of the U.N. 
Security council. There are certainly limits to the leverage 
Which the Vietnamese can exert, particularly given the wall— 
founded Cambodian concern that the formula for a settlement not 
provide any opening for the Khmer Rouge to seize pi^wer. 
Nevertheless, there appear to be common interests within Cambodia - 
and ini the region in achieving a comprehensive lasting settlement 
which ensures the right of the Cambodian people to elect their own 
government and which protects against the return of a genocidai 
regime in Phnom Penh. Resumption of relations between China and 
Vietnam points in this direction. 

Differences remain on the nature and extent of a U.N. role in 
disarming and demobilizing the armed forces of the warring 
factions. These differences stem from an enormous and justified 
mistrust of the motives end plans of the Khmer Rouge. While we 
have encouraged adherence to the U.N. plan, one should not be 
surprised to see the nations most affected — Cambodia, Vietnam, 
China, end Thailand ~ reach their own understanding. As long as 
such an understanding is comprehensive ip scope, end guarantees 
the Cambodian people self-determination, while checking foreign 
interference in Cambodian internal affairs, we do not believe such 
an accommodation should adversely affect the process of 
normalization of relations between the United States and Vietnam. 

Stability in this region is clearly linked to stability in 
Cambodia, with that psrspsctivs, we note that Cambodian 
talks continue to progress at a pace which gives a reel basis for 
optimism. 
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Laos 

Like Vietnam and Cambodia, Laos Is clearly a state in 
transition. It is progressing methodically, with substantial 
economic reforms,, to develop something closer to a free-market 
economy. The country has only recently adopted a new 
constitution. It is a country with great needs. Understandably, 
Laos' concerns vis-a-vis the United States occupy a. relatively 
lower priority than those of many other nations. , In. regional 
terms, however, it should not be overlooked. Its peasant farmers’ 
production of opium-producing poppies, alone, demands that it not 
escape bur attention. And certainly our Justice Department's Drug 
Enforcement Agency has real concerns. Laos nay also hold answers 
to the MIA riddle, given its rugged terrain over which more than 
500 pilots were lost, only a handful of whom were among, those 
released by Hanoi in 1973. One must also acknowledge the vast 
humanitarian needs facing this country. U.S. Government-provided 
humanitarian assistance, frankly, is meager in scope. 

Until recently, the Lao have appeared to move warily to meet 
our urgings. Some ascribe this to culture, others to limited 
resources — materiel and human, others to the question "why 
should they?" 

One need not have confidently answered that question, 
however, to conclude that bur Government can and should do more in 
Laos. 



Me welcome the State Department's efforts to link 
improvements in cooperation _on POW/MlA developments to easing in 
t)ur relationships with these countries. Our extensive travel 
throughout Indochina provided graphic “svidence, however, of the 
poverty of this region, of the toll of decades of war, and of the 
need for humanitarian and technical assistance. Each of these 
countries remain fascinated with America and looks to us with 
hope. Each wants to put war behind it. 

A common pattern of commitment to economic reform holds some 
promise for improving the lives of the peoples of the region, as 
well as for cementing better relations between these nations and 
their neighbors and with the West. The question can be raised 
whether beginning the process of normalization with the countries 
of Southeast Asia, especially Vietnam, would encourage or 
discourage economic reform. From our study, the answer appears to 
be that economic reform would be encouraged by beginning the 
process of normalization. 

In considering the question of improved relations with these 
countries in the future, it Is important to appreciate that these 
are all states in transition. We can only speculate on where 
that transition will ultimately take them. At this point in time, 
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though, one finds striking the contrast between the spirit of 
fi ggnpHl i c reform manifest in each of these countries, on the one 
hand, and their apparent ideoloaical rierld^fy ^ nn the other. The 
degree to which real political reforms take root will, of course, 
ultimately color the depth and nature of future relations with us. 

There are other important issues to be considered issues 

regarding the plight of. Cambodian refugees, political detainees in 
Vietnam, humanitarian and discrimination issues related to the 
treatment of those who served with us in the South Vietnamese 
armed forces, and narcotics control and interdiction. We pressed 
the respective governments oh these and other issues, and urge the 
State Department to continue to do so. 

There is much that can be done in this region, perhaps in 
part by our Government and certainly by non-governmental 
organizations. Solely by way of example, one opportunity for 
important work lies in the humanitarian program for Amerasian 
youngsters and family members who pass through a transit center in 
Vietnam on their way to the United States. Thousands more will 
pass through its doors. While this center provides housing, often 
for many months, only very rudimentary English instruction and 
sewing and jewelry-making classes are available to the in-transit 
residents. The scene cries out for assistance to arm these people 
with the language and employment skills for the difficult 
transition ahead. 

The region has seen much suffering. And, its needs are great. 
But we also found reason for hope -- in the domestic changes 
underway, in momentum for peace in Cambodia, in the search for a 
more positive relationship with this country. 

RECOMMENDATIONS ' ~ 

In light of our findings, discussed above, we believe that 
progress in both accounting for the fate of America's missing-in- 
action in the Vietnam War and moving toward a comprehensive peace 
settlement in Cambodia can be advanced by a number of actions on 
the part of our Government. Accordingly, and with due regard to 
the expertise in, and jurisdictional authority of, several 
committees of the Congress, we offer the following recommendations 
for appropriate executive and legislative consideration. We 
recommend that: 

1. the U.S. Government clarify the priority it attaches to 
resolving the POW/MIA issue — which, we urge, reflect that it 
truly considers it a high priority ~ and that it allocate a 
commensurate level of resources to that effort; 

2. (a) responsibility for policy formulation, coordination, 
and operations be vested in the Secretary of Defense; and (b) that 
the POW/MIA Interagency Group be disbanded; 

3. in carrying out such responsibility for POW/MIA affairs. 
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the Secretary of Defense establish a single office — headed by a 
highly motivated and able officer of at least one star rank, such 
position to be rotated at appropriate intervals — to be in charge 
of all POW/MIA activities and to whom all elements carrying out 
those activities report-; 

# 4. the Secretary reorganize those elements carrying out 

POW/MIA activities, particularly JCRC and CILHI, to assure 
integration and uniform reporting within a single command 
structure; and immediately replace current incumbents in 
command/director .positions who have served in that capacity for 
five Or more years; 

5. the Secretary take all possible steps, coordinating as 
necessary with other involved Departments, to accelerate efforts 

H to achieve as full an accounting a a possible of the fate of 

America's missing in action, to include such specific measures as:. 

(a) deploying in Vietnam and Laos , particularly, (rather than 
in Hawaii or Bangkok) .such additional personnel as are deemed to 
be needed to expand efforts currently carried out under the 
auspices of the JCRC and CILHI; pressing Laos, Vietnam, and 
Cambodia for the right to assign such personnel for extended in- 
country stays of up to six months; and assigning certain of those 
personnel to work Independently to clear landing zones near crash 

A sites to reduce the time required .by excavation teams to reach 

^ remote sites; 

(b) strongly encouraging the governments of Vietnam and Laos 
to designate personnel for the United States to train to assist In 
our excavation efforts in those countries; 

(c) pursuing aggressively an arrangement under which in- 
country teams can increase their acces_8 to excavation sites and 
the safety of such transportation (through negotiation to permit ^ 
the use of U.S. helicopters and pilots, or in the alternative, 

^ arrangements for training Vietnamese^ Lao, and Cambodian pilots to 

^ fly U.S. owned or leased helicopters which could be given to those 

governments upon completion of our Government's efforts; 

(d) stimulating further cooperation from the governments of 
the region through increasing the school-building activities of 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (through the Corps and possibly 
also through other Department assets such as Navy Seabee units) in 
Laos, and possibly replicating those efforts in Vietnam and 
Cambodia, (consideration should also be given to such humanitarian 
assistance as construction of health clinics) ; and 

V («) developing more reliable mechanisms for ground 

transportation of U.S. personnel in the field in Vietnam (to 
include consideration of deploying utility vehicles donated by the 
Japanese during the Persian Gulf crisis if they are readily 
available and could be serviced by dealers in Vietnam in lieu of 
the current practice of using vehicles which must be flown to Guam 
to be repaired); 

6. the Secretary limit to an advisory role the involvement of 

9 nongovernment entities in the area of POW/MIA affairs, and that 

the Secretary consider establishing a Federal advisory committee 
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through which such nongovsrnmsnt antltias night provide guidance; 

7. the Secretary (a.) review the classification procedures 
applicable to intalligence-gathering in POW/MIA affairs, and take 
all necessary neasures to declassify information on, and gained 
through, such intelligence-gathering* to the max inuiti extent 
possible; and (b.) strive to reduce the clandestine character of 
POW/MIA search activities (recognizing that that secretivcness nay 
have more to do with the professional backgrounds of those 
assigned to such missions than to the requirements of the search 
itself); 

B. the Secretary, after carrying out the above 
recommendations and any other actions to further efforts to 
provide as full an accounting as possible of the fate of those 
missing in action, personally communicate with the American people 
through electronic and print media, to the extent possible, to 
explain in full the means through which the Department is working 
to resolve the issue and the degree of success it has had, with 
the aim of enhancing public confidence in that process and • 
minimizing the suspicions which have clouded that effort; 

9. the Secretary, in coordination with the Secretary of 
State, develop a coordinated "master*' plan for carrying out 
POW/MIA operations,' which identifies the precise roles, 
responsibilities, and interaction of and among the respective 
Governments, agencies, and officials involved; 

10. the Secretary prepare for the Special Presidential 
Emissary to Hanoi , for POW/MIA Affairs (General Vessey) a follow-up 
list of additional compelling cases for resolution to be taken up 
upon completion of the original list of 119 "discrepancy cases 
(with an eye to dispelling' concerns that stil-l more compelling 
cases were not included among the original 119) ; 

*11. the Secretary of State consider ~ in light of both the 
progress already made toward realizing a comprehensive, lasting 
settlement of the civil war in Cambodia and actions taken by 
Vietnam — recommending to the President taking a first step or 
steps (consistent with the Secretary's assessment of the progress 
achieved) toward normalization of relations with Vietnam (to 
include our Government's carrying out the steps outlined in Phase 
I of the "roadmap"), and particularly toward recommending (a) the 
grant of an exception to the trade embargo to permit 
telecommunications links between the two countries, taking into 
account how that step is in our own country's best interest, its 
humanitarian significance, as well as Vietnam's substantial 
progress toward development of a market economy; and, (b) lifting 
the 25-mile travel ban on diplomats representing the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam at the United Nations and easing the travel 
restrictions on officials of Vietnam and Cambodia who seek to 
visit the United States; 

12. in light of the steps already taken by Vietnam, the 
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Secretary ~ upon the signing of a Paris Conference/United Nations 
agreement on a Cambodian political settlement — begin immediately 
the process of normalizing relations with Vietnam as set forth in 
the April 1991 "roadmap"/ to include speedy action to facilitate 
telecommunication links as described in recommendation number 11, 
above ; and 

13. The Secretary of State consider any other steps within 
that official's control which might further U.S. Government 
efforts to hasten the process of obtaining as full an accounting 
as possible of the fate of America's missing in action as well as 
public confidence in that accounting, to include: 

(a) determining Whether provisions of Vietnamese law may 
deter or inhibit some Vietnamese citizens from relinquishing or 
identifying the whereabouts of remains of U.S. MIA's, and, if so, 
exploring with the Government of Vietnam legal remedies to 
encourage such citizens to return such remains to include 
consideration of our Government's instituting a policy of 
providing modest financial rewards in instances where the remains 
were subsequently identified as Americans; and 

(b) coordinating with officials of the governments of 
Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia to request their assistance in 
enabling family members of U.S. MIA's/POW's to move freely about 
those countries, and to encourage and facilitate the efforts of 
family members so interested to do so. 


♦The delegation recognizes that progress toward, and potentially 
imminent signing of, an agreement on a Cambodian political 
settlement may make this recommendation moot. 
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6:30 pm - 7:30 pm: Briefing for members and staff by Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State Ken Quinn at Andrews Air Force Base. 

7:30 pm - 7;45 pm: Press Conference at Andrews Air Force Base. 

11 pm: Depart Washington, DC for Klckam Air Force Base, Hawaii. 


2 am: Arrive Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii. 


11 am - 12 pm: Brunch with CiNCPAC Rear Admiral Larry Vogt. 

12 pm - 1 pm: Briefing for members and staff by the Joint Casualty 
Resolution Center (JCRC) staff: Lt. Col Joe Harvey (Commander, 
JCRC) ; Lt. Col. Roger Caebel (Negotiations officer); Major Jim 
Moye (Operations Officer); LCDR Sharon Armour (Executive officer) ; 
Mr. Ray Spock (Casualty Data Division Officer); Captain Chad 
Pohlers (Senior Analyst) at JCRC, Barbers Point - Hawaii. 

1 pm - 2 pm: Briefing for members and staff by the U.S. Army 
central Identification Laboratory (CILHI) staff: Lt. Col. 

Johnnie Webb (Commander, CZLKZ) ; First Sergeant Richard Huston . 
(First Sergeant); Captain William Hudson (operations Officer); - 
Chief Warrant officer ilichael Gosnell (Adjutant); Major Jimmie 
Schmidt (bdontologist) ; Mr. K. Thorne Helgesen (Lab 
Administrato):) ; Dr. Kim Schneider (Anthropologist) at CILHI. 

2:30 pm: Depart Hawaii for Bangkok, Thailand. 


1 am: Arrive Bangkok, Thailand. 


8 am - 9 am: Coffee for members and staff with the American 
Chamber of Commerce in Thailand at the Imperial Hotel: David 
Hendrix (County Corp. officer. Citibank N.SA.); Harold Vickery 
(Director of Vickery, Prapone, Pramuan A Worachai, ROP); Toby 
Marion (General Manager, Caltex Oil Thailand T,T'D); David Lyman 
(Partner of Tilleke t Gibbins ROP) ; Thomas Seale (Executive 
Director of the American Chamber of Commerce in Thailand); Kenneth 
Lambert (Chairman, KLPL Asia); Raymond Eaton (Chairman, Export 
Development Trading); Beth Krasna (Director, Krasna ( Associates); 
Jerry Loupee (Managing Director, Himont Asia Pacific); 
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Richard Blue (Representative, The Asia Foundation); David Copeland 
(Managing Director, Black & Veatch International) ; Douglas Gardner 
(Chief of Finance & Admin, , Maekong Committee),; tom Olson (Country 
Manager, American President Lines) ; Jack Phillips (Resident 
Manager, Premier oil Pacific LTD) ; William Reinsch (Managing 
ft , Director, Transpo International LTD); Annick Hemsin (Director, 

Tilleke & Gibbons Consultants LTD) . 

B am ~ 10:30 am: Working breakfast for members and staff with 
Deputy Chief of Mission Victor Tomaseth (US Embassy - Bangkok) and 
Special Assistant to the Ambassador Andre Sauvageot at the 
Imperial Hotel. 

11 am - 2 pm: Briefing and working lunch for members and staff 

* with Major Frye and Colonel Kohl of JCRC and CILHI at the US 

• Embassy - Bangkok (includes briefing for members only). 

2 pm - 3 pm: Briefing for members and staff by Drug Enforcement 
. Agency (DEA) staff: Glen Cooper and Don Stern at the US Embassy - 
Bangkok. 

3:30 PM: Depart Bangkok, Thailand for Vientiane, Laos. 

^ 4:30 pm: Arrive Vientiane, Laos. 

4:30 pm - 6:30 pm: Briefing for members and staff by Charge 
D'Affaires Charlie Salmon at the US Embassy - Vientiane (including 
■ several embassy staff) . 

6:30 pm - 10:30 pm: Reception and Dinner for members and staff 
with Charlie Salmon, US Embassy staff, and Lao officials (See 
attached list) at Charlie Salmon's Residence. 

f 
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Wednesday ^.August 7 

7:45 an - 8:45 an: Working breakfast for nenbers and staff with US 
experts assisting the governnent of Laos on economic reforms and 
UN representatives at Charlie Salmon Residence. 

9 an - 10 an: Meeting for nenbers and staff with Vice Minister of 
Foreign Affairs Soubahn Srithirath of Laos. 

10 an - 11 an: Meeting for nenbers and staff with Vice President 
of the National Assenbly Thongsing Thanoavong of Laos. 

11 an - 12 pn: Meeting for nenbers and staff with Foreign Minister 
Phoun Sipraseuth of Laos. 

12 pm - 1 pn: Meeting for nenbers and staff with Minister of 
Foreign Economic Relations Phao Bounnaphonh of Laos. 

1 pn: Depart Vientiane, Laos for Phnon Penh, Canbodia. 

3:30 pm: Arrive Phnon Penh, Canbodia. 

4:30 pn - 6 pn: Meeting for members and staff with Foreign 
Minister Hor Nan Hong of Cambodia. 

7 pn 10 pn: Meeting and Dinner for nenbers and staff with Deputy 
Prime Minister Kong Son 01, Deputy Foreign Minister Long Visalo, 
Member of Parliament Dr Abdul Xoyone, Member of Parliament Ms, 

Son Kin Suol, Deputy Director of the Department of Foreign Affairs 
Sin Suong, and Director of the Jepaf tnent of the America's Thean 
Chuny. . - 

10 pn - 11 pn: Tress "interviews. 
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Thursday. August 8 

7 an: Depart phnon Penh, Cambodia for Hanoi, Vietnam. 

10:30 an: Arrive Hanoi. 

12 pn r 2 pn: Working Lunch and Briefing for members and staff 
with Bob Destatte, Researcher at US MIA office in Hanoi, at Boss 
Hotel. 

2 pn “ 3 pn: Meeting for members and staff with Director of the 
Americas Department Hr. Dang Nghiem Bai at the Vietnamese Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs (old French Governor's Palace), including 
Vietnamese Foreign ministry Officials. 

3 pn - 4 pn: Meeting for members and staff with Foreign Minister 
Nguyen Co Thach at, the Vietnamese Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
including Vietnamese Foreign Ministry officials. 

*** Delegation split into two groups. 

Group A: Reps. Carper, Kolbe, and Skaggs. 

4 pm - 6 pm: Visit to Prosthetics Center (AFMA Center) hosted by 
Director Dang Hanh Loc and Le Due Loi (engineer) . 

Group B: Reps. Peterson and Gilchrest. 

4 pm - 6 pm: Visit former POW prison compound. Reps. Peiterson and 
Gilchrest attended. 

*** Delegation regroups 

7 pm - 10 pm: Dinner for members and staff at the Vietnamese 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs hosted by Mr. Dang Nghiem Bai and 
staff of the Americas Department. 

rridftY. hW'iSl ? 

8 am: Depart Hanoi for Ho Chi Minh City. 

10:30 an: Arrive Ho Chi Minh City. 

2 pm - 3 pm: Visit to the Amerasian Transit Center for members and 
staff with ATC Director Mr. Le Van Thien and ATC Deputy Director 
Mr. Tuan. 

3 pn - 4 pn: Visit to the Orderly Departure Program for members 
and staff with Alison Krupnick (consul) . 

5 pm - 6 pn: Meeting for members and staff with Vice Chairman of 
the People's Committee Pham Chanh True, Deputy Director of the 
Foreign Affairs office of HCPL City Huynh Ngoc An, Economic 
Advisor Nguyen Hau, at the residential palace. 


7 an: Depart Hp Chi Minh City for Da Nang. 

9 an: Arrive Da Nang. 

*** Delegation split into two groups. 

Group A: Repsi Carper, Peterson, and Kolbe. 

9 an - 10 an: Visit with Vietnanese nenbers of the 14th Joint 
U.s.-Victnanese Excavation Team: Director Nguyen Dinh An, Ngo Van 
Tran, Doan. Ngoc Dau, and Hal Quy Tfung. 

10 an - 11 an: Visit with US and Vietnanese nenbers of the 14th 
Joint US-Vietnanese Excavation Tean: Investigation & Recovery Tean 
Connander Bill Bell, Investigation Tean Chief Janes Webb, Tean 
Medic Garry Bolduc, Tean Analyst Keith Flanagan, Tean Analyst 
Stephen Thonpson, Crave Recovery Specialist Randall Nash, and 
Grave Recovery Specialist Tonny Taylor. 

Group B: Reps. Skaggs, Rhodes, and Gilchrest. 

9 an - 11 an: Tour of Da Nang. 

*«* Delegation regroups 

11 an: Depart Da Nang for Hanoi. 

1 pn: Arrive Hanoi. 

-2:30 pn: Meeting for nenbers and staff with General Secretary, 
Vietnanese Connunist Party, Do Muoi, including Foreign Ministry 
officials. : . 

4:30 pn Depart Hanoi for Hawaii. 

*** Cross international date line 


2 pn: Arrive Hawaii. Press Conference. 

3 pn - 5 pn: Discussion with CINCPAC General Fields and Major 
General Christnas. 


6 an: Depart Hawaii for Colorado (initial disenbarkation) 
and for Washington, DC 
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BRIEFINGS RECEIVED IN 
PREPARATION FOR TRIP TO SOUTHEAST ASIA 

The following meetings and briefings were held prior to departure 
for Southeast Asia, August 3, 1991: 

DATE ■ WITH 

July 22 . Khenthong Nouanthasing, second Secretary, Embassy of 
Laos 

July 23 Jin Webb, forner Secretary of the Navy 

July 24 Bill Herod, Editor Indochina Digest, trade journal 
Robert Muller, Vietnam Veterans of America Foundation 

July 25 Rep. Lane Evans, who recently traveled to Vietnam 

General Vessey, President's Special Emissary to Vietnam 

Marie Huhtala Acting Director, Office of Vietnam, Laos, 
Cambodia affairs; Scot Harciel, Laotian Desk 
Officer; Frank Light, Vietnamese Desk Officer; 
Department of State 


July 29 Ann Mills Griffiths, National League of Families 

Kien Pham, Special Assistant to Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for International Scurity Affairs 

' Bob Sheets, Chief, Special Office for POH/HIA, Defense 
Intelligence Agency 

Lionel Rosenblatt, President, Refugee International 

Senator John McCain, who recently traveled to Southeast 
Asia 

Gerritt Gong, Resident Scholar on Southeast Asia, Center 
for Strategic i International Studies (CSIS) 

July 31 Allen Pell Crawford, Investigative Journalist, 

Washington Post 

Bill Franks & Steve Hayes, 'Operation Snile', private 
humanitarian relief operation in Vietnam 

Paul Mather, former Connander, Joint Casualty Resolution 
Center 

Senator John Kerry, who recently traveled to Southeast 

Asia 


Aug 1 Chris Lamb, Former Australian Ambassador to Burma and 
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Thailand, now based in Washington. 

Jay Winik, National Defense University 

Carl Ford, Assistant Secretary of Defense for East Asian 
& Pacific Affairs 

Dick Cheney, Secretary of Defense 

Captain Red McDaniel, Col. Mike Peck 

Ken Quinn, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State, who 
recently returned from Southeast Asia 
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STATEMENT 

Tracy Usry, Chief Investigator, Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, Republican Staff 
Before the Senate Select Committee on POWIMIA Affairs 
November 15, 1991 

Mr. Chaiiman, memben of the Committee, let me thank you again for this opportunity to 
address you today. 

I wiU addressyour questiomfromlastweekin theotdertheyemie asked, dting the page and 

line number of the transcript of last week's hearings, which correspond to each of your questions. 

L(9*20);SeiutorK^ ''But in fact,it is true, is itnot,thatnine Americans were turned over 
to the US in 19W from Laos, who were nominally Pathet Uio Prisoners? Those were counted as 
repatriated from Laos.” 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record, a copy of a document, from the Defense Intelligence 
Agency, dated 7 Dec 1977, addrcued to Captain Raymond A. Vohden, USN, Principal Advisor 
Office of PW/MIA Affairs, OASD/ISA, Room 26252, the Pentagon, Washington DC 20301. 
Subject Pathet Lao Knouiedge on UiL Prisoners. 

The correspondence providet a summation of information held by DIA regarding the degree of 
knowledgeabiIitypossestedbytbePathetLaoonU.S.penonnelunaccountedforinLaot. Pagefive 

of the document sutes in part "..the nine U.S. personnel «dio bad been captured in Laos and who 
were released in Hanoi during Operation Homecoming were all captured by North Vietnamese 
forces operating in Laos and mon^ to Motth Vietnam for detention.” 

I (lS-9) Senator McOain; ”So your allegation that the two Thai Special Forces identified 
Dooley's photograph as a fellow inmate is false.” 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record a declassified, sanitized, U.S. Air Force Message, date 
and time group 0S263SZ Mar 73, from 13AF/JHRC Clark AB Phil, to AIG 7S19. 

This is a Homecoming Air Force Message, Special Report 007. Subject: Debriefing. The message 
relatestothedebriefingoftwoThaifflilitaiytetumeesbyU.S.peTSonnel. The returnees identified 
North Vietnamese personnel who deah with POWs. The identificationswere made by picking out 
photographs from the Defense Intelligenoe Agency Publication, North Vietnamese Personnel 
associated with U.S. POWs (AP-35541-1-70 INT) dated 1 Jun TU The Thais identified thirteen 

North Vietnamese whodeahwith American Prisoners ofWar as guards, intenogatorsor those who 

ssere involved in the torture of U.S. prisooeri. 

The second ptxtkmaflhedocaneil references tl^ penoonel seeding photographs 

ofqrprosdniatelythreebundredU&penonnelwithwbamth^weieimpriBOoed. Ihe photographs 
were selectedfromVolumeloftheDlAPte<apturePhotogtaphsofMfrsingio Action in Soutbeut 
Alia(u)4DI•367•^7I 'Dm photognpb identified, aceording to the message were of personnel 
an listed as returnees during Operatka Homecoming. In section three of the report, it states 
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that the Thais also identified penonnej from the photograph volume provided by DIA who were 
not listed on the list of returnees, they arc as follows: 


S134 

Shelton, Charles E 

Captured 

T204 

Templin Edwin B. "SIdp* 

MIA 

MOlO 

Mamiya, John M. "Charley 

MIA 

W(126 

Watk^ George H. 

MIA 

F075 

Flr?77a|S, John (unoertain) 

KOA 

D033 

Dooley, James E (Camp Unity) 

MIA 

T025 

Teague, Janies E 

Captured 

M019 

Matoo, WflUam E (Gamp Uriiqr) MIA 

00670 

(XaoQ, Betty A. (Uncertain) 

MIA 

C158 

Garni. Ro^W. (Zoo) 

MIA 

M6Q2 

MitcbeIl.ArchieE 

Unreadable 


3. (16-3) Senator McCain: *A U5. POW who had been repatriated said he aaw Dooley^ 
name written on the wan of a piiion cell in Hanoi, who was thatPOW?" 

(16-16) "So his aUegationi basically Mr. Chainnan, has been relayed to him with no basis in iteC 

( 16-20) "What bcu do you have toback upyour legation that a U.S. POW had been., jrepatriated 
said he saw Dooley^ name written on the waO of a prison cell in Hanoi." 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record an unclasiified electronic message, dateand time group 
02214© Apr 73. 

Phan: LTCPaika, USAINTCOICFtOonta 

Ttt CDR USAINTC/DCE^Ft HoiahM^^ 

tafaDIAandoiben 

TUi is a Homecooh^ Army Memge 

Sobject Honmooitiiiig Arn^ Ddxkfing Rep^ 

RetonBe: Deleted 
OategoiyS 

Name: Dooley, Jfanea E 

Dam of LAST INFO: Nov 19n DamQnalite 

Sooroe hfa EUrnr sms loizm 00 wall at PlaiitaliaD fatdeoB or waa told. 

Last Known StatOK POW 

Detaik of Last Oontact: No contact: eilliBr nw name 00 wan or was told about anne by anoAer 
leti a u e e . 


I 


i 




t 


Mr. QuinMe , the CamOy of LCDR Dooley hat never been provided the name of the 
returnee who provided this infoirtMtloa, other than this orurepo^ At far at the hmily it aware, 
LCDR Dooley was never dedarad a POW, butit carried at MIA 1 must add, that this report bu 
never been cleared up, u far u the funily it aware. 


I 
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4. (19-8) Senator McCain: "I see and, finally, a communist propaganda photograph of 
captured U .S. pilots in Hanoi, dated after Dooley was shot down, shows a partial profile of a person 
that strongly retemblu Dooley." Do you have knowledge of that?" 

(19-18) 'Tet the DIA and no government agency hat that photograph, according to them." 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record the following: 

A. A DOD Vietnam infbrrnatkm forin, dtd September 17, 1970, ahowing that Mr. Heniy E 
Doolqr and wife identified photograph No. 46, shown to them by DOD personnel as possibly being 
their ton, LT. James R Dooley.. 

E A second document entitled "Photo Comparison Analytit Retulu of a Christmas 1969 
photo," dtd 1 Feb 1971, reflecting a comparison of 2 pre capture photographs of LT. J.E Dooley 
with the tame photo identified as Christmas 1969 film No. USN 46, the retulu of which, were 
inconclusive - unable to Judge. 

C A copy of the tame photograph No. 46 depicting three men, one oriental and two 
oeddenud. His parenu identified the man to the far right of the photograph possibly as being LT. 
James RDool^. 

D. A copy of Merrmraruhim for Navy, dtd 12 Feb 197L Subject Retulu of Photo Comparisoo 
Na - the Number it left blank, but the document shows h it an analyiit of photo 46. 


S.Request from NOK of LT. James E Dooley, unsigned, utiliaed to transmit the resulu of 
theanalytit. 

Mr. Chairman, these documentt clearly indicate that the Elepartmeiit of Navy was tware of 
the photograph prior to September 1970; as well at later,since they thowedit to the Dooley family. 
The information I have just dted, all came from LCDR Dooley's casualty file, a copy of which was 
provided to the family. 

I am told that the DIA abo wmintiitm a complete casual^ file of each individual ">iw<ng If 
their position it that tUt photograph does not edtt, or that they nor aiqr other government agency 
has that photograph, I would submit this M a further esounple of file poor quality of work done 
the DIA This ceiia^ is an indicator of sloppy cate management, as weU M inattention to detafl. 

Even rnore tragic, it the fiaihne to eaqwdiie tUt tnatter in 1971k when the Dooley fiunily was 
fintshownthephotograph. TherequestfbranalyBitbytfaeDepartmentofNBvywatnotfbtwatded 
for action tmtil February 197L over four rnontht tiler inidalideatificatioo. I believe that thit 
enmple also tbowt die lack of ooncem for timely repotting to the familiet, at weD as DODk lack 
of compassi o n for the families. 


A (20-1 ) Senator MoChin; " Like your trip to Thafland that you Just iook*...TeIl rne about 
your trip would you Mr. UstyT 
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Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, during the latter part of July of this y^ear. 
Congressman Clement (D-TN) arranged for one of his constituents to provide to myself, and staff 
of Senator Grassley, what Congressman Qement's constituent felt was compelling information 
concerning live Americans being held in Southeast Asia. 

Judge Hamilton Gaden provided documentary and physical, as well as photographic 
evidence depicting what he felt were live American POWs being held in Southeast Asia. The most 
compelling evidence was that of a photograph of a Caucasian male and Oriental female, which, 
according to Judge Oaden, was LCDR Lany J. Stevens. Stevens was declared MIA during the war 
in Southeast Asia. 

Since the Senate Fomign Reladons Committee and Senator Graisley's staff had already 
initiated some photographic comparison in the case of Cpt. Donald Can, based on photographs 
submittedby Mr. Jack Bailey, we feltthat this evidence could alsobe analyzed in a similar way. This 
information was discussed with the Minority staff and between July 30, and August 2, 1991, 1 
traveUed to Ft. Collins CO, to provide Dr. Michael Chani^a Forensic Anthropologist at Colorado 
Statelinivenity.withthequestionedphotographaswellupre-lonphotographsofLCDRStevens. 

Dr. Chamey, utiliang a procedure called computer superimposition, determined that the 
pre-loss photographs of Stevens matched the forensic proffle of the questioned photograph 
provided ly Judge Gaden. The computer superimposition process creates a computer enhanced 
image of the face in question, and the image of the pre-loss photographs. 

The images were then overlaid or superimposed upon each other. According to Dr. 
Chamey, the images aligned 100%, and therefore he determined the two individuals in the two 
photographs were the tame penonr According to Dr. Patrick FJtzhom, a Professor of Mechanical 
Engineering at Colorado State Univenity,.who created the computer images of Carr and Stevens, 
these images were exact to one hundredth of an inch. 

Based on this identification, on the 2nd of August, I provided a briefing to Senators Helms 
and Grassley, as well as to another memberof Congress. Through the efforts of this other member, 
a briefing for the Secretary of Defense was set for 5:30 pm on August Sth at the Pentagon. At S ;30, 
on August Sth, myself and another Senate staff member and a House staff member were present 
at the briefing I provided to Secretary Cheney and two of bis staff. 

At this time, I will provide the tame briefing that I did for Secretary Cheney: 

Chart 1: 

Pre-loss photograph of Qpt Donald Cur, as well u photograph provided by Mr. Jack Bailey, 
which be indicates was taken in Laos and believes to be Donald Out. 

Photograph of the two computer enhanced images of both photographs. 

Photograph of superimposition of both photographs. 

Bated on this process, Dr. Charney stated that in bit opinion, the photographs were of the same 
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person, Cpt. Donald Carr. 


Ctiart2 ! 

Pre-lou photograph of LCDR Larry J. Stevens, at well at a photograph provided by J udge 
Gaden, which he indicates was taken in Southeast Asia and believes to be LCDR Stevens. 

Photograph of the two cotnputer enhanced fanages of both photographs. 

Photograph of superimposition of both photographs. 

Bated on this process. Dr Charney stated that in his opinion the photographs were of the 
same person, LCDR Larry J. Stevens. 

Chart 3: 

Pre-ioas photograph of LT. USN Daniel Borah, at wbD u a photograph provided by Judge 
Gaden, which be indicatet wu taken far Southeast Asia and believes to be LT. Borah. 

At the time of fire briefing, the complete analysis of this photograph was not complete. 

PraponJ 

1. Interview/Polygraph Sources 
1 Utilize DOD Poly^phers of choice 

3. OSD Observer 

4. Audio upe entire interview and polygraph examination. 

5. Use private interpreter (If not avail^le, coordinate with JUSMAG Thai) 

& QA determination of chartt prior to departure from Thailand 

7. Securefremove sources from Thailand 
R DOD Provide support, Transporution and Funding. 

Chart 5; Areas of Coooetn 

L Sources will not work with DIA/DOS 
I Sources are Laotian with linrited tinK in Thailand 

3. Photographs are dated 

4. Excessive activi^ related to POW issue in Ibailand, both oflkial and private. 


At the coDclusiao of the briefing. Secretary Cheney remarked that the evidence wu 
compelling and instructed Us staff to atTange the support requested in the briefing. 

On August TUi, the team dqxutedlvThailu^ On August 14th, the soureewu polygraphed. 
The test resuhs indicated that beams lying. Heliadneveraeen,ta]kBdto,orphoto^phedany 
American POWs in Southeast Asia. The origin of the photograph therefore is unknown. 
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For the record, even though there leads did not pan out, it was the opinion of the Senators 
involved, as well as that of Secretaiy Cheney that the information I just pfovidedyou, had tobe acted 
upon.; 

However,Mr.Chairman,asyouareaware,anexaininationdftheCarrphotographbyDOD 
indicated several similarities between each of the Carr photographs. In Cict« Department of 
Defense personnel have publicly sttted on numerous occasions that there are striking similarities 
between each of the Cm photographs. All information concerning the Carr and Stevens 
photograph was released to the Defense Department 

7. (48-22) Mr. Chairman, in reference to your statement concerning the shootdown of 
Commander Hi^erson, let me read to you from a live sighting report and subsequent evaluation 
bytheJCRC 


The verbatim et literatim text of this live-sighting report follows: 
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PRIORITY 

P1500ZJAN87PSN825245P26 

FM JCRC LIAISON BANGKOKTO 

INFO USONCPAC HONOLULU HA//I2^3/I36// 

DIA WASHINGTON DCy/VO-PW// SECDEFWASHDCy/OASD-ISA/PW-MIA// 
JCSWASHDO^S/PW-MIA// 

WHITEHOUSE WASHDC/yNSC/MR CHILDRESS// 

t 

BT 

[Redacted] SECTION 01 OF 02 UAISON BANGKOK024S8 
CTTE: [Redacted] 3038 JAN 87 

SUBJECT: JOIC RFT HK86-102, CAITURE OF AMERICAN 
PILOT [Redacted] 

• l[RedactediINCDEhn‘SUMMARY:SOURCEPROVIDESFIRSTHANDINFORM^ 
CONCERNING THE CAPTURE OF AN AMERICAN PILOT WHICH TOOK PLACE IN 
OCTOBER OR NOVEMBER 1968 JUST OFF-SHORE IN TOE AREA OF DO SON CITY, 
VICINrrYXH 879916. END SUMMARY. 

3. [Redacted] INFORMATION: THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION WAS RELATED BY 
SOURCE TO INERVEWER AS FACT. ~AT APPROXOIATELY 1200 HOURS ON 13 

• (!)CIOBERORNOVEMBER1968;SOURCB[RedactB^WHENHEHEARDANE»>^ 
AND SAW A SINGLE PERSON DESCENDING UNDER A FULLY DEPLOYED, TRI- 
COLOR PARACHUTE (RED, WHITE AND BLUE) AND LAND ON THE BEACH 
APPROXIMATELY 50 METERS EAST OF THE DO SON AIRFIEIJD AND 200 OR 300 
MBIERSSOUIHOFNUEDOC(VICINnYXH 877910. SOURCESTATED THE PORTION 
OF THE BEACH IS COMMONLY CALLED "SO NANG" (SOS NAWNGJ)). THE PILOT 
ATTEMPTEDTOEVADEBYSWIMMINGOUTINrOTHEWATER(EAST). HESWAM 
APPROXIMATELY 200 METERS OFF-SHORE WHEN THE PAVN SOTO REGIMENT 

t ELEMENTSWHICHWEREPOSTEDONNUIDOCBEGANF1RING8SMMDKZR1FLE 

LIMimGFIREAHBADOFTHESWlMMERTOIiMrrHlSMOVEMENT. THENTHE 
PUBUCSECURnrSERVICEFORaBSANDTHEDUYENHAILOCALFORCES BEGAN 
SWIMMmGOUrTO THE MAN TO CAPTURE HIM. THE PILOT BEGAN FIRING AT 
THEM AND WAS ATTEMPTING TO TALK ON A SMALL, HAND HELD RADIO 
SIMULTANEOUSLY, BUTWASUNABIETODOSODUETOTHEWAVESCAUSEDBY 
THEREOOILLESSRIFLEFIRE WHENSEVERALOFTHEPURSUERSCAMEWnHIN 
A APITlOXDylATELY 10 MEIERS OF THE MAN, THEY DOVE UNDER WATER AND 

^ CAMEUPUNDERTHEMANTOSAFELYCAPIURBHIM.NOONEWASWOUNDED 

ORINJUREDDURINOTHECAFTURE THE MAN WAS ESCORTED TO LAND AND 
WAS10ADEDINTOASn)BCARWm(»TRANSFainEDHIMAaROSSTHEDOSON 
AIRFIELD. ONTHEWECTSBDEOFTHEAIRFIE1JD,THBMANWAS MOVED INIDA 
CHINESE AUTO WHICH DROVE AWAY ON ROinE 14 (NUMBERED ROUIE 5 ON 
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AVAILABLE MAPS) IN TOE DIRECnON OF HAl DONG. 

[Redacted] THE PILOT APPEARED TO BE 24-25 YEARS OF AGE, HAD SHORT, VERY 
UGHT BROWN OR BLOND HAIR, WAS APPROXIMATELY 1.8 METERS TALL, 
APPROXIMATELY70 KILOGRAMS IN WEIGHT, WAS IN GOOD PHYSICAL OONDmON, 
DID NOT WEAR EYEGLASSES, HE WORE A ONE PIECE UNIFORM THAT HAD A 
LONG ZIPPER IN THE FRONT AND WAS TOE COLOR OF RICE PLANT LEAVES. 
WHENTHEMANATreNflTEDTOEVADEANDRUN[llk«fl)lc]INTOraEWATm 
WASGARRYINOAHELMET,AI®SMALLRADIO, ANDAPBTOL 'TOEHElJMETWAS 
LOSTINTHE WAlBR, BUT THE RADIO AND PISTOL WERE CONFISCATED BYTOE 
CAPTURING IROOPS. ONCE THE CAPTURINO FORCES HAD THE MAN ON THE 
BEACHIHEYBOUNDHISARMSBEHINDHISBACKATtHEELBOWSBUrLEFTHIS 
FEET AND LEGS FREE. HE WAS BUNDFOIDED BEFORE HE WAS LOADED INTO 
THESIDECAR. SOURCEWATCHEDTHEHANDUNOOFTHEMANBYIHESIDEOF 
THE AIRFIELD INTHE AREA WHERETHEMANWAS LOADED INTOTHE CHINESE 
AUTO. [31iiieimlacted]HERAN0UTSmEANbD0WNT01HEBEA(TOTOWATCH. 
HERECALLEDSEEING AHEUOOPTER ANDFIVEOR SDC JETAIRCRAFTCIRaJNG 
AND APPARENTLY SEARCHING FOR THE MAN IN THE GENERAL AREA OF XH 
875919. SOURCE NEVER HEARD ANYTHING OF THE PILCXTS AIRCRAFT, CRASH 
Srm, OR LOCATION OF WRECKAGE DELC^ADR. 

(incgiblelT 

Mr. Chainnan, I will now read the-verbatini et literatim reproduction of the text of the 
iubiequent evaluation of thelive sighting report I iust read; 
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i01802ZAPR87PSN3d2526P24 

FM CDR JCRC BARBERS PT HI 

TO COMNAVMILPERSOOOM WASHINGTON DC//NMPC N64// 

INFO USONCPAC HONOLULU HO//J36// DIA WASHINGTON DC// ^ 

JCRC LIAISON BANGKOK TH 

SECDEF WASHINGTON DCy/OASD-BA/PW-MIA// 

• WHTIEHOUSENATlONALSECURirY COUNCIL WASH DC 

JCS WASHINOTON DQ/DaCS-PW-MIA/IS// 

[Redacted] 

SUBJ: EVALUATION OF RPT HKB6-102 [Redacted] 

NSCFORMRCHEJGRESS 

^ A. JCRC LIAISON BANGKOKTH151000Z JAN 87 

l.[Redacted] ANALYSIS0FINF0RMAT10NPR0\TDEDBY[Redacted]S0URGE0FREF 
A, REVEALS APROBABLB CORRELATION TO REFNO 08724M)L 

1 [Redacted] REFNO 0872: ON 22 OCTOBER 1987, LIEUTENANT, JUNIOR GRADE 
JAMESE.DOOLEYWASFLYINGANA-4 ATTACKBOMBER THEAIRCRAFT, SERIAL 
9 NUMBER 150116, CRASHED IN THE GULF OF TONKIN IN THE ViaNTTY OF GRID 

COORDINATES XH860693, APPROXIMATELY 2000 METERS SOUTH OF DO SON, 
HAIPHONG PROVINCE, VIETNAM. NO PARACHUTES WERE SEEN AND NO 
ELECIRONICBEACONSIGNAL WEREHEARD. ATHOROUGH AERIALSEARCH OF 
THE AREA WAS CONDUCTED, BUT THERE WAS NO EVIDENCE OF SURVIVAL 
UPON HE REPATRIATION AFTER BEING HELD PRBONER OF WAR, ONE AMERICAN 
SERVIGEMANSrATEDTHATHEHADEriHERSEENLIEUTENANrDOOLEYSNAME 
^ WWITEN ON A PRISON WALL OR HEARD rr WHILE A PRISONER IN HANOL A 

FOLDER DETAILING THE dRCUMSTANCES OF UEUIENANT DOOLEYS CASE 
WAS PRESENTED TO OFFICIALS OFTHBSOCIALJSTREPUBIJCOF VIETNAM BY 
JCRC DURING A POWMA TECHNICAL MEBIING HELD IN AUGUST 1984. 
UEUIENANT DOOLEY IS CARRIED IN THE PRESUMPTIVE STATUS GP DEAD, 
BODYNOTRBCOVERED. 

3. (Re dadedl LIEUTENANT DO(X£YS INCIDENT OCCURRED WITHIN POUR 
9 KELOMHIHkS (F GRID COORDINATES XH879916). 1HET1MEOFDAYANDMONTH 

CORRELATE TO UEUIENANT DOOLEYS INCIDENT; HOWEVER, THE SOURCE 
REPORTED THE INCIDENT AS OCCURRINO IN 1968 AND THE ACIUAL YEAR OF 
THEWaDENTWAS 1967. THESOURCESREPORTOF AIRCRAFTSEARCHING FOR 
THEDOWNEDPnjOTOORRELATESWriHTHECIRCUMSTANCESOPLJDBUTENANr 
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DOOLEYS INCIDENT. 

4. OJ) THISEVALUATION MAYBEREL£ASEDTO NOKBYOpMNAVMILPERSCOM 

UPON DELETION OF SOURCES NAME FROM PARAGRAPH ONE A SANITIZED ^ 
COPY OF REF A FOR RELEASE TO NOK BY COMNAVMILPERSCOM WELL BE 
FOR WARDED VIA REGISTERED MABL 

5 . (U) THIS IS A PRELIMINARY ANALYTICAL POSmON AND NOT A FINAL 
j^ALUATION. EVAL-JAC 

Mr. Chairman, this sighting report was correlated to the ihootdown of Navy Pilot James 

Hickerson, who was repatriated during Operation Homecoming during 1973. * 

Now, for the record I will read to you a letter from Mr, Hickcrson, to a LCDR Dooley family 

member. The verbatim ct literatim reproduction of Mr. Hickcrson's letter follows: 


m 




m 
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[Addles Dekted 
fbrPrivacy] 

Aprfl24,1989 

Mt.PainHicki 
(Addles deleted for 
Privsy) 

To Whom It Mqr Oanoem: 

Kfy is Captain J. M. Hidetion, USN ^) - POW 22 December 19^ to 14 March 

1973. Idoiiotbe]iBvetliatthecBptnndABeiriampaot,sidijectofJCRCRepoTtHE;86>102,^ 
me. TberearetoomanydtoqMndesbetimentheJCRCRepQrtHEBd-lOZaiidii^Gaptuie: 

L) I was not shot doim OD 22 December, not October or November; 

2. ) paradnite was aO white, not red, iriiite and bine; 

3. ) If I had landed 50 meten from an anfield, I would have been aware of it; 

4. ) I swam no tnoR than 50yait!i, not 200 ineten; 

5. ) I did not attempt to use pistd; 

d) There were no waves; 

- 7.) I vms tian^mited away on the back of a biiyde, not insi sidecar, and I was never in an 
automobile; 

&) I was wearing Marine fttigues (2 piece), not a one piece Bight suit; 

9.)Tbere was aiolid,appnianuteiy800fL overcast in the area, maUivitnnlikBiythatSar 
6 jem phn a beHoopterwoold have been flyhig under an overcast that cloae to Do Son. 

Despite thetothat the location andda t eofthedeacrfcedcaptnrew uapp n aimale iy mine, 
considering tbeBbove,IdoDO(be]ievethatthBcqitinedFikarepanBdtaJCRCRepanHI^ 


JM.HickBnoo 

C^itain,USN(Ret) 
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Mr. Chairman, I will now read to you from my notes of a telephone conversation between 
myself and Mr. Hickerson, which transpired at 2:45 PM on Mar 6, 1990. The verbatim ct literatim 
reproduction of my notes follows: 

1445/6 Mar 90 - telecom J. Hickerson 
-Landed on Beach 

weapon in gear, no radio 
overcut that day • under overcast 
-no airfield in siglitl 

- DO transport acrott bard 

- stripped to shorts, bbod folded 
tied behind Urn - at on bicycle 

Jetty sticking out in water 
No AbplaDes citcliDg - beard nooe iD ifkeriKm 
shot at him -37 nun 


Mr. Chairman, I have in front of me correspondence from the Department of Navy, Naval 
Personnel Command, dtdl7Aiig79,BddreaedtoCominaDder, Joint Casually Resolution Center, 
Subjecu ReqiKM informatioD ICO of LCDR Junes B. Doohgr. The verbatim et literatim 
reproduction of the text of the letter follows: 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 
NAVAL MILITARY PERSONNEL COMMAND 
NAVAL MOJTARY PERSONNEL COMMAND 
WASHINGTON, D.C 2037(J-5000 
INREPLYREFERTO 
1771 

Ser N64DDAI844 

17Aug89 

FroDuComiDaiider, Naval Military PeiioiinelConiniand (N*64DD) 

To: riwimMiiite r, JnhrtCMMl^RMnhitk^ Center, Naval Air Sta tio n, Ba r bcts Point, HI 
9686^S200 

Siibj:REQUESTINFORMAT[ONIOOOFliEinENANrOOMMANDERJAMESE 
DOOIJBY, USNR, 00B>30-37ia^686S09 REFNO l)67Z<MU 

1. ThBiiiniqpoiiietDMn.BliiabethRDooky^qneitioMiheliadattfmNatin^ 
FamflieaCbnfneDoeinJaly, She baa diiarqiaiicfosabaittaaaKirftlw beta oaioeniiDg her aooli 
caae. WtniUycraieview the fik on Ueoteoaiit ConmauKkr Dool^ and dieckto aeeif aiqrof her 
daimcanbesalidated. Pleaaei^yourieqMnaediieGdytotia. The qneationa are hated below. 

(1) Pktae check to lee if there ia any pattern to the aaah aite inveatigatioDa in die Hanoi/ 
Haiphong area. 

(2) In reference to JCRC inag 2S1800Z Jul 88; In lefef^ to para #7 - CDR Hickeison_ 
atated that the report referenced waa not bh and he would rewrite the depoiition, waa the 
remterview conducted? If ao sdiat were the reault Wu the aouroe mentfoned proven to be 
reliable? 

(3) Check to aeeifLCDR Dooley hon the top priority 70 name dboepaiuy hat, have there 
been any Degodadom attenqrted ahree 1967 oo LCDR Doc^ caae? 

(4) Do we need otBdal depoiition of thia het to have rqxxt poiaibly correlated to LCDR 
Dooley? 

2. tfyou have arty qDestioni,pleaae feel free to leachine toll-free at 1-80B4434129R 

3. Thank you vetymncJi for yoorairiitanoB. 


DAVID W. OSWALD, m. 
Lfeoteuant, UJ5. Naval RcMtve 
Specal AiriMnt,POW/MlA Affiun 


(1) JCRCuDdaiaifiedinigdtg2S180QzdtdJuI88 


t 
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Mr. Chairman, to date the finding that JCRC message 25 1800Z Jul 88 pertains to Hickerspn 
has not been changed, although CPTHickerson's statement maintains the live-sighting report does 
not pertain to him. 

Mr. Chairman, I again state as we stated in the Minority Staff Report, DIA has a mindset to 
debunk. As cited previously, this is a fine example of fiuilty analysis. This live sighting report is 
definitely not that of Hickerson as the Defense Department indicates. Whether or not it is of 
Dooley is another matter. Since the shootdown tiai not been properly correlated to anyone to our 
knowledge, it couldveiy well by that of Dooley. Thisevidence, plus the evidence outlined in answer 
to Senator McCain's questions, make a case that LCDR Dooley was in fact captured by the North 
Vietnamese, and that he was not released during Operation Homecoming. 

** 

Mr. Chairman, I will now address those seven problem areas mentioned in my previous 
statement to the Committee on November 7th, 1991, that the Minority staff investigation did not 
have the budgetary resources to properly pursue; 

1. Attempts by tim Administration to infiltrate private activist groupi. 

I believe that the testimony of Mr. Sampley to this committee last week supports our position. 
However, I am offering additional documentation to support that position. This documentation 
will also support our next problem area listed. 


2. IDegalsurveillanceandinveitigatknctf individual activistsoftlm issue Ity the Department 
afDefense. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record several pieces of correspondence either originating from 
Mr. John R. Mead, Suite 106, 333 Cobalt Way, Sunnyvale, CA 94086 or addressed to him. The 
correspondence from Mr. Mead in all instances is addressed to various individuab within the US 
Government, to include the Attorney General of the United States, the Public Integrity Section of 
the Department of Justice, the Counsel to the President, as weU as the Internal Revenue Service. 

The correspondence to Mr. Mead is from various government agencies indicating that they 
have received his correspondence and are acting upon it Mr. Mead's correspondence addre»es his 
concern with the Administzation: 

1) utilizing private organiations to spy on him; 

2) conducting character assassination on him; and, 

3) the Defense Department conducting surveillance of him. 

He specificalty identifies Mr. Richard Childrea of the National Security Council as well as 
individual affiliated with tlm Center for POW/MIA Accountability Inc. 

I would also like to introduce for the record, a memorandum prepared by Dr. Harvey 
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Andrews, a foriner memberof Senator Grassley's staff, dtd September 11, 1989. The memorandum 
addresses Dr. Andrews' review of the file concerning Mr. Mead's allegations. 

1 wish to point out that Dr. Andrews is a retired Defense Criminal Investigative Service 
SpecialAgcnt,withoverthirtyyearsofcriminalinvcstigativecxperience. The verbatim et literatim 
text of his memorandum, which evaluates Mr. Mead's allegations, follows: 




# 
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September 11, 1989 

MEMORANDUM 

■) 

TO: KRISKOLKNK 

FROM; HARVEYANDREWS 

SUBJECT: Review of Public Integrity file, Department of Justice 
Ref: Meadcomplaint 

On August 28, 1989, the Office of PnUic btegrity, Department of Justice, was asked to ^ ' 
produce its file on the investigation of a complaint filed by John R. Mead, re: unlawfulsurveillance 
by Defense Intelligence Agen^ (DIA); ect [sic]. Mr. JackKeeiqr prodneeda three page declination 
of pTO ifft it ifn i ba wd on Mead's paper lummarBedt^ inquiry. Mr. 

Keeny would not allow the paper to leave his office. 

Upon review by both Kris Kolesnik and n^idf, the declination paper was found to be a 
superficial inquiry of the cnmpliimt by Mead which was conducted by l^fense Department's # 
oversightoffi^ DlAthroughtiieover^tinquiiyneverdeniedasutwillancepfMead,butstated 
it did nothing illegaL The portion of the oompl^dealiDig with a dvflri^ti violation was not 
referred to the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), nor was there any evidence that other 
potential criminal violations in Mead’s complaintweie ever investigated by FBL Tfaepaperwasa 
sefi^erving document that cleared DIA of aiqr wrongdoing. 

Kfr.Keer^wasaskedtopiovidethefuDfileonthisinatterandbesaidbewouldhavetotake 
hup with some unidentified office. Subsequently, Mr.Keeiqr called andsaidthecomplete file would 
have to whhheM because of the "third agency rule.” 

3. Quernknable identification by the Armed Services Graves Regisiration Office (ASGRO). 
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Mr. Chairman, I have before me a synopsis of an ASGRO board determination, as well as 
documented evidence concerning the identification of Mr. Mark V. Dennis. Mr. Mark V. Dennis 

was a member of the Naval Services who according to the Defense Department was killed in action 

during the Vietnam conflict The government's position, both the Central Identification Laboratoiy- 
Hawaiiand the ASGRO board feelthat the reraainsarc those of Mr. Dennis. However, Mr. Dennis' 
family submit compelling evidence that the remains are not Mr. Dennis' remains, and may not even 
be Caucasian, but mongoloid. 

The principal area of difference, besides unscientific examination by OL-HI, is that the 

hcightdoesnotfitthatofMr.Dcnnis. Ihe Government's contention is that the remains arc those 
of an individual who is 67 1/4 inches in height Tiey base the identification In part on Mr. Dennis's 
medical records which reflect his height as 67 1/4 inrh ft tall 

However, hisetdistmentfoimieflectshishelghtas69iDcbestBllandhi8fiuniIybasiubinitted 

sworn documentotion, to include affidavitt as well u photographs Indicatiog that Mr. Dennis was 
indeed 71 to 72 inches tail the difference if one were to accept the medical of the 

remains at face value, is 3 3/4 inches m i niin um. Considering that the determination of the height 
of remains is approximately 67 1/4 inches tall, this minimum difference could be fer greater. 

I would like to cite a second example which I viewed in the files of Dr. Michael Chantey a 
Forensic Anthropologist at Colorado State University. He showed me a photograph of remains, 
of the upper portion of a skuU at about the hair line, and a lower jaw. From this, the government 
expert reconstructed a face and determined it to be the remains of an individual listed as missinit 
inaction. _ * 

TTicASGROboardsupportedtheidentification.Igrantyou.thatfacialreconsmictionfrora 

remains is an established sdentific procedure which has been around for some time. In’fect, this 
procedure has even been used in the past in variouistates by law enforcement authorities, to make 
identifications of remains. 


However, in order to be able to reconstruct a face from remains, enough of the skull must 
exist to recreate the face. The skull bat certain landmarks on h which are required in order to do 
facial reconstruction. Some of these landmarb arc: eye tockets;natal passage; brow ridge; cheek 
bones; upper lip area u well at the lower jaw. 

These tkuD landmarict are required in order to determine such things at distance between 
eyes in relation to the nose; si» and shape of nose; hiDneis of fitce as wen as the shape of the lower 

portion of the skull from the nose down. Granted that even if tome of the landmarks are 
reconstruction can ttiU be accomplished; however Mien none exist, I would submit accurate fridal 
re^^on cannot be accomplished. Yet, in this cue, ASGRO accepted the identification. 

Theiefr>re,in this example, the individuaIhasnowbecn"accountedf6r,"hiscase "resolved,'' and his 
name removed from the Missing in Action lisL 




abac. 
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Mr. Chairman, a staff member of one of this committee's members and myself, were allowed 
to review an extract of certain documents. These documents came into the hands of the Foreign 
Relations Committee majority staif, while Congress was conducting iu Iran-Contra investigation 
in 1987. This extract of documents recorded numerous meetings between; 

1) a member of the White House National Security Council's staff; 

2) a prominent and hi gh -ranking member of a POW family organization; and, 

3) a known organized crime figure. < w 

The documenu we reviewed recorded numerous meetings between these three people. 
Upon completion of the meetings, in many instances, the known crime figure would depan to 
another state, to meet with other identified members of organized crime. The extract reflectwl that 
the crime figure referred to the other individuals by name as well as initials. 

The appointment diaries of this individual were provided to a Congressional Staff member, 
after they were seized by the Washington, D.C. Police who were involved in an investigation of 
harassment against a media person. This known crime figure was in fact Involved in a harassment 
campaign against the media individual. We were told that these diaries are maintained in the 
archives of the Foreign Relations Committee Majority Staff. 

S. 11m Caflure of DIA to address the MIA/POW issue for World War Q and Korea. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit for the record, this binder containing all reference 
material in our report that deals with World War 11 and Korea. After reviewing the DIA files for 
those three hundred some unaccounted for personnel in Korea, I must state that these documents 
are a lot more complete than their files. 

For the record, as of the date of publication of our minority report, no active work was being 
done concerning World War U personnel, according to the DIA POW/MIA office. 

For the record, on three separate instances, 1 offored not onfy to the DIA, but to the Office 
of the Vice President, aD information we had concerning those unaccounted for in World War II 
and Korea. They expressed no interest in the documents. 


6. Sanelkmedieacoe mWmby ffie Oqtartmeot of Defenae after 1973. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe you yourself during the hearings indicated that you were going to 
check into this area. I can teU you that the Minori^ staff hu interviewed individuals whom have 
eitben 


# 


51 




t 


# 


■ ' ■ ■ 19 

1) reviewed extensive sipal and photographic intelligence for planning purposes of such 
missions; 

2) trained for; or 

3) deployed for such rescue missions, which have never been made public. 

The Minority staff will share this information with the Committee in an appropriate setting. 
However, Mr. Chairman, for the record, the implications of our sources information are; 

1) that the knowingly United States abandoned men in Southeast Asia after the war; 

2) into the 1980s, the United States government had extensive and high quality intelligence 
of the location of at least some of these prisoners; and, 

3) that despite having this intelligence, the United States government publicly, as well as 
privately to members of Congress, m^tained that there was *110 credilrle evidence" that 
POWs were alive and being held in Southeast Asia. 

7. Problems with the Central Identification Labooratory -Hawaii (USAOL-HI) inriiwtmg- 


1) Unscientific methods used to identify remains; 

2) USACIL-HI penonnel lying to previous Congressiotial committees; and 

3) Premature closure of a criminal investiption by the United States Army Criminal 

j # Investigation Command. 

The substantiation of even a portion of the alleptions would have been an embarrassment 
to the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already addressed tome of the problems that exist within CII^Hl. Let 
me address them further. 

• 

Although there was a Congressional hearing concerning the QLHTt operation, certain 
issues were never resolved. These include: 

1. Review each of the remains identifications made through the utilization of a procedure 
called 'Morphological Approximation" which has no scientific foundation, and is not a recognized 
procedure by the United States Anthropological communify. 


1 What were the results of the preliminary inquhy conducted by the United States Army 
Oiminal Investigation Command with regard to Dr. Sam Dunlap's complaint Dr. Dunlap testified 
tefore Congress that the investiption was shut down prenuturely, by order of the Secretary of the 
Army. 
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The House Congressional committee did not follow-up on Dr. Dunlap's allegation, but 
merely accepted U.S. Department of Army testimony that the investigation was not prematurely 
.closed.^ ■ 

In subsequent interviews 1 conducted with the CID invesdgaton who ran the investigation 
of CIL-HI, and with the case otBcer for the CEL-HI investigation, who was stationed at the 
Headquarters of the CID Command, confirmed Dr. Dunlap's allegation that the investigation was 
closed prematurely; 

The (mnsensus of opirdon of the CIDinvettigatots and case officer involv^^ 
investigation felt the reason the investigation was premature^ closed was that the results would 
have embarrassed the US Government 

3. Certain Ui. government officials who testified before the HouseCongressional hearings 
lied. Dpcumentation,whichIWinprovidefortherecord,lnthefonnofpersonalcorTespondence 
from various personnel employed, clearly show this duplicity. 

(B) Finally, foe "examination'' of CIL-HI procedures conducted by a puel hired by foe 
Depv^t of Annym^ have reached an invalid oonchisioa The participants trf this "exarri^ 
made a basic, and perhaps, faulty auumption about each of foe identification of remains foi^ 
reviewed. ' .■ 

The assumption this panel nude wu tot the exarninatfon results reviewed were accurate, 
based on a review of case dooirnents, not foe actual remains. It was assumed by this panel that all 
relevant medical inforrrmtion for each case was accurate: - ~ 

However, when one of the panel members at a later date bad the opportunity to actually 
review remains of some these cases, he found great inconsistencies in foe data in the case files, and 
foe actual remains. Therefore, this panel member has asserted that the conclusion that the panel 
which he sat on, may possibly be inv^d. Thepanel's conclusion was that while they recommended 
some changes in CTL-HTs operations, they felt tot foe integrity of CIL-Hrs identifications was 
sound. 

Mr. Q iai rm a n , members of foe committee, again let me thank you for this opportunity to 
address the committee. 
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DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

WAfHINaTON; D;C. 10101 

PATHET LAO KN0WLEDGEAB1LI7Y 





This doeuntnt lunourizM ' Inforination htld by bZA lagarding 
tha dagraa of loiowladgeabllity poiiaiaad by tha Pathat Lao (PL) 
on 0.5. ptraonnal unaecountad for in Laoa. This information 
will ba praaantad in thraa major laetionsi (1) Past Pathat Lao 
Stataaanta xagarding U.S. PH/MIAa; (2) Racant (aftar 1973) 

Pathat Lao StataaMnti eoneaming Knowladgaability of 0.5. PU/ 
MZAar (3) Raeant Information raporting PL Efforts to Obtain 
Information on, and Ramains of, u.5. Parsonnal. Additionally, 
a dauilad avaluation of racantly acquirad Pathat Lao films 
which damonatrata PW/HIA knowladgaability will ba praaantad. 

Prior to tha cassation of hostilltias in Laos, tha Pathat 
Lao had, on many occasions, made atatamants which tand to in- 
dicata that thav had knowladqa of 0.5. PWs in that country . 
Enciosura 1 providas a compandiun of such Pathat Lao statomants. 

In sharp contrast to tbaaa pronouncamants , tha Pathat Lao 
hava, sinca tha tarmination of Oparation Homacoming, claimad 
. to hava no knowladga of 0.5. parsohnal unaccovintad for in Laos. 

' Enciosura 2 illustratas and briafly avaluatas racant (aftar 1973) 
Pathat Lao atatamants eoneafning thair knowladgaability of O.S. 
.unaccountad-for parsonnal. 

Nithin tha past yaar, a numbar of raports hava baan racaivad 
which indieata that tha pfasant LSo Govammant has initiatad af- 
forCk to saarch for tha ramains of unaccountad-for 0.5. parsonnal. 
Enciosura 3 providas a susnnary of tha information conlainad in 
thasa raports. 

Racantly, Pathat Lao propaganda films wars obtainad through 
intalliganea channals. A faw of thasa films containad vary 
short sagnants which show that tha Lao possass information bn 
0*5. parsonnal lost in Laos. Enciosura 4 providas a summary 
of tha information dapictad on thasa films. 
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PAST PATHET lAO STATEMENTS REGARDING U.S. PWs 


- In Septeober 196B, Soth Petrasy, who was, at that time, j 

the pahnanent Pathet Lao representative in Vientiane, told « / 

U.S. official that "pilots are generally .kept near the area J 
in which their plane is downed and therefore may be found 
throughout Laos f rom the sguto to the north." ^ 

. During a conversation JKIC P«»oiuiel and Soth 
on 1 May 1971 . Sbth was asked^H^he Pathet Lao had not re- 
leased a list of prisoners similar to that released by North 
Vietnam. Soth said that the situation in Laos was different 
from that in North Vietnam because bombing of North Vietna m 
had ceased. Be added that in Laos there is no means of 
munication between villages even under normal conditions. 

Soth stated that, it was often not possible because of U.S. r jBpp 
air activity to reach the site of a downed plane to ascertaiiT'' 
the fate of the pilot. For these reasons, Soth ventured, it 
was impossible for the Pathet Lao to compile a complete list. 

At this meeting, he further stated that prisoners were being 
held in various regions of Laos and were weU treated. , 

- In the course of a February 1972 interview, soth made ^ 

a statement to the effect "that some tens of prisbners are 
presently being held" by the Pathet Lao. / fl' 

- During an April 1972 interview, Soth spoke about 
prisoners, including many U.S. airmen, being detained in v 
secured areas inside yuious caves in northern Laos. 

* On 21 April 1972, SotS reportedly stated that "t&ere 
are- many American PHs held in liberated areas of Laos," but 
he would not provide specific figures. 


- During an April 1972 interviiw with a Swedish corre- 
spondent, Prince Souphanouvong, formerly the Chairman of the 
Lao Patriotic Front Central Committee and currenUy the Presi- 
dent of Che People's Democratic Republic of Laos, was asked to 
consBsnt on the Pathet Leo policy toward captured en^ soldiers 
and American pilots. In response. Prince Souphanouvong made 
the following sutementi 


"The WF (Lao Patriotic Front) haa made public 
a concrete policy toward enemy soldiers or agents 
captured or giving themselves up, including GIs. 

All the American pilots engaged in bombings or toxic 
chemical sprays of Lao. territory ace considered 
criminals and enemies of the Lao people. But once 
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captured, they have been treated in accordance with 
the humane policy of the LPF. The question of enemy 
captives, including U.S. pilots, will be settled 
immediately after the U.S. stops its intervention 
and aggression in Laos first; and foremost;,, ends the 
l|^ 0 : bombing of Laos territory." 

Prince Souphanouvong 's statement, together with statements made 
by Soth Petrasy, indicate that the Pathet Lao held American 
prisoners. 


• t 




« a 


«> a 




58 


RECENT PATHTT UP STATEMENTS COMCgRWlXG THEIR 
>10WLEDGEABI1ITY OF L'.S. UNACCOUNTSD-rOR PERSOtTNEL 


- On 6 April 1973, afttr tht compUtion of Optration Hone- 
/coming, a UvS. Senator ntt with Soth Patraay , who wai the per- 
i(^ /Banent Pathet Lao repreaentative in Vientiane. Curing the course 
>/ ?' their diacuilion, Soth atatedt "The LPP (Lao People's For 



to have been captured by the Pathet Uo . 
Who were not accounted for during Operation Hoaecoming. 
is no information on these individuals to indicate they wc^^HW 
[^alive subsequent to 1968. 

" The only U.S. prisonir acknowledged by the Pathet Lao 
since Operation Homecoming was Mr. Eanat J. Eay, a O.S. civilian, 
Who was captured on 7 May 1973 and released on 18 September 1974. 

On 6 September 1974, Phoumi Vongvichit, the PL Deputy Prime Min- 
ister, stated categorically to then O.S. ABbassados Charles White- 
house that Hr. Kay was the only prisoner being held by the PL. 
However, it was subsequently aseeruined that another O.S. civilian, 
Hr. Charles Dean, and his Auaualian companion, Mr. Nail Sharman, 
had been captured in Laos in early September 1974. To date, the 
Pathet Lao haye denied any knowledge of these two individuals 
although there was conclusive evidence that they ware still alive 
as of February 1975. 

“u, T and '70 March 1977, the Presidential Conoission on 

Missing and Onacebunted-for in Southeast Asia visited Vientiane. 

At that time Nouphan Sithpasay, Uo Vice Minister of Foreign 
Affairs made the following statement « 

- ■now 1 wish- to assure you that there are no 
Americans who have been captured and ere -alive in 
Uos. The Americans that the Uo have captured' 
during the war have all been returned to the O.S.* 

However, as was previously mentioned, the latter part of his 
statement is definitely contrary to known facts. 
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Information received over the yean indicates that the 
Pathet Lao did not have an organised system to account for 
enemy crash/gravesites. However, during the Presidential 
Commission's visit to Vientiane in March 1977, uo officials 
stated that there was great difficulty in finding MIA infor- 
Mtion and remains in the rugged terrain, particularly in 
view of the country's small population and lack of material 
means. The. Uo vice Minister of Foreign Affairs assured the 
commission , that 'the Government of Uos has ordered before 
and will order again for the people of Uos to seek infor- 
mation and remains.* During both formal and informal meetings, 
responsible Uo, officials agreed to receive further MIA case 
files and other pertinent material to assist in their search. 

In recent months, information has been received through 
inulligence channels which report that the Uo have Initiated 
efforu to locate and exhume the remains of unaccounted-for 
D.S. personnel In various areas of Laos. These reports indi- 
cate that the Pathet Uo investigations have been priamrlly 
concentrated In traditionally Pathet Uo controlled territory. 
An analysis of the information appears generally accurate with 
relation to the type of aircraft involved and the incident lo- 
cations. 
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DEFENSt INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

WASHINATON. O.C illlOl 


U-4 0, 332/D3-4H ^ 

TO; CDR John G. Colgan, USN 

Special Assistant for PW Matters 
Bureau of Naval Personnel 
Pers-Og 
Room 2802 

Washington I D.Ci 20370 

SUBJECT: Detlassificatibh' ‘ol Documents. Pertaining to 

LCOR J. E. Dooley,; USN (KIA/PFOD) 

Reference; Pers-Dg-wpl letter, dated 2 February 1977, 
subj: Declassification of documents. 

In response to referenced request, enclosed is a sanitized 
copy of USAIMTC OIC FT GORDON GA Msg 0221482 Apr 73 per- 
taining to LCDR Dooley. 


FOR THE DIRECTOR 


Enclosure a/s 



Comnander, USN 
Chief, PW/HZA Branch 
Resources and Installations 
Division 

Directorate for Intelligence 

Research 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


ACTION DIa: DIA(eO) 

OISTR CJCS(DS> HOMECOl) FILE(I) 
— < »&?•>■— • ■ - > ; — 


TRANSIT/oaElHSZ/DaOOaiZ/OOSrHlTORORaOOa? 

DE RUCLDIA tSSOQ ORSaiSO 
2NY CCCCC 
0 Oaai'^BZ APR 73 

FM LTC parks USAINTC OIC FT CORDON GA 
TO RUEOHBA/CDR USAINTC/DCE/FT HOLABIRD MD , 

RUEKJCS/DIA/DI-b WASH DC 

RUEFKQA/AIR FORCE OPERATIONS CENTER WASH DC * 

rueadvd/da/dami-doo-hp wash DC 

RUEADWD/OA/DAAG-PSC WASH DC 
RUEOLKN/NAVXKTCOM WASH DC 
RUEBJFA/NAVBUPERS WASH DC 
RUEFHQD/?b02AlNTELG/INFPD FT BELVOIR VA 
RUWTFJA/AFMPC/DPMSC RANDOLPH AFD TEX 
RUE0FZA/CMC/A02A/DN‘A WASH DC 
INFO RUMOREA/CDR JCRC/NAKHON PHANOM RTAFB TAHI 
BT 

UNCIAS 

SECTION ONE OF TWO ■ 

T|1ZS XS A HOMECOMING. ARMY MESSAGE. INFO RELEASABLE BY SERVICE 
CASUALTY DIVISIONS ONLY. FOR HOMECOMING ACTION OFFICERS ONLY. ' 
SUBJ: homecoming army debriefing REPORT NO; ai 
reference: JCR'.D.TCS.eVOOO 
1. (U) RETURNEE: 

NAME 

3 CATEGORY S: CREW/ SOUAO/PATROL/TEAM MEMBERST ETC. 

NAME; DOOLEY,. JAMES E. - - 

DATE OF LAST INFO: NOVEMBER IRTl DATE QUALIFIER: EST 

SOURCE OF info: EITHER SAW NAME OR WALL AT PLANTATION GARDENS OR 

WAS TOLD. . 

LAST KNOWN STATUS :.'vJ!|OW.) 

DETAILS OF LAST CONTACT: NO CONTACT: EITHER SAW NAME IN WALL, OR ' 
WAS TOLD ABOUT NAME BY ANOTHER RETURNEE. 


UNCLASSIFIED 


TRUE COPY 


68 


.■■•M r. cnv!c;£ TK >!or.TH virrK/,y 

1 ‘•'•s fc- to the Bureau of Kaval Pefeonnel, Pers-Czj, V’tshlnfior., 
3 *"*; '"10370. If no Identificttion la cade, cosplete ,ltea’2 only. 


r-n ne-.t of Icln caJies tn Identiricatlon, fill out the fore In Ita 
obtain photograph of th. PW fron next of kin which can he 
•used Xcf scientific coaparlson, shoving the PW froa, the saw 
i: possible, as shown in the aovie, Phoiopaphs provided I7 next of 
Icla will be returned. /• 

Delays In coopletlon of aeientlflc coaparison should be anticipated 
due to the nature of the process and to the expected voluae of 
requests. 

Kext of kin should be csutioaed that Identlflcstlons ttde from poor 
quality photographs win not be verifiebli by scientific co^trlson. 



Date of Report: / / / 7 / 


PHOTO cbltPARJSOK AKALVSIS RESULTS: Christines 1969 KO. 


1. (U) Summary of request: (Date received: ) 

a. Please compare the attached pre-capture 

Christmas 1969 Ti in- obia iiveo oy/Heprestnt at l\e . 

Zion, especially prints numbered DIA USh 

USAF . 

b. See attached overlay for exact location of Imafe 
to be compared. 

2. (D) SuBsary of comparison performed: 

a The follovlng frames were chosen for comparison 
with the phototraphs submitted: Vk 


b V technicians working independently of each 
oTHer anilysed the identifiable ftaturea listed 
below. 

^fljllimp Results 


s (U) Quality -of pre-capture photographs submitted: 

Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable 
features. 


b (Ul^^slllJ’ of trsmes in Christmas fils: Adequate/ 
^adequaf^for analysis of recognizable feature!, 

c. The following, features were considered ilmllar 






(1) In view of the similarity in general 
appearance and significant number of 
similar features. 

could be the subject oi tne quesiioned 
photographs. 


( 2 ) 


In view of the significant number of 
differences in distinguishable features 
. probably is not 


the i^estioned photograp 


(3) Jin view of Ihe quality of photography 
and the small number of distinguishable 
features which could be compartd, no 
conclusion can be reached. 


f. (U) The same image hai been compared with pre- 
capture photographs of Air Force. 

V.arine. Army, and 

. civilian personnel. 
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/ { .I ]■: riB isn 


• DATI; 7 /f7/ 


KEMOr.AKDUM FOR: 


'Results of Photo Conpsri ion. 
. Case NO. 


Rtquesi frois NOK of 


1. Tranittlti id herewith are ieiulir of photo coB- 
pariion analysis between the QixiUaas-^^9 film of 
American PVs in North Vietnam and photocraphs; submit led 
with reference. 

2. The evidence cited in the at tachetl report docs 
not constitute definitive proof of the status or idSntity 
of individuals portrayed in the questioned photographs. 
Therefore, the report is not sufficient evidence for 
basing legal or administrative action involving rights of 
missing or captured personnel, or their next of kin* This 
Agency will accept no responsibility for any siich action 
based on this evidence. 

3. All materials received from your office in connec* 
lion with subject request are-returnCd herewith. _ - 


Uy ^ 


FOR TOE CHIEF: 

Attachments: 

(1) Christmas 1969 comparison NO. 

(2) Naterials submitted with request 

(a) Overlay 

(b) precapture photos 

(c) Other: 
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rmryWiN »7 pjn mzispzb 

ry JCHC U*1$0 n BAN5K0K Th ■ 

TO COR JCRC BAROEhs PI HI PRIORITY 



INFO OBCIHCPAC KOhOLULU 
ou nasminCIon OC//VO-PP// ■B7 JH'.'IS 

JC5 NASMBCZ/JS/Pn-hia// ®ECDEF NAJmDC/7DaJ(1!|-1saA«i^1A// 

"HITEMDUSC RASHOC/ZMSC/HR CHILORCSS// 


section 01 OF 02 LUIBOM BANGKOK 02«Sfl 


CITEi 4lB&9ll[^BB^& lOli Jam 
SUBJECT, JjS^^Rg^6-l02, CAPTURE OF AMERICAN 

‘source PROVIDES 
AN^AMrBTTArPli^nt^**** CONCERNING THE CAPTURE V. 

5 ! SS S“S 5 IM'" 

Ji» «!!!» »!”53«{“o iltnISuS « }K!""v' »“ 

AT APPROXIMATELY 1200 iStfM ON 1 OCtSkI SI* 
NOVgBEMn^BOUR^ 

descending under a roLtr deployed; trI.EdJS!'' 

ar,w‘jK^iri:«!Ks, 

ev«E It - 

SMriKi'sj 

cIpturf I5! »'*'< TO BAfELY 

THE CAPTURE* INJURED DURING 
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0nv. the pilot APPEARED TO DE' 2«-25 

ARS OF ACEa. had BmORT, VERY LIGHT BRONN. ORJ^ 

I 1 ND..HAIR, RAs Approximately ub meters tallT ' 

PRQXlMATELTTO KILOGRAMS IN NElCHT, MAS IN 
lOD.PMyilCALvCONIYITION, Dip HOT mERR EYEGLASSES^ 

D more a One piece UNIPORH TKAT'HAD a lond zipper 

THE PROKT ANO MAS tHE COLOR OF RICE PLANT • ' ’ ' 
AVCI« mHCN THE NAN ATTENPTID TO CVAOE AnD RUN. 

T INTO THE MATER, HE NAs; CARRYING A helmet# 

E SMALL radio# AND A PISTOL. THE HELMET NAS 

21 is !!I5J2!2"' •“’ the radio and the pistol 

RE confiscated IT THE CAPfURINB TROOPS. ONCE 
lE CAPTMRISC FORCES HAD THE MAN OH THf IEACH*# 

lET ROUND HIS Arms sehind his sack at the 

SONS RUT CEFT HIS FECT AND LESS'FRCE.* RE NAS 

hi mas loaded into • the sioecar. 

PATCHED THE HAHDLINC OF THE NAN IT THE 
tROOFS from HIS LOCATION ON THE MEsT 
AlRflELO IN THE AREA NH EREJHE MAN 
>8 lOAOEO INTO THE CHIMERE.AUTQ. iMWiilil 


ffSKfffmmik hl uan uuisiiiiii.^ bumI, 

:«* 22 S! 55 u #?2 six jet aircraft circlins 
’RE R*" *R ’R^ WRERAt 

TEA OP XH SSSD AND XH SSSO;) SOURCE ADDITIOMALLT 
service ELEMENT 

HICH PARTICIPATED IN ThE CAPTURE HAS STATIONED 

‘oon •«« fhong m hhicn mas 

OCATEO AT The NORTH END OF THE DO ION AIRFIELD# 
never HEARD ANYTHING 

iKttct! {2c‘5I5!r'' 


/.•? 
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lowoez *PR 87 PJV Jte526P2« 
:OR JCRC BtRSCRS pf HI 


10 COHNiVMKPtPSCp- MShINCIOH OC//NHPC NRO// 


Ir'o? «OVO'.ULU HI//J36// 

JCRC LUISO'/ B*NC<0< TH 

.JECOEF P«HlN5TaH 0C//0»S0-13 */Pp..mI4// 

SECURITY COUNCIL HASH OC 
JCS «iASHlMCrON t)C//DCJCS-PN«HlA/J5// 


DM H4SHINCT0N oc‘8Tvtfi>i4/Pii 





1/ 


RPT KK8*.,02a| 

H5C rOR MR, CHILDRESS **** 

A. JCHC LIAISON (M.n^hqk Tn 1510001 M.', SJ 

oi a^x INPORMRTION provided Hr 

OF REF A, REVEALS i PJOsASL E (lO mUTION 10 REFnOOStSSH 

JanEsT LICUIENANI, JUNIOR GRADE. 

sr«r»i ^•■YING an a. r attack BOmhER. THE AIRCRAFT. 

CRASHED IN IrtE C«LF OF IONKIN In The ViC NITv 
son! H4Ip5onc‘!rI^? RhBaBaNJ, APPROXImATELI 2000 HETEHS SOUTH OF oj 

I : ■ ; 

RCC'JVEREO. ‘ ‘ PNESJMPIUtE STATUS OF OEAO, BODY NOT 

0»10^0RDM!TES*lHs?5Jifr* !S*?53l °“iJ""E» *ITMIM FOURp:/A^^»«/rvy o- 
lieutenant DOOL£Y*y iS S NT. CORRELATE To 

INCIDENT AS OCCJRlJr ?/K\Ti!r THE 

lR*r. TMl SJURCl'l VoR W I,pr ^ 

C.-CLATES BiiH tne c,R?;-;:A:!fr5rL![::f:i;; ;s5j:5srssE!;i!“^ 

^orbarocp via RESimJnMJt!'"' PILL sJ . 

*N»iTiic*i .osnio. 1.3 not . finil 


'T! 



80 


ENCLOSURE P 


V 
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631 Corriente Ct. 
Camarillo, California 
April 24, 1989 


Ms. Pam Hicks 
P. 0. Box 287 
Dondville, VT 05340 

To Whom It May Concern: 

ia w (Ret) - POH 22 December 1967 to 

irnr R?nnrf hW iJo believe that the captured American pilot, subject of 
S RwJrr discrepancies between, the 
JCRC Report HK86-102 and my capture: 

!•) I was shot down on 22 December, not October or November; 

2.) My parachute was all white, not red, white and blue; 

landed 50 meters from an airfield, I would have been aware 

A.) I swam no more than 50 yards, not 200 meters; 

5. ) I did not attempt to use my pistol; 

6. ) There were no waves; 

7. ) 1 was transported away on the back of a bicycle, not in a sidecar. 

and I was never in an automobile; 

8. ) 1 was wearing Marine fatigues (2-p1ece), not a one pfece fljght suit; 

9. ) There was a solid, approximately 800 ft. overcast In the area, making 

It unlikely that 5 or 6 jets plus a helicopter would have been flying 
under an overcast that close to Do Son. ^ ^ 

locatlon and* date of the described capture was 
^ ‘‘o "Ot believe that the captured 
pilot reported In JCRC Report HKB6-102, was me. 

Very Respectfully, 




Captain. USN (Ret) 
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ENCLOSURE 6 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 
AVAL MILITARY PERSONNEL COMMAN 
WASHINGTON. D.C, 2O370 S00O 


. ,1771 

sei nc.hdd/ob-;^ 

17 Aug 89 

Ftomi Commandet, Naval Military Pe: sonnel Command (i;-64DD) 

To: Commander, Joint Casualty Resolution Center, Naval Ai' 

Station, Barbers Point, HI 96062-5200 

Subj: REQUEST TNPORJiATlON ICO OF LIEUTENANT COMMANDER JAMES E. 
DOOLEY, USNR, 008-30-3710/686509 REFNO 0872-0-01 

1. This is in response to Mrs. Elizabeth H. Dooley's questions 
she had at the National League of Families Conference in July. 

She has discrepancies about some of the facts concerning her 
son B case. ^Would you review the file on Lieutenant Commander 
Dooley and check to see if any of h«r claims can be validated 
Please send your response directly to us. The questions ate 
listed below, 

(1) Please check to see if there is any pattern to the 
crash site investigations in the Hanol/Haiphong area. 

« JCRC msg 2518002 Jul 88; In reference to\ 
f para 17 - CDR Hlcketson stated that the report referenced was not ' 
rewrite the deposition, was the reinterview i 
conducted? if so what were the results. . Was the source / 

x^entioned proven to be reliable? / 

(3) Check to see if LC^R Dooley is on the top priority 70 

name desctipancy list, have there been any negotiations attempted 
since 1987 on LCDR Dooley case? - 

(4) Do we need official depostion of this' fact to have 
report possibly correlated to LCDR Dooley? 

2. If you have any questions, please feel free to teach me toll- 
free at 1-800-443-9298. 


3. Thank you very much for your assistance. 


DAVID W. OSWALD, III. 

Lieutenant, U.S. Naval Reserve 
Special Assistant, pow/mia Affairs 


(1) JCRC unclassified msg dtg 2518002 dtd Jul 08 


f 
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MAY 11 1M4 teill 4e7»4fifi 

.■9A " ' 

2CZCUS 310 DAN STRYKER 
lJS7:e822lW7 CVFCH MSH 

ATTNi AnORNEV BENERA 
dept. Of JUSTICE 

NAVE TRIED SINCE JAN 13, 1964 TO LOOSE A COMPLAINT REOARDINB ILLEGAL 
PDLjTlCAL AND CRIKINAL ACTIVITIES ON THE PART OF HR, RICHARD 
CHIuDRESS OF THE NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL AND THE CENTER FOR 
POU/RIA ACCOUNTIADILITY INC., A SUPPOSED TAX^^XERPT CORPORATION. 
INDIVIDUALS ASSOCIATED MITH THE CENTER HAVE ENGAGED IN ATTEMPTED 
SLACKHAIL and EXTORTION AFTER RECEIVING APPROVAL FROM MR. CHILDRESS 
FOR THEIR TRAVEL. NR. CHILDRESS HAS ADVISED OF THIS ACTIVITY ON 
JMAJARV 13TH, 1964 AND .ACKNOWLEDGED HIS CONNECTION WITH THE CENTER 
AND individuals ASSOCIATED WITH IT. 

INDIVIDUALS WITH THE CENTER SAID THEY HAD A DIRECT WORKING 
RELATIONSHIP WITH THE FBI, IRS AND OTHER USG AGENCIES. IT APPEARS 
THEY WERE CORRECT AS COkPLAINTB HAVE BEEN MADE TO THE FBI, THE DEPT. 
OF JUSTICE, DIA, AND IRS WITH NO APPARENT RESULTS^ 

REOUEST THAT A FORMAL INVESTIBATION IE CONDUCTED CF TK POLITICAL 
^aATlONSHlP DETUEEN MR. CHILDRESS AND THE CENTER FOR POU/MIA 
CCOUNTAIILITY AND POSSIDlE VIOLATIONS OF NATIONAL SECURITY LAWS, 
IHINAL ACTIVITY AND POLITICAL MISUSE OF OFFICE AND AUTHORITY. 

dhn"r. mead ‘ 

SUITE IBS, 333 COBAL-T i«Y 

Sunnyvale, ca 94SI6 
(486)947-5733 


1 MSSS RCVD 
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MM«m.ACXIJJO 


JUN20 1984 


Mr. John X. Maad 
I ulto lOi 
333 Cobalt Way 

luanyva la, Calif onla f40IC. 

Daar Nr. Maadt 

Tha Public Xatafrity Saetloa baa raetivad a talax datad 
Nay 11, 1914 frea you to tha Attoraay Gasaral. I. Harahall 
Jarrattr a trial attenay U tha Public latagrity Baetioh haa 
raviavtd your talax and ipokaa to you eo^tha talapbona ragarding 
tha allagationa contaiuad tharaia. Purauaat to Mr. Jarratt’a 
talaphona raguaat to you, plaaaaprovida to hia ia writing a 
datailad daaeription of all tha facta «dileh you baliawa giva 
riaa to a fielatioa of fadaral criainal law. Hr. Jarratt'a 
addraaa ia P.O. Box SOICI, P Straat Btation, Naahington, O.C. 
30004-Olli. 

Ilaearaiy, 

Garald B. McDowall, Chiaf 
Public latagrity Saeticia 
C^inioal Diviaion 
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John R Head 
Suite 106 
333 Cobalt Way 
Sunnyvale. Calif 96086 
(406) 947-5733 
July 16, 1984 


Hr. H. Harahall Jarrett 

Attorney at Law 

Public Integrity Section 

Criainal Diviaion 

U.S. fopartoent of Justice' 

Washington , DC 


Dear Hr. Jarrett: 

The following inforoation is provided in response to your 
telephone request and Hr. HcDovell's letter « 

The attached dpcuoentation ahould be rfvieved first to establish 
the general background. It represents pert of the records that 
have been accuoulated since Harch 1983 through the present 6»te. 
Huch of the supporting docuDenution is in the hands of other 
personsi however, can be obtained on reasonable notice. 

It was not until January 1984 that I reluctantly accepted the 
probability that individuals at the responsibility level of Mr. 
Oiildress were involved in the activities described herein. Since 
that tioe I have, had occasion to be, in a position to verify that 
Mr. Oiildress is an active, willing participant in these 
activities. 

During ay analysis of events over the last eighteen sonths one 
thing has becooe very visible. There is a aerlous oisuse of 
official position and authority by Hr. Childress and by other 
persons within the Departoent of Defense including Mr. R. L7 
Aroitage, Assiltant Secretary of Defense. 

’ The following is a general breakdown of aooe issues and general 
aupporting inforaation for each. Naaes and contact inforoation of 
witneascs to each point and aupporting docnenution is available 
and can be obtained on reasonable notice as nesded. 

In the following breakdwn when 1 state Childress, 1 aa referring 
to Mr. R. T. Childress of the National Security Council, his 
associates and persona under his direction and/or control. 



90 


Illegal Political Relationship - Childress and 'Center for POW/MIA 
Accountability'. 

An illegal political controlling relttionship exists between Hr. 
Childress end the Center for POW/MIA Accountability in such a 
Banner that the 'Center' acts for Mr. Childress and is his private 
force. The 'Center' is described ad • Non-profit Tax'cxeopt 
corporation based in Vashington. DC. Sose of the activities of the 
'Center* are described herein. 

Supporting Infoneationr 

Representatives of the 'Center* acknowledgad that they were 
political in nature with a political Bission and achcdulad to go 
out of business in Novenber 1984. This sutanent was aade during 
a question and anawer session after a presentation to 'Rroject 
Freedoo* in Phoenix, Arizona. 

Representatives of the 'Center' stated that they had access and 
approval at the highest level including the NSC with instant 
access to an onnaDed Individual on the Vhite Rouse staff. This 
statebent was sade several tines but apecifically during their 
trip to California in July 1983 and in las Vegas dining October 
1983. 

Childress acknowledged on January 13. 1984 that the 'Center' was 
his investigative group and his Public Awareness Briefing teaa. 

Childress acknowledged on January 13. 1984 that represeautlves of 
the 'Center* visited his office and be approved their travel to 
California to talk to ay associates and bc; 

See the attached docuaenution for Bore inforaation on this trip. 
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Release of Classified Inforaation 

Childress has willfully, knowingly and Illegally authorized the 
release of, released or provided inforaation that was classified 
and furnished in confidence to the Defense Intelligence Agency to 
persons without a need to know end who did not hold a valid 
•ecurity clearance. 

Supporting Inforsation: 

On his trip to California in July 1963, Allen could quote 'word 
for word* Inforaation provided in confidence to DIA. Vhen queried, 
he said he had raceived it froa his 'high level* conucts within 
the use. 

Childress stated on January 13, 1984 that personnel of the 
'Center* were provided with all reports froa all aources to 
eviluate end investigate as eppropiete. This apparently included 
whatever reports were prepared by DIA during ay discuisions with 
then durisg June 1983. 

I have been aisured by representitives of DIA that they did not 
give out the inforaation provided to thaa however they had no 
control ovpr the inforaation after it left their office. 


Other caaes of aelectlve release have been reported and appear to 
be true. 



Misuse of Office and Authority 


Mr. Childress hss used his office for political purposes to 
interfere and intervene in the activities of private 
organizations. 

Supporting Inforaation: 

Mr. Childress has condoned and possibly s^roved the use of 
stteapted blackaail, threats of official proaecution, threats of 
physical hara and other actions by his agents (Personnel of the 
'Center*, its advisors, associates and eonsultanta) agaiast ayself 
and others. Thrtats of physical hara were aade by Mr. Monaghan and 
others against ayself and ay aiaociatea. Thraata of proaecution 
were aide by Nr. Allan and Monaghan. Nr. Allen autad that if we 
did not do aa they wanted ve would be ruioid. 

Hr. Childreas has used his position, office and authority to 
dclibarataly iotarfare with and influanca the actiena of private 
non-profit organisationa intareatad in the POV/HIA iasue. This has 
apparently been done to auppreas any independent inquiry or 
publicit; that aay not auppbrt hii public position on the natter. 
Mr. Richard L Araiuge, Astiatant Stcratary of Daftnse bat also 
been involved in this aittar. 
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Childress has used persbnsl IntiDidatlm and thrests of 
governnientsl sanctions sgainsv the League in an effort to insure 
that Ann Griffiths remain as the Executive Director of the 
National League of Families (A paid position as an employee of the 
League). Hr. Kichard L AreltageV Assisunc Secretary of. Defense 
has also used this approach. 

See attached documentation for additional infomtion. 


Violation of Civil Rights of myself and others . 

An ejctensive Character Assassination has bnn conducted against 
myself and my associates thru several aources but they appear to 
be coord iniated thru the 'Center*. Everyone involved is associated 
with the 'Center'. 

Supporting Information:' 

Represenutives of the 'Center* (Butler and Allen) have told third 
parties (in person and via interstate telephone) not to do 
business vith me or my company as ve were under investigation by 
the FBI for illegal acts and antiamerican activity. 

Representatives of the 'Center', their advisors and consultants 
have deliberately, kno^ngly and willfully conducted a character 
assassination campaign against my associates end myself. Diey hive 
repeated^ told third parties that we are 'under investigatira for 
'illegal, criminal and unanerician acts*. This has occurred from 
September 1983 until the present date. 

See attached documenutlon for additional information. 


Threats of Damaging Official Actions: 

It has become apparent during the last few months that the threats 
expressed by Hr. Allen and other.persons associated with the 
‘ 'Center' had merit and that I ahouIB have been more aware that 
they were serious. 

Supporting Information: 

During their trip to Callforsia in July 1984 Mr. Allan and Nr. 
Bebert stated that they had 'arrangsnantt' with both the FBI end 
ZRS. Ihe FBI would perfora checks on all personsel they were 
interested in and perfora ether senricas as needed. IIS would 
'take care* of than sad iasure that they had ao tax probleas and 
provide other oervicts that were not aaatd. 

Allen Stated several tiaes'that if we did sot do what they waated 
that things would go vary bad for as. 


From the events of the last few nonths it ia apparent that there 
is an attempt to carry out these threats. 
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See attached dKumentation for more infomition. 


Illegal Surveillance 

Several times during the last few months I have been informed by 
different persons that Mr. Childress and/or DIA Representatives’ 
hsve approached people known to be interested in POW/MIA 
activities and asked them to join groups and report back on the 
intentions and actions of these groups. 

Supporting Information: 

It is ay understanding that this type of 'undercover* activity is 
unlawful in general and that the military in specific is not 
allowed to infiltrate civilian groups or conduct undercover 
investigations of same. 

Statements of individuals approached are available. 


Comments 

It has become evident that if a person (or group) does not embrace 
the position expressed by current USG Represenutives (Hr. 
Childress and DIA)) and they are active in the issue of POW/MIA 
affairs that they are then in for trouble. It apparently does not 
matter if a person is accing in good faith or -is Just expressing a 
political position. . 

Character assassination appears to be a standard tactic employed 
by the USG Representatives and their agents. The comments made 
about myself and others with whom I have come into contact over 
the last few months have ranged from 'Liars' to 'Anti-American 
Radicals' to 'Senile' and worse. 


The charges I am making' are serious and are not being made without 
a lot of thought and investigation. It is ay intention to continue 
until the matter is resolved regardless of expense or time. 

Additional information is available to fully lupport mil charges I 
am making however ia in aafakeeping at this time. 

I sincertly hope that your office will be able to determine who is 
responsible for theie illegal actions and can take mppropriete 
action. 

Pleiae adviae me if 1 can provide any additional information. 


Sincerely, 






Mr. John R. Mad 
Suit* lOi 
333 Cobalt May 
Suimyrala, Calif omla 940B6 

paar Nr. Miadi 

Thia vill acknowladg* tb* Public Zotagrity Saction'a racaipt 
of your lattar dat*4 July 1«, 1914 and tba aceoapanying natariala. 

Sineataly, ~ 

Carald t. McDowall, Chiaf 
Public Integrity Section 
‘ Criainal Oiviaion 
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Suite Nbr 106 
333 Cobalt Way 
Surnvvale, CA 94086 
(408) '947-5733 


August 21, 1984 


The Honorable Fred Fielding 
Counsel to the President 
The White House ' 

Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Fielding; 

Your assistance is respectfully requested in having the matters 
described in the attached material investigated, bsic documentation 
on these matters has been provided to DQJ and DIA. 

The events over the last year have forced me to accept that some 
officials of the USG are willfully and deliberately maintaining a 
policy of deception and self interest which is not in accordance with 
the expressed policy of the current administration nor in the 
interests of the United States. 

This policy_^cludes prevlnting information and reports from reaching 
the president; taking aggressive reprisal action against those who 
express disagreement or do not support their positioh; suppressing 
data which is not in agreement with their interests and illegal 
political interference in the affairs of private organizations. 

The reprisal actions have included threats of prosecution, character 
assassination, violation of civil rights, intimidation, interference 
in commerce and other criminal acts. 

For over six months I have been trying to work within the established 
legal channels to have an official investigation started. Until my 
TELEX to the Attorney General I could not even obtain acknowledgment 
that I had made a complaint. 

With all due respect to the Attorney Generals_office and personnel I 
feel that ay complaint will be buried and that no acpion will be taken 
unless I continue to press the matter thru every channel possible. 

As the current focus of ay complaint is within the NSC and DOD I hops 
that any action you may consider would be by persons who are not under 
the control of nor subject to review by persons within the KSC or DOD. 


Sincerely, 
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CA34l8 :Sm AT 03 SEP 6 

■.'^:GET^ CA341B ' 

•^X 'V' ' ...■ 

"...ACCEPTED' . 

25^951d+/IRS tfSH 
T0;C0MMISSI0NEP. ROSCOE L. EGGER 

“.*««<:TrULLr JEQOESTED IH OBTAIHIBG 
'TWISTS "ABE VIA MAIl ON HAI 
10 19BA, ON APR 6 198A AND AGAIN ON KAT 17 1984v FOLLOWED 
BT MANY PHONE CALLS DURING NAI, JUNE, JDLI AND AUG. 

I BE ADVISED IF 'IHE CENTER FOR 
{S^tSSr^THrlL'iS i T«-BMPI STATUS AND. 

KlISg'k^^ MtS rR!rcM 

SPECIFIC CRIHINAL ACTIONS 

Jo”^fREQj?s?*Jl^?SSRl^{5i?^!''""“^^ 

AND 'COVEROP- ARE 

SaI MISUSE OF THE IRS 

WAS SUPPOSED TO BE ' IN THE PAST ' . - ~ 

the VINDICTIVE ACTION YOUR 
TUTc^Sfn-ilJI because of my COMPLAINT BUT I HILL PURSUE 
WITH JJ™pJJer^^ CONSTITUTIONAL MEANS 

STILL MEANS HE HAVE THE RIGHT 
TotrSi^^J and that it DOES NOT PLACE 

'PUBLIC servants V ABOVE THE LAW. 

I2HJ *’OSTIVE ASSISTANCE IN RESOLVING XHIS MATTER AND THE 
IS°REQUESTED^ CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF MYSELF AND OTHERS 

TttAT®Sft!i*en’*?LTe2* • ADDRESS THIS MAnER REQUEST 

THAT TOO SO ADVISE ME - IN WRITING - AND STATE THE REASON. 

JOHN MEAD 
SUITE 106 
333 COBALT WAT 
SUNNTVALE, CA 94066 
(i08) 947 5733 


97 



C43737 SENT AT 03 SEP 84 17:42:21 
£7 043737 
iCCEPTED 

„ iVt ' •■■ 

710B221907+/EVrCH VSH 
TO: Am CEN SMITH 

YOlffi ASSISTANCE IS RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED IN OBTAINING 
IKFORMAnON REGARDING KY CQMPUINT OF CRIMINAL ACnVITY 
BY MEMBERS OF THE ADMINISTRATION AND/OR THEIR AGENTS. 

MY REQUEST NAS THAT AN INVESTIGATION BE CONDUCTED INTO 
TW political CONTROLLING REUTIONSHIP BETWEEN HR. R 

AND A NON-PROFIT ORGANIZAHON AND 
ALSO INTO SPEanC CRIMINAL ACHONS TAKEN BY HIM AND/OR 
HIS AGENTS OR ASSOCIATES. 

IHERE APPEARS TO HAVE BEEN NO ACTION TAKEN BY YOUR 
DEPARIOT. AS FAR AS I CAN DETERMINE NO PERSON WITH 
DIRECT KNOWLEDGE OF THE ACTIONS DESCRIBED HAS EVER BEEN 
ASKED A QUESTION OR INTERVIEWED. H HAS BEEN OVER SIX 
MONTHS SINCE MY FIRST WRITTEN COMPUlNT ADDRESSED TO YOU 
WAS MAILED. AISO I AH NOW INFORMED THAT MR. JARRETT 
'IS NOT AND WILL NOT BE AVAILABLE' WHEN 1 CALL TO CHECK 
ON THE STATUS. 

THE ILLEGAL ACTIONS (POLITICAL AND CRIMINAL) CONTINUE AND 
THE PERSONS INVOLVED REMAIN IN THEIR POSmOKS AND CONTINUE 
TO ABUSE THEIR OFFICE AND POSITION OF TRUST BY THEIR ACTS. 

“ HISTORY 'STONEWALLING' AND 'COVERUP' ARE 

™E JUSnCE DEPARTMENT IS 

SUPPOSED TO BE IMMUNE TO 'POLITICAL MISUSE' - AT LEAST IN 
THIS ADMINISTRATION. 

^ BROUGHT TO YOUR ATTLVnON DO IN FACT 
PRESENT THE POLICY OF THE USG THEN WE Kp LONGER HAVE A 
GOVIRNIMNT OF LAW' OR CONSTTIVTIOKAL PROCESS. 

MANY PERSONS. HAVE ADVISED HE OF THE VINDICTIVE ACHON THAT 
^ personal dancer INCURRED BECAUSE OF MY 
COMPLAINT BUT I WILL PURSUE THIS MATTER BY ALL POSSIBLE 
LEGAL AND CONSTITUnONAL MEANS WITHIN MY POklR. I ONLY 
HOPE IHE CONSTITUTION STILL MEANS THE RIGHT- TO SEEK REDRESS 
OF A WRONG AND THAT IT DOES NOT PLACE 'PUBUC SERVANTS' 

ABOVE THE UW. 

TOUR POSnVE ASSISTANCE IN RESOLVING THIS MATTO AND THE 
PROTECTION OF CONSTITUnONAL HCHIS OF MYSELF AND OTHERS IS 
REQtlESHD. 

IF YOU CAN NOT - OR WILL NOT - ADDRESS THIS HATIIR I REQUEST 
that YOU ADVISE ME - IN WRITING - AND STAn TOUR REASONS. 

JORNKEAD 
SUITE 106 
333 COBALT VAT 
SUNNYVALE, a 9A086 


MEKORANDUr: 

TO: Kris Kolesnik 

'FROM: . Harvey Andrews 

SUBJECT:' Review of Public Integrity file, Department of Justice 
Ref: Mead complaint 

On August 28 , 1989 , the Office of Public Integrity, 

Department of Justice, was asked to produce its file on the 
investigation of a complaint filed by John R. Mead, r,e» 
unlawful surveillance by Defense Intelligence Agency ./DIA), etc. 
Mr. Jack Keeny produced a three page declination of. prosecution 
based on Mead's complaint, stating that this paper summarised 
their inquiry. Mr. Keeny would not allow the paper to leave his 
office. 

Upon review by both Kris Kolesnik and myself, the 
declination paper was found to be a superficial inguij^ of the 
complaint by Head which was conducted by Defense Department's 
oversight office. DZA through the oversight inquiry never denied 
a surveillance of,Mead> but stated it did nothing illegal. The 
portion of the complaint dealing with a civil rights violation 
was not referred to the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), 
nor was there any evidence that other potential criminal 
violations in Mead's complaint were ever investigated by FBI. 

The paper was a self-serving document that cleared DIA of any 
wrongdoing. 

Mr. Keeny was asked to providers full file on this matter 
and he said he would, have to take-it up with some unidentified 
office. Subsequently, Mr. Keeny called and said the complete file 
would have to withheld because of the "third agency rule.- 
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1 Dooley, they would have conmunicated it to ue? 

2 Mr. Uary: No, sir, I'm not aware of it. 

3 Senator McCain; You ware noit aware of that. Well, if 

4 you were not aware of that fact, Mr. Uary, you did a very 

5 incoarlate job, bacauee you could have aihed any one of the 

6 POHa, foraer POMi, or aeked anyone who wae involved in the 

7 iaaue, that our primary goal wai to keep track of all the 
6 namea of anyone that we tod any inf orinatloh about. 

9 So your aXl egation that the two Ttoi 'apeeial foreea 

10 i dentified Dooley* ■ photograph aa a fellow innate ie fala^ 

11 •Finally, a propaganda photograph of captured U.S. pilota 

12 in Hanoi dated after Dooley waa ahot down abowe a partial 

13 profile of a peraon that strongly reaemblea Dooley.’ what 

14 photograph waa that? 

15 . Mr. Dary; Sir, if you’ would aubmit that queation for the 

16 record, I would be more than happy to anawer it after 1 

17 _ conault my nptea: ^ _ 

10 Senator McCain: You made a very aerioua allegation here, 

19 Mr. Uary, and Z am aurpriaed that you would not even know what 

20 photograph it is. 

21 Mr. Uary: Hell, 1 think the difference between your 

22 infonaation and my information, air, is, one, your information 

23 ia firathand and mine is secondary, dependant upon other 

24 , people. 

25 However, you have only brought in two examples or two 
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instances concerning the Dooley issue, and there are more than 
those that caused us to come to the conclusion that we did. 

Sen ator, McCain; U.S. POW who had been repatriated 
s aid he saw Dooley's naimt vnritten on the wall of a prison cell 
in Hanoi.* Kho was that POW? 

Mr. Dsry: That infotnation has not been provided to us 
because the Department of Defense, at the time we were, doing 
this inquiry, would not share any information concerning POHs 
with us unless there was a Senator present with ue at the time 
we were going through the documents. 

The Senators' echedules precluded us from loo)ting et 
those documents for more than a four- day period. 

Senator McCain: So your allegation - 

The Chairman; Mill you yield for a minute? I'm confused 
by that? 

Senator McCain; So his allegation basically. Mr, 


Chairman, .has been relayed to him witK.no basis in tact._. 

Mr. Usry: I don't agree with that statimant at all. 
Senator. 

Senator McCain; What facte do you have to back up your 

allegation that a U.S. POW had been -• who had beeo_ 

repatriated said he saw Dooley's name written on the wall of a 


prison cell in Hanoi? . 

Mr. Osry; Besides that information, which was provided 
to us by family members, there wu additional information 
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: 1 .custody in 1973 identified Dooley'S photograph as a fellow 
. '2 ' inmate. - 

3 Do you have any factual information bn that? 

4 Mr. Usry; With me?, 

5 Senator McCain: Any )tnowledgs of that fact. 

6 Mr. Usry: Again, I will eddrees the statement Imade 


B Sena tor McCain: I see. And, finally, *A CoBmunist 

9 propaganda photograph of captured U, 8. pilots in Hanoi, dated_. 

10 . after Dooley was shot down, ihowe a pa rtial profile of a _ 

11 parion that etrongly reseables Poolsy. * Do yw 


12 ){nowled 9 s of that? 

13 Mr. Oery: I have the photograph. 

14 Senator McCain: You have the photograph? 

is Mr. niry: I do. 

16 Senator McCain: Where is that photograph? 

1? : Mr. Uiry: lt'8 up in Biy office. 

18 senator McCain : Yet the DIA and no govemment agency has 


19 that photograp h, according to them., 

20 Mr. usry: Well, that may very well be the case, )ceeping 

21 in mind that not all information concerning all missing 

22 prisoners goes to DIA because there's a lack of the faith in 

23 the way they have operated in the past. 

24 senator McCain: I eee. It goes to you? 
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Senator McCain ! Like your trip to Thailand that you just 


Mr. Usryj That's correct. 

Senator McCain: Tell me about that trip, would you, Mr ^ 


€ Mr. Uary: Are there apy thing specific you would like to 

7 know or would you like to start from the beginning? 

8 Senator McCain: z would like for you to answer the 

9 question. I said Cell ms about the trip. That is what 1 

10 would like for you to do; Hr. Uiry. 

11 Mr. Usxy: Sir, Z vould be more than happy to provide you 

12 the briefing that Z provided to the Secretary of Defense which 

13 led to the trip, if you're interested. 

14 Senator McCain: The Secretary of Defense says that 

15 absolutely nothing was gained from that trip. 

16 _ Hr. Usry: Hell, that's bis opinion, sir^^ I don't 

17 necessarily agree-witb that. There is itill a questioned- 

18 photograph. 

19 Senator McCain: That necessitated a trip to Thailand? 

20 Mr. Usry: That's correct. 

21 Senator McCain: Mhat'did you do there. Hr. Usry? 

22 Mr. Usry: He contacted the individual that provided a 

23 photograph that after forensic examination indicated it might 

24 . be possibly be or in the words of the forensic anthropologist, 

25 *was, in fact. Lieutenant Commander Stevens.* The individual 


ALDERSON UPORTZRO COMPANY, ZNC. 
nil FODR TERMTO STRUT, N.H. 
SUZTB 400 

NASR2NQTON, D.C. 20005 
(202)289-22C0 
(800) FOR DBPO 




10 « 




® An Exainmation of 
U.S. Policy 

-nrWLTrKrt A « 


Toward POW/MIAs 


By the Senate CommittBe on Foreign 
Relations Republican Staff 


111 ^ 1 ( 1 ^, 1 ^( 923,1991 


107 


StmdPfMnfStflmibm,1991 

PREPARED BY THE MINORirY STAFF 

OFITiE SENATE OlMMrriEE ON FOREICm REUn^ 

Seoator JfiiK Hdtai of Noctii CMina, Ra^^ 

Jamei P, UMia, Staff Diinctor to ^ 

11a9 E Uny, GUef ImotiB^or 
Dank B. Pniiii, Edto lad 
Oi^(i9 Stnko^ Ijycntt and Pn(i^^ 

Nancy R9, PraAictoAfl|iMant 

ThtMkari^SuffttbowUmnihaiikMKd^ 

<MieekKofS0Uk>rSmiAitUiff,fiarMr^«^ 







Illllllll 





lanittd States Senate 

COMMIHEE on foreign REkATIONS 
Waimimgton.'O'C 20510^6225 


May 23, 1991 


DearCoUeague: 

OnOaober29,Irttmedantnterimrq)onpr^m9dbyiheMin(^Su^ofOuSeMte 
ConvniOMonFoFe^MatoFtfbaKdtiptman That 

inmtigaiimhaseontimuiltw<uiu}t,and)mnMrinmdedtobe,ttuanh 

SuchanfffonwaMbebeyondthtteoptoftlitmoiatesiMM BatherU 

ymanamvtwasctnakwhethrtluagBt^^theVSgommeaftspomibleforPOtf^M v 
mndoingtiu}obAtyymta^poudtodo--thatt,toJMai^POWIMlAswhom^stiUbeaH^ 

The baeHm cmcbaioiu an very dbtwib^/jlfter manning 
iotlnrawintelligeiice,atuliitterviewbtgrtiattyfarrdliesaruifii^o^ iheMinority Staff 

cwiduded Mt,4esftie public pronouncements to the coitiraiy, the real, intemal policy of ^ U,S. 
goverrmma was to aa upon thepreurr^n that t^MIAs wen dead. 

Asa resub, the Minority Staff found, anf evidence that suggested an MIA ndgfa be alive was 
unfforrrdyandartittorilynjec^andan^ortswendirtaedtowardsfitidit^arulidendfymgreiruiitu 
ofii^personnelevendiou^theU.S.governrruru'stechruquesofiden^Ictttionweninttdequateand 
deejdyflawed 

These conclusions, atdiough welcomed by the families and friends of POWfMlAs who hod 
dweaejqxrmcewbhtheUSgovintntenysPOWeaablidmmt wtre’hodyrrfecsedbyduuestablidtrrm. 

However, on February 12 the Chief tff the Special Office for Prisoners of War and Missmgin 
Action(POWIMU)rerignadQ)londMiBardA.pid,arnanwhohadaccepiedthep<aitionwidiNgh 
rnoiivaandaseruetffdiq>de(ticatkm,febtiuahecoiddnolongerfuffiBthedmand3qfduty,hon(ir, 
and integrity under die policies uddeh he was adeed to briplern^ 

br a dettdkd and fdtduigfu letter, which did not become pubUc until May, ColondPeck 
confinnedthata*cover^*hasbeeninprognss. Hety>olceofa*inindsettodebunk* Hesaidthat 
dien was no effort to pursue "Sve sigjhtingt.’' He stated that *atty nidier lefi in Vietnam, even 
inadvertent, was,infttct,abttndonedyaanago^Ijas^,hecridciiedtheU.Sgcwenunenfstrttttrnent £f; 

of dufamita and friends tffduPOWMIAs. ^ 
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Jhe entile text of Colonel Pacts letter appears - verbatim -at the end of this report 


mdtt^tfftegret, rather than a vindiaaioh. IhadhopedduttheMininltyStaiffinvesdgatorswiHdd 


governmerdtodeeeivetheAnierieanpet^isatnatterihiUantffidwouUprefertobelie^ 

However,astheMbiorltySt(ffpunuediislnvtstlgadons,bbecarnedearth^ 

with the mum POWjMIAs is not unique in history. Echoes (ff similar experiences bi dealing with 

odm,andeatderCorruruinistrt^nmondutubfKtofPOWIMIAscatneupwithincrtasingfrequency. 

Abh(Kigfrtubstandalpoitlons<ffdudinerttr^)onhadalreatibli>"^PfVwnl,Idirtci«ddutt<t^ 

track down the historical precederas. I fdt dutt these prtcederm were absolutefy necessoty to 

understarubng(fthepresMproblerns,eventhoudtbnecestittQyddaytdtherdiaMofdtereport 

Cff course, thbfindarnental historicttl reseat raqubed a nuiidveun 
original documents, rood of dm fomerij/clatsffled. In die NadimalAidibm and In dte Issuing 
ttgtrudes,Ac«ontin^,rittderswiafMindiisrtportsonieddngwhichhasrievtrbe^ 
AnhistoricalarudysistffduftttetffUSPOmMIAshdiehandsofduBolshavIkr^ 

War I, the Soviet regime after WorU Wartt, the NordiKoreanrei^aftertheXdrean War, and die 
muarmttyfrner^dwmumWar. 

lneadi<ase,dwsarnedbnutylngscenariouppearK OndieComnuinistaU,ditregfrnadenied 

holdingU.Sprisoneis,eoniraty0nuinyeradibkrvoi%whBeiifaaduywerthokUngduUSPOWf 
MIAs as slave laborers and as reserve bargaining ch^ to get i^ilonutierecognidan and finaneial 
asdstance. On du VS side, our governnm domqdityed or denied die rqrorts iff POWMIAs, and 
failedtotakeadequausttytttoproveordityinnitdurq^whikelertientshourgovemnietapursued 
poBdesinterultd to rnake diplomatic rearfiidonardfltuticialtuffoit iff the revobdonoty 

possible. - 

IflndthbevidenceeonidneinpdoubmshbuUexamiHtlhe'aibleanddat^ 
dtedinPttrtlwhlchiadtefrdlstOty. PurtnexaminaeneedoUltwideneewlddiduMinorityStaffh^ 
chosentoiIlusttateditrnassivtproblerntwididieU.SgovernnmtshandbngafdiePOWIMIAissue 

-problernswhldi were onfy suggested in du Interim Rtyron. 

WhiUirivestigttdonirttothepremproblenucontinues,bisevkUrafrmdieworkabtadydaiie 
bytheMinorityStifffdmmoretiineandmareretourcesHeedtobedevoiediothewoik SenatorBob 
Sinith(R-NewHampshire),alongdnwttalwartintheranbofthosededicatedtoduPOWJMIAc^ 
hasintroducedSFMt.82,toestabliAaSenateSdeetCommitteeenPOWIMIAAffalis. SRa.82has 
ttlreadyattrttettdwldeb^ardsensufpoit,enddetervesdiesitypoitafevetySenator.' 


‘Sli«ft»ampriiiia|Otittra|ioit,ttel W i6diEi E M g iM <»n 6 ifaw ii 1 yiiwadiDCWM6iSil6a O owa tm eoi 
POW/MU AAio to Bmkr US. Poacf mud rOWMA 


no 


Tniisnpmivanifiiitdnmf}mindso^ 

frmmat^dedkmipmwv^dimdthiirtxp^^ Jwould 

fceespedaJiyremioHw/wrftow 

andMarkSttmofCBSt^te,m(>-W,Staae, Washing l^itdkistomihip(mclutiM 
those of the Minority Siqff, and not necoBiirify cf those cfMtssa Andnem, Ashworth, Brown, and 
Sauter. ' ' ' 

Shicenly, 


JESSEHELMS;}1 
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PROLO GUE TO PART I 


Throughout this century, the United Sutes, as a nation, has anguished over the plight of 
American prisoners ofwar.both known and missing. The emotionalordeal of the families, the debt 
which thenationowes to those whohaveputtiieirliveson dieline fortheircountries^andthehuman 
dignity of each and every tingle soldier, or tailor, or airman ought to have an incalculable bearing 
on our national policies and our honor, 

On the record, the U3. government has professed to give these concerns 'Ue highest 
national priority." Off the record, tbit priority vuiishes. Instead, other considerations emerge: 
Grand visions of a foreign polity of peace and recotidliation; desire for a new economic order of 
tradeandinvettment;ideolo^caliinperativettodowDplaythehostilityofantagoni8ticBystems;ahd 
the natural tendenty of the bureaucraty to eliminate its workload by filing cases marked "closed" 
instead of finding the people. 

Last October, the Minority Staff published an Interim Report based on hundreds of 
interviews and reviews of raw intelligence data in Department of Defense (DOD) files. The 
Interim Report suggested that DOD was more interested in manipulating and mana^ the issim 
than in finding living POWs listed as' missmg. But as the invettigAtion proceeded, the weight of 
evidence of faihire^a faihire of the U3. Cfovennnent to meet its sacred tnot-became overpowering. 

Was it really posrible that offidali in the Executive Branch charged with the solution of 
POW/MIA issues could have Med so miserably to respond to the needs of the American people? 
Was it simply tbatthe emotions of the POW/MIA-concemed community were making anobjective 
appraisal of DOD's work impossible? 

The resignation of the director of DOD Special OfBce for POW/MIA Matters, CoL Millard 
A Peck, submitted on February 12, but made public only Ian month, offered unexpected and 
extraordinary support for the findings of the Interim Report (Col. Peck's memorandum of 
resignation appean verbatim as the Epilogue to this report) But the question remained: Wash 
credible thattucbafeihtre could occur? Toanswerthatquestion, itwasnecessaryto turn to history. 


I 
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PROLOOUE TO PART 1 

THECM^ 

TheGulfWarisnotyethistoiy.bwthebriefspanoffightingprovidedseveralexamplesof gi 

the inability of the U.S. Govenunent to cope with the probleina of accounting for the missing- 
examples which are still fresh from the newspapers. 

Inaccurate battle casualty reporting resulted in the next*bf-ldn of Daniel J. Stomaris and 

Troy A. Dunlap being ofBcially notified by DOD that the soldiers bad been Killed in Action (KIA); 

in fact, these men were slight^ wounded or taken prisoner by the enemy. Several other soldiers . 

-Arniy Major Rhoiida L Corum, for exaniple-^re tiJren prfroncT by the en^ 

listed as POW or KOA or KIA; their subse^ent release by the Iraqis came as a surprise to the 

American public and the national media. 

ButthemostbizatrecasewasthatofSPCMelissaRathbun-Neafy. SPCRathbun-Nealyand 
SPC David Lockett were co^rs of a KET (Heavy Equipment ’DanspOrt), captured by Iraqi 
soldiers after their HET and another one became separated from a convoy. As the two vehicles 
proceeded north, they came under enemy fire. The second vehicle managed to escape, but 
Ratbbun-Nealy and Lockett were surrounded and captured. 

After her capture by Iraqi forces, Rathbun-Nealy's duty status was initial^ listed as 
"unknown," then changed to ''missing." However, the was never listed as '‘missing in action" (MIA) 
or "prisoner ofwar" (POW). Itshouldbe noted that'taissing,''undcrUAAnnyregulatioiis,it quite 
distinct &oihMIA"hQisin^ is reserved for peTtonneI unacoDuntedfbrin non<combat operations. 

From the Army's point of view,.the convoy wu a notKombat operation, even though it was under 

lieavy enemy fire.~ Therefore; Rathbun-Nealy and Lockett were never IBted as MIA or POW, even 

though the Army bad information that they had-been captured under fire. This distinction is an ^ . 

important illustration of how DOD uses te^cal distinctiont to avoid a finding of POW/MIA 

In a letter to Mr. and Mn. Leo Rathbun, Ll Colonel J. G. Cole, Chief POW/MIA Affairs, 
demonstrates how DOD, even in real-time cases, fails to foDow up obvious leads or to ask obvious 
questions. In the narrative thatfollows, it should be kept in mind that Rathbun-Nealy and Lockett 
must have been an astonishing pair of pristmers to the Iraqi mindset because Rathbun-Nealy is a 
Caucasian female, and Lockett is an African-American male. Since Corum was theonly other U.S. 
female prisoner, it should not have been hard in Iraq to seek out a pair of prisoners fitting the I ' 

description of a white female and a black male. 

Colonel Cole wrote: 

Atappnniinstely3pcD.(Juaan'3ai991)JimnoTmoriChilji,iheooiwoydn]wbysSatt^ 
M-dOunkthithsdteoea^feodvedaaaidvebankdaaiieiBdwttptniallybkxUnimeroadllM 
oocapuUofiheiecoadHETtbeahcartt«K>apioiiOMiBdUwMiiiMtorddirbsu11da|tb^veUclc, 
(>eieivedwhstiheyperael«edmtecaeswiiuofsihMdDeuihein±wqftauu>«n,aadimii^ ^ ) 

iaitbtedsU-tmaloaithBniid AitlditiMthty«itimateddtMtlMywerel00.1SOnieimbe^ 
the tawi vehicle, which was ooMlBuiaiaoiih. Atoooapleiia|ihetits,ii»cc«wiookedb«ia^ 
saw that tiw other HET (drivea by Riihbu-Neib Lochm] had tried tt tan iboat, Iral i^ 
beooaNStoch. MeiimaBdSPCLockMweieobMvadlobeitlDiaiheirvehltleiiiheeDemytioo|M 
appiowdied. There was DO iadicBdoo ttet they aneaqpied m retnu 
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PROLOOUE TO PART 1 

Last seen being surrounded by enemy troops, Rathbun-Nealy and Lockett were listed as 
"miSsingi" But DOD had more information as well. Colonel Cole wrote further: 

.A. 

^ There were no ilgu of fighting or blood, but penonai gear hid been scattered around the 

area, and weapons were mluing. Ai the Marines were learching around the vehideihoutiog for the 
soldiers, they were confronted I 7 several Iraqi foot loldlert at the HET and an armored penonnel 
carrier approximaiely 50 meters north, headed in their direction. No ibon were ocfainged by the 
Marines who departed the area and called in attack heiioopter anpport wl^ deiiroyed the APC 
' within 30 rneKri of the HET^MTheMarinei returned u> the erea tile fbUowing morning where they 

ooUectedsomeoftheperaonalequipmentudlbtmdUtevehiclenumlngbutfbnndnotraoeofMeliiaa 
or SPC LxKdcett.J}uiing the Imitie in and around Khaljl leveral Iraqi lotdieti were captured. 

• 

One would assume that the capture of Iraqi soldiers in the area would have given the 
opportunity to find out positively whether or not the pair had been captured. And indeed the Iraqi 
soldiers gave such information; 

Followlni interrogation of the enemy prisonen of war by Saudi forces, two reponi were 
received. OiieoonoeriiedialormationprovldedbyaoIraqiileutenintwhoiaidlwImdwiUMa^ 
captareofattAineslcuitnaleBtidfemale.Heflirtheritatedihitbothhadbeenla)uiedaiidUiatUie 
# white female had luatained an injury to her arm. The leooad rqiort teodved from Saudi Ibreea 

concerned i«ootherInu{iprisooertofwarfroiDicapturedpairolwim indicated they hivlieenaw^^ 
feinaleandablnckmale near theciiyofBiihrali,Kiiwait[notfirfromtheilieofihe abandoned HET]. 

To the lay observer, this sounds like a good Tive-sightingf report, based on circumstances 
that almost exactly dovetail with the drcunutances of the missing soldien. But when Mr. Leo 
Rathbun asked Colonel Cole why his daughter was not listed as MIA, Cole replied thar the Iraqi 
officer could not make "a positive identificatioh"-a8 though there were hundreds of pairs of white 
female and black male soldien captured in the area. 

Colonel Cole explained further that the U5. interrogaton had no current picture of SPC 
Rathbun-Nealy to show the Iraqi officer (although of course her picture was appearing in every 
newspaper in the Western world.) Had they thought of it, no doubt DOD would have demanded ' 
that the Iraqi witnesses produce the fingerprints of the captured pair before accepting the live- 
sighting report as genuine. 

Because there was no "positive identification" Rathbun-Nealy and Lockett could not be 
listed as POW/MIA. Had there been an extended war and extended negotiations to secure the 
return of prisoners, the name of neither one would have appeared on any list of POW/MIAs being 
sought. They were listed only as "milling," that is, unaccounted for but not known to be ta cnen^ 
hands. Had a difficult negotiation been required to secure a return of lilted POW/MIAs, Iraq need 
never have returned Rathbun-Nealy and Lockett because they were not on the list Fortunately, 
the war wu to brief and to powerful that all prisonen were returned without question. 

The cue ofSPC Rathbun-Nealy andSPCLockettbavivid illustration to keep in mindwhen 
considering the bureaucratic mindset that refiius to go outside of artificial restrictions in Older to 
find real people. UthecaiehadbeenpioIonged,tftherBparthidcomemonthsorevenyeanlater, 
if the vMd inemories of the event had gathered dust in DOD fDet, the same fecti vrauld have true. 
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But DOD would have dismissed the reports as unverified live-sightihgs and stamped their cases 
"presumed dead." This is an important case to keep in mind when examining the fragments of other 
cases left Over from odter wars. 

TOE HISTORJCAL BACKGROUND 

This report originally proposed to study the problem of POW/MIAs from the Viemam War- 
•or more properly, the Second Indochina War. Yet as more and more information became 
available, it became obvious that the concerns raised in the Interim Report released last October- 
-the policy that there was "no evidence" of POW/MIAs, that all POW/MIAs should be presumed 
dead, that evidence to the contrary should be discredited and dismissed, and all of these combined 
with the determined pursuit only of remaiins of the dead, while dismissing hope of finding anyone 
alive-all formed a pattern with an uncanny similarity to earlier wan of this centiny. 

. Moreover the negotiating techniques of the adversary in the Vietnam War--a denial that 
POW/MI/lj existed, adenaandfordiplomaticrecogpiticmandfinanciBl aidfromthe UnitedStates, 
a suggestion that POW/MIAs might be found if recognition and money were forthcoming-all of 
these hadbeenseenbefore. AndallofthemhademergedinU.S.dealingswithCommunistregimes 
sinceim 

As a result, it was necessary to broaden the scope of this investigatibn to study the historical 
background. The stucfy that follows is based upon an examination of hundreds of once-secret 
cables, instructions, and memoranda now in the National Arct^ and the files of appropriate 
agencies. _ “ ‘ - 

The study begins with a largely forgotten page of American histpry-the U.S. Expeditionary 
Force in Siberia in 1917-1919. The sudden rise of the Bolshevik regime, the creation of the Red 
Army, and the perceived threat to Allied armies and territory in Eastern Europe led to furious 
fighting near Murmansk, and the capture of thousands of Allied, including American, soldiers by 
the Red Army. The attempt to get them back in the &ce of the intransigence and deception (d 
Bolshevik diplomacy bded as the U.S. Government itself lost interest in their fote 

A series of parallel events occurred after World War II when the government of Joseph 
Stalin seized controlofhundreds of prisoners ofwBr,includingAinericans,and millions of displaced 
persons caught in Nazi prison camps u the Red Amy was allowed to move into Eastern Europe. 
The anguished secret cables of Ambassador Harriman and the classified accounting provided by 
General Eisenhower made it clear that Stalin refused to account for either POWs or civilians once 
th^ fell under Communist control, iriiile nevertheless deibanding that Russian or Eastern 
European prisoners "liberated" by the West be forcibly returned to the Soviet Union. 

The Korean War is closer topresentmemories,yetdoeuinents&omthatperiodaIsoBuggest 
the abandonment of 944 American prisoners, and a disinclination by the United States to follow up 
on their disappearahoe. 


Finalfy, the fote of POW/MIAs of the Vietnam war may be tied to the diplomatic history of 
the Paris Peace Accords of 1973. Some may agree, as OoL Peck indicated, that the real 
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abandonment of the American POW/MlAs took place at the Paris Conference, and that the 
present POW/MIA policies of the U.S. Government are merely an implementation of flawed 
decisions taken at that time. 

Part II of this report presents a more detailed analysis of present POW/MIA policies with 
selected concrete examples. 
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HISTORICAL PERSPEGTI^ 

U.S. POWs IN COMMUNIST GtJSTODY • « 


The war that Anericau call the Vietnam War is really» from the itandpoint of hiitoiy, the 

Second In 'tnc***"" War. The French have the dubioui distinction of having fought the First 
TnrfnfMna War~a moit important fact tq know in order to understand that the Communist 
Vietnamiue act but Of an acquired experience ofwarfate with Western countries. Moreover, the 
Wtnamese, as Communists, have bad the additional benefit of the experience of other Communist 

regimes in dealing with the United States and European powen. Therefore, it It hot surprising to 
learn that the prifolems wfaich the United States hat had in de^ pr^ert ofwar and the 

misting in actfon are not the result of chance, but of hittotfo Commtmist pd^ 

Indeed,bittoryreveahthatpoUcy.btbeyeaitafterWorIdWariIandn,theS(Metregime, 

and later their North Korean cohorts, held American soldiers and cttbens captive in the aftermath 
of these wars. Al954Newyorit Times article gives tome in^t into Cohimunistattit^ 

POWs. In January, 1954, three Americans, two b^ by the Soviets and one by the Chinese 
Conmiunists, were repatrfoted. The New ynrk Thner rep^: 

. AUthneooiifinnilatilie&wietbkKsikltteqiioeMOoinionfll^ 

Stiie Deptraeat flisTBi, the UMil Bsaba Of Anerkut held by tto 8(»iett and ihejr Emo^ 

sstdUteiciceedtSJXXLJ^oftheNABetlcuiMikeBi^Bmopesfi, 

cvttin otrantrim cu|ht by the Cbrnsnuiti tide; otheri wmdqwited him Oensin «w ptto 

camps; lotn^ Ula Onweie tbiiply Udaspped.' 

The foct is that Soviet and Asian Communist regimes view POW/MIAt, living or dead, not 
as a problem of humanitarian concern but os leverage for political bargaining, u an involuntary 
source of technical assistance, and at forced labor. There is, therefore, no compelling reason in 
Communist logictoretum POWs, or tbdr remains, so longaspoUticalandebonoidcgoals have not 
beenmet Thelogicofthe>netnansesepositiontequhesthemtoconceal,toditsimuiate,totiti]late, 
and to dole out actual information grudgingly, piece by pieoe,but always inreturn for very practical 
results. 

This perverse thinking is shocking to Americans idio are straightforward and honest ta 
fatterpenonal dealings. Yet we sbouU instead be surprised if this were not the case. Indeed, the 
policy began with Lenin. From the timeoftheBolsbeviktreatmentofPOWs from the American 
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Expeditionary Force in World War I, to the Soviet treatment of POWs in World War II, to the North 
Korean actions in the Korean War, and finally in the First and Second Indochina Wars-POWi, 
including MlAs, were used byCoinmunist regimes as cynical bargaining tools in contravention of 
international law. 

In 1973, the Vietnamese used POWs in an attempt to blackmail the United States into 
providing nearfySS biUonin so^alled Reparations." Both the UnitedStates and Vietnam asserted 
in that year that "OPERATION HOMECOMINO" brought home isll known prisonen. The 
Vietnamese belhred that they had a deal~a dirty deal, to be sure, in i^ch prisonen would be 
exchanged for cold cash. It was a deal brolmred bf Secretary of State Henry Kiuinger via a secret 
hand-carried letter. It would be perfectly consistent with the historical Communist poli^ to hold 
backprisonen against theirwUl, and even the remains of the dead, to exchange for dollars ata later 
date. The evidence of this investigation, therefore, must be weighed against the probabilities of the 
historical background.. 

Most of this information is not well-known by the American public; however, all of it is 
based on open-source material, including official U.S. Government documents that have been 
declassified andcoUectedfrtmoffidalagendesthiougbFreedom of Information Act requestsand 
through research from the Natkmid Archives, Washington, D.C 
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U.S. problems in accounting for POW/MlAs did not suddenly emerge in the Second 
Indochina War; in fact, the basic Communist tactics were already evident at the birth of the Soviet 
Uiiion in the Bolshevik Revolution. 

Today, most Americans have forgotten that there were tw main frontt during World War 

I~the Western Front, which was the center of Allied attention, and which today still receives the 
most focus; and the ^tem Front, which occurred when the Bolshevik Regime sign^ the Treaty 

ofBrest-UtovskMdth the Germans and withdrew Ruttianforccs.frbmparticiptition with the Allies. 

Thereupon, the Allies grew apprehensive about the German threat to the ports of Murmansk and 
Archangel, and sent the Allied Expeditionary Force to Siberia to protect the rear. 

As a resultof the fighting against SovietBolshevik forces around Archangel in 1918-1919, 
there were mar^ casualties, and eyewitness accountt of hundreds of U.S. and British and French 
personnel who disappeared. Nevertheless, official cables fioin the U5. mflitary attache at 
Archangel cited much lower numbersthan the eyewitness reports of missing personnel. The U.S. 

govcmmentpolicyconceming these ahdothersinthetwocatcgoriesofmissingin action (^)and 
killed in action, bodynotrecovered(KIA-BNR)fromthe^nericanExpeditionaryForceinRussia, 

as detailed in a November, 1930 memorandum from the 115. Acting Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, 
stated the following: 

An sdfflinittniive detenninstion bis been plsoSd da each of their records that they were 
killed in anion on the dau they were reported u nitsing.' 


In other words, all of the men who were MIA were determined to be KIA-BNR on the date 
they were reported as missing. 

Public outcry over this practice resulted in the formation of the 1929 VFW/U5. Graves 
Registration Expedition, which was able to identify or account for 86 sets of remains. Many others 
were never identified. However, given the technical and scientific limitations of forensits in 1929, 
the amount of time elapsed and the number of nationalities irwolved, some of the remains may have 
been misidentified. 


■ Mfnvrfm”" *n): Actia| Assisrant Chief of Stafi; 0-2, Subject: Alleged oonflaeoeat of Aawrlcu OtDoers and 
Sohliert in Russian prisoat,' November 12, 193a 
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In 1921, the TVew York Timer reported t^^^ 

the American prisoners held by Uie Soviet Oovemment of Russia have been told by the Bolshevib 

that they are held because the United States government hu not made vigorous demands for their 

release....' 

It was widely known that the Bolsheviks held many American POWs and other U.S. citizens 
against theirwill. In fact, the newSovietGovemment attempted to barter U5. POWs held in their 
prisons for U.S. diplomatic recognition and trade relations with their regime. The United States 
refused, even though the Soviets had at one dine threatened "..that Americans held by the Soviet 
government would be put to deatL..."* 

President Harding's Secretary of State, Charles Evans Hughes, in response to the Soviets 
demand for recogiiition and trade relations in return for U5. prisoners, said that 

the United Sutei will not oontlder say tuggesthns of say chincter from Out govenmeat nutil Uie 

Americui BOW held u pilionen are pomiited to leave Oie oountiy.* 

But several months later the United States concluded the Riga Agreement with the Soviet 
government to provide humuiitarian aid to starving RussiatLchildren. The Riga Agreement had 
spedficrequirementsthattheSovietauthoritiesmustrelease all Americans detained in Russia, and 
to facilitate their departure. The U5. Government was eiqrecting 20 prisoners to be released; but 
U5. authorities were surprised when 100 Americans were released.' 

In fact, not all American prisoners held by the Soviets were released. The Soviett held some 
back, presumablyfor leverage inanyfuturenegotiationswiththeUnitedStates. However, In 1933 
when Franklin I^lano Roosevelt recognized the Soviet government, these prisoners were not 
released, and other than the apparent recovery of 19 sets of remains, no satisfactory accounting of 
the MlA/POWs that were held by the Soviets was made by the United States. 

Since an administrative determination had been placed on each of their records that they 
were lolled in action on the date th^ were reported as mining, as for as the United States 
govemmentandlawsof the UnitedStateswereooncemed, these menwerelegB]fydead.Otherthan 
to a small number of U5. government officials with accen to the mteUigence about these men in 
SovKt concentration carnps and prisons, these rnen were legally, and otherwise generally considered, 
to be no longer alive. One such intelligence document dated November 20, 1930 dtes an affidavit 
taken by theU5.JusticeDepartmentof Alexander Grube,aLaivian-American,wbowas identified 


‘X:ipiivcs' Release Repniedly Sought,' TfrfMw Krfr Tima, April 18, 192L 
'ibid. 



nciDcn nqiwy.mremngpwr./ui/uiiennDBDic. vonne 
Peace, (Oicigo: Heaiy Regaeiy Conpaai, 1961), pp.4Z7-433. 
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Europe in the lunancr of 1919. By the ipring of 1920, aUU3. and alUed troops were out of Sw § 

territory. During their withdrawal, British forces seized a number of Russian Bolshe'to as hostages 
to tradeforBritishPOWsandMIAs who were stillheidbytheBolsheviks,andmaderoom for about 

5,000 White Russian emigrants who wanted to leave theh homeland before tte Red ^y overran 

the territory. When Awbangel was finally taken by the Bolshevik forces, 30,000 citizens” were 
executed by the Cheka" forces. 

”HUmREDSWEMmsmFROMOmR^^ g 

It is difficult to accept the official U5. accounting of U;S. casualties of the 1918-1919 
Northern Russia particularly because all men who were MIA were officially determined 

to be KL\-BNR on the date ffiey were repealed as missing. According to several af^nnti, several 
hundredU5.,French,andBritlshsoldierswereleftunaccountedfbrduiingthefightinginNorthern 
Russia. Indeed, the officialhistoryoftheExpeditionstatestherewerentundredsinissingfrom our 

ranks.*" However, official cables from the U5. military attache at Archangel dted appraximately 

70 MlAs,exc)udiiig French and British ntissing peno || 

Negotiations with the Bolsheviks for the repatriation of the missmg failed. CoL 
Ruggjes stated: 

NMotUtkru tot the exchaage of prtenoi iuM been lernliuted by orders hem Oeaeral Pei^ 
afi«bavin|beendel^althoa|baadttditcnStknflronbothtl^ihroii|hlitiluifrO(U^ > 

Bolshevik owuMBder»o^i«lbiity«OT " “ - ^ 

w 

In bet, the Bolsheviks wanted diplorhatic recognition fa return for the release of 
AllicdPOWstat thesuggestionof theUS. Secretary ofStote, the US. Secretary of War reminded 
theU5. Military Attacheat Archangel of this betina May 12, 19191etter. *the United Stotes has 
not recognized the Bolshevik regime as a government either de beta or de jure."" The negotiations 
never renoned. 

“ Bmawtoi^^ttMiiwioa Sca^ Owmtantevolwloii ud Siboti|e, the ^ 

BobbeyWiec«polta:hiwiheto««D»ofihoOmthe8uiePoIliW 

NKVa),tkPeoplrtOomBdmriMofbt«iilAlltiis,whttbocMMiheKOB,theOi^ 

" TWO CoBW I fat May, asei vrtb Boirtevtt ofl^ 

loieciinthei^ofapiuetfAlliediavieBmeiTheyreoorfedawiDeet^ 

hid lovea of OBii. We we» lorilod ibuM hiadwdi of mliilni tow OM mb ininied a tnioe tt efl^ 

eBtiaB|e>J>lecoifatioBiwdlflIcafa hterpreteniiewamve^efflclem. BatilwRedilearnedwhitweweteoptor, 

aadhiBfa^ The«adiiai,tbeyindedHtwofiheiewnAiMiicMil)rtheRIORMdaaioliUeit,and«ebadiotQit 
buoadofdaraMtomlihebarpfa. WeaeMrdidkaiawhuhidbeoOMOtihemiWBi.' 

‘"WilBMDNaTZL'Tb: MlltaiyIaidli|eace,P»«AidwvltUA WirI)i^^ f 

“SeeiMiyl2,19191etw»iheAcda|8oBetiiyofSwaFI(ukLPoIk,towthey&8ecwiiyofWirnhaveihe 

hooor tt aetaowWlD leoi^n of JOB litw (TIB-MO. April 28, 1919, legudlai tte a^^ 

Bottevtt fovennwt fa Rarta l» the artiar of ADM irtoae^ » fa 

MIIiiiiyAtii(*o,AiduB#kR«fa.taioooriiieBwlfa|OWsa||a^ 

oaMiyl.ieBiadfathtalhattiMUfaMd8iiitthttMtrMo^tl»BoliheAia|iMaia|o«mM^ 

facaoofde}nn.' 
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Throughout the summer and fall of 1919, 3,315 replacements were sent to Siberia to rotate 
out many of the original U.S. troops." The 1919 and 1921 reports of the Secretary of War records 
the casualties for the Archangel fighting and the Siberian expedition as follows: 


Killed in Action....^ 137 (including 28 presumed killed) 

Died of wounds 43 

Died of disease.................l22 

Died of aWHdehtal causei.46 

Suicide.....; ..;.iH..5 

Total deaths. J53 


The tobfa listed above from the combined 1919 and 1921 official annual reports of the 
Secrebry of War conceal the bet that out of the 144 combat deaths of American Soldiers offidaUy 
reponed fa 1919 in Northern Russia, 127 of those deaths, or 88% of those official combat death 
figures were made up Of some 70 MIAs declared dead, and another 57 soldiers who were declared 
KIA-BNR." 

This fact was left out of the official Secretary of War report on U.S. casualty figures from 
combat in Northern Russia. The vast majority of these missing men never received a proper 
accounting. Further, the practice of the Semtary of War of luinpfag the MIA and the KIA’BNR 
figures together as those killed in action necessarily calls into question the general credibility of 
theseofficialfigures. OnehjstorianmakesnotethattenUi.PO%fromtbeArchangelExpedition 
were repatriated through Finland and Swedenifa ^ 


LUBIANKA PRISON 

In bet, there is evidence that some of these men were actually alive and held in prisons and 
concentration camps in Russia by the Communists. A November 12, 1930 memorandum which 
detailed an affidavit taken the U3. Justice Departinent from a "Russian seaman* sbted; 

He urived Much 1, 19Z7 fa Lubfanta Pthon it Moko* where be saw bar (4) Americu Amy 
Oflten uul flfteen (13) Aaieiicu loklien who had been ibere sfaoe 1919..lhat be inbeeqaeatly wu 
tiaaifened toSolovea Uaifa Priion where he DWt many Aneilctt loldfan iW cfafliui, and DUBei two of 
them as Mr.Minfa or Miitea and Mr.O.Hefaafaknik, both of whom be thfab an Americu Army Officers 
tern to (be Island totmVfadivDstok. HeahomeatlonioMRoyMtdiierwbombeiuiieihadbeeeaserieut 
fa the U.S. Anay at Aichaiifel tow which place be bad been seat u a prisoneri" 


" Awnal Repon of the Secremiy of Wu, 1919, Office of the Chief MDitaiy Hbtoiy, Waihfaitoe, pi 23. 

"Teleinm No. 2043-297 nb: Miiiiuy htelH|^ Priw: ARhaB|ei,*Pet^ 4, 1919. 

"Annual Repoit of the Secreiaiy of War, 1919, p. 74. 

"Wu Deputmeat Memonadma, nb: Aaia| Airiitaat Chief of Stall; 0.2, Sabfaa Aifafed cnaflnemeiu of 
AiMrioui Officen aad SoUien to Raatiaa pitio^' Novembu 12, 199a 
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An lnternalU.S. government letter tvhich evaluates the information provided by the 
Russian seaman states: 

I have looliud loto this qimUon ud Bnd Uut St leut one cue tlut hu in important betriag 
on it, tumely the cue of WDlian J. Martia, Oompaiiy A. 339th InSutiy, whidi recent teived ta 
. ARhUfelorNotthRmsiaBBTeilitioiL UnderdateofFebJ,1919arepoittkDmAichangelihowed 
Martin fflittioi in action. Under date of March 14, 1921 we made a detennlnatlon ihoMai: Wat 
UUed in action January 19, 1919. Thh detertniaation wu no doubt predicated on the unexplained 
abieaoeoftheioIiderforabouttwoyemltatUtbeiaA'BNRdetertiiinationwuniade].' laliofound 
aaotbercuewhlcbinaypoait>lybeinvolved,itiithatofLindii]fRetherford,nplnmymlndbeante 

oftheineatlottbytheRnniiniiilorofAUredLindia^ LiadsayRetherfbtdwureportedmininiand 
a thnilar determiitttion {IUApBNR] imi 

'TmSOVJET(X)VBmfBm‘ISHOlJ>INGAIi^CANS' 

Threeyeanlater.in 1933 , theUnitedStitetrecognized the BolthevikgovernmenL In 1934, 
19 sets of remains were reported as "identified" by the U5. Oraves Registration. In the separate 
1929 VFW/Graves Expedition 86 remains of the 127 misting or KIA-BNR from battles fought by 
the American Expeditionaiy FoTceat Archangel were claimed to have been identified. This left 41 
unaccounted for from the Archangel post Further, that of the 86 remains "identified," it is likely 
that a number of these "identificationi* stretched the capacity of forensic science at that time. 

Refugees frep Russia fleeing into Europe during the late 1920s continued to report that a , 
number of Americ^ were itfil held by the Soviet government in forc^ labor camps. Jt is 
noteworthy that some of theU.S. troops sent to Arcbngel were themselves US immigrants firom 
Eastern Europe, or the tons of US. immigrants from Eastern Europe who had been drafted into 
the American ^my. It bat been speculated that the Soviets kept them because of their national 
origint, or the national origint of their frunfliet.** 

The US. Govemmem did not pubficty admit that US. military personnel remained in the 

custody of the Red Army inRuttia upon the return of the American Eqi^tionaiy Force inRussia. 

However, on A|nil 18, 1921, foe New Yak Tbna reported: 

IthatbeeadeaKwintedthatttoSGvietfovEnaMtblnldiBiADericuttist^ 
tlw UMted StaiM wQ line m teoofUK dw Siwia [pmaeat] or nter into tnde relation with 
h or rekiM ooaimeaiBtt fltND prim ia ihii ooBStry..* 


•See UA|0»erinmiletier.Tb;Mr.Hwaeberry«rteiilMrfceillld«4iulMbyil»UiJi^ 
Noveiiber8,193a 
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Three months later, President Harding responded to an appeal from Moscow for "bread and 
medicine" for the "children and the sick." He instructed a member of his staff, Herbert Hoover, to 
cable a reply to Moscow that the American Relief Administration would 

undertake relief fbr one million Ruuian children and provide tome medical lupplies for their 
hospitaii-but subject 10 certain oonditioni.” 

August 20, 1921, a formal agreement between foe Soviet Union and the United States, the 
"Riga Agreement," was concluded. Among foe conditions for U.S. aid to the Soviets was the 
following: 

TI»SovtetAnthotltieihavln|pimiooi]ya|nediitheibiolateiiiie<|itaiionofaByatiiiunoeontlw 

part of the Ameiicu people to leleiM aU ABeticau detained la Rotita and to 

departure bom Ruuia of all Americantio deaiiini, the AitA (Aaerku Relief Admiaittiation] 

retervesthetifhttoittipeMteinporatifrorienniuteiUofltinUefwDikinRnnlainGaieofhiilure 

on the part of the Soviet Antboriiiei to hlly comply with this prbnoy ooDditioii....[eBphasii 

added).** 

The United States government expected the repatriation of approxiinately 20 US. 
citizens; but, in fact, mprethan 100 Americans were repatriated as a resitit of this agreemenL 

As Herbert Hoover wrote in his autobiography: 

. The provision (or oTAmerican pritOBett wu ttt||Hted by Secntaiy Hq|^ 

informed me the Depinment knew that there were iboui twenty of them. More than a hundred 
Americu piispnen in Rtmlan dnn|eoni were released on September 1, |192t).*' 

Even so, reports continued to be received by the Department of State that more Americans 
were still held in Russia. The discrepaiu^ between the official information in foe h«nd« of the US. 
govemment-20 AmeTicaiuheld,andthe actualnumberof more foanone hundred released -gave 
the US. Government its first taste of negotiating for Americans held against their will by 
Communists. 


•Hoben Hoover, p.42& 
** ibid. p. 433. 

» ibid, p. 433. 
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World War II was a great milituy victoiy for the United States Armed Forces. In both the 
European and the Pacific theaters, the enemy unconditionally surrendered. However, despite the 
totalvictoiy in Europe by Alliedforces, thousands and thoiUandsofU.S.soldier 8 ~])erhaptas many 
as20,p0()~werehever repatriated from prisoner ofwar(PdW) camps, prisons and forced labor and 
concentration camps. 

These American soldiers were being held in Nazi prison camps, along with other Allied 
POWs and tome Nazi captivet, when they were ovemm I 7 the Red Aiay. Thus, hundreds of 
thoutandsofAIliedPOWsiidiohadbeeahddbytheNBZis,u«eIlBSfflilliontofWestemEuropean 
dthcens, or Displaced Persons, came under Red Am^ controL Indeed, tbit number increased 
because Oieneral Dwight D. Eisenhower; the Sujneme Allied Commander in Europe, decided to 
stop the U.S. and British drive eastward into Germany, in order to wait for Soviet fbinxt driving 
West, to that US. and Soviet forces could meet in Beriin. 

^CRmnTFORREPAJmAmN 

One such American 01 was Martin Siegel, who was held prisoner in Stalag IV*B, Muhiberg 
(a Nazi POW camp in eastern Oermar^ overrun by a Red Anny tank battalion).* Siegel was the 
US. POWs' intermediary and transtatorwith Major VatflliVerthenko, the officer fo command of 
the Red Anny tank battalion that overran the camp. 

The first question the Siegel asked Major Vershenko was, "When were the US. POWs to 
be repatriatedr Vershenko said be was primi^ concerned with the "Russian prisoners held in 
a separate compound at Staiag IV*B" u "th^ had to be interviewed individually since th^ felt that 
there were many 'cowards, traiton and deserters among them and th^ had to be deah with 
expeditiously.'"* Secondarily, with regard to the repatriation of US. and Allied POWs now under 
Red Army control, the Soviet Major stated "the Russians and the Americans bad agreed to a pact 
wherein the Russians would receive 'aedht' for each American POW returned," and the Soviet 
officer told Siegel, the repatriation of US. POWs wu a "compki logistical matter." 


* Private lettw from Minin Stofd, detalUai hb apokacti la • Oernu POW caaip ovcnan by the Red Aimy. Miy 

17.199a 

*lbid. 
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The Russian Major's view of the repatriation process for US. and Allied POWs under Red 
Army control for financial or economic 'credits' probably accurately reflected his view of Sioviet 
repatriation policy. In fact, the Russian Majors view paralleled the aueument of the Soviet's 
repatriation policy by US. Major General R;W. Barker. Barker was the Allied Chief Negotiator 
for the repatriation of AlliedPOWsuiider Red Army control Barker wroteinareport to the Chief 
of Staff of theSuprenie Allied Headquarters thatafter more than four houtibf dismissions with his 
Red Army counterparts 

theSHAjBP(Sn]mDuHel(^oane^o^theA]]iedBttrop«lnPonel)fepnleatat^(elcaffletothellIm 
oonvictkin Out British and Americu piiiimen of anr Vue, ia eflect, bdni hcM to 
Rnulani until deemed eqicriientl 7 them to pennitthefr release. Thh tatter |»mia«iflirthwb^ 
out by subsequent events.* 

Meanwhile, Siegel, the American 01 stiU beUinStalag IV-B («du isstiU alive) decided that 
asaresultof 

the csJtousaenOfhb (Major VetsheBtob]reqx»ieiiid tire oOeioti tone iavttichihfelalbnBaiim 
|abontre|Mirtadon)viH|lvea,[h]fmiMtealpiuie...TfoiBi|ht,ayl)uaIainte,qiLWlIIlamSiaim 
oftlw 9 thDlvitlonihiiedbaratntuald>ncenaand{vre)deddedtotskBoBonovom. IheneKi 
eweninf, we ' tibented' tw Russlah bkycies, |ot ilmi a tap in lire ivire where a Rnstiin 
parked and took off West to vvitereiw thouibt the Anterican Army would be." 

They nude it safe^to American lines, but only after a-^wo week adventure* that included 
malting another escape after "being captured by a band of fonatical 'Hitler Youth"" stiU at largeirr 
Soviet occupied Oermarly. ~ - \ 

Siegeland his partner madeawitedecition to escape. Acable from tbeNinthUnited States 
Army to the Supreme Allied Headquarten dated May 17, 1945 describes the deteriorating 
conditions in Siegel's former POW camp, Stalag IV-B Muhlb^ after the two Oil escaped: 


Rtportt nodved that T/Xn Ualred Slaw aad Bittish tt-m fauiadf fo MULBURO 

MaBybaveieftbeeauMofooodltioas. RaporniadiaMcuvkatedolaiaatattiKiwrmeBlDree 
Mo^oider. RaMiaBiille|mtthiveibreaiaMdtoMft)Wtopi«vwaapa(flq*aslsadded)* 

Thus, throu^ crmipletely difEcrait personal aqxriehoei, a OI--Siegel- ai^ I Oe^ 
Baricer- came to enentially the same conclusion about Sovietrqutriition policy. The GIriaked 
escape rather than trust the Soviets to repatriate him. The Oen^ concluded, and reported to 

’ Mamoiudum by Mijor Oenaal R W. Baiter, ^tapon « Ooitaiooa with Rusiiaa Offldali Retelve to 

RapiiilatioaQfPriionnofWaraadDiipiaoBdNmai,'teudliiiy 23 , 194 i 

*8lii|Bl,aidlsd. 

*8ie|6l,ttdiel 

•CaMB,*F!raw(X)NiBthlMied8iawAi^.7teIteActiw’OO8HAEPP0RWABDATlsmONaim, 
ilEPNO:KX-21617,' May 17, 1941 
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Supreme Allied Headquarters that 

BritUb ind Affloku ptiioiien of ta effect, being iKid iMtafe by the Rtmi^ 

deemed eepedleni by then to penult their telewe.’ 

After Siegel-the intrepid GI~and hit partner escaped to Allied controlled territoiy, Siegel 
found that his 

oon«nitorotherpiiionenleftbelilBdBtlV-Bi*eieu«tedwIthytiilikeptldtm,tbea 

It my penbteace, ud Bully with leetniniwei that tl» mtter 'Muld be li^ 

It should be noted that Major Venhenko'i eommenti about economie 'credits' were not 
wholly inaccurate. WeebbefoieV*Eday(VietoiyinEurope)Sovietsh8ditqttesteda$6billion 
credit line &om the United States, the eq^ent d$59.8 billion in 1991 doUan', or slightly more 
thi. 1 1 R tfuttfnrtheQulf War. 'Credits' from the United States, were, in tact, an active Soviet 
throughout the repatriatian peiiol Indeed, the Secretary of State, prior to a naid> 
April 1945 meeting with hh Soviet counterpart, Commissar Molotov, received a pre-meeting 

briefoig memorandum, one of the paints of which was the Soviet request for $6 billion.* 

•MAKETHEMWO^ 

-The Soviet latfanateftffnmrepatriad^ Allied soldieii and dti^ 
by more complex and more repugnant Inuons than ciediti alone. In the memoirs of former 
Secretary of State under President Truman, James F. Byrnes, there ap^ an flluminating 
conversation the Secremiy had with Molotov, the Soviet Commissar of Foreign Afiairs. In 
September, 1945, several weeb after Japanb surrender, Byrnes recounted that while in London: 

Mr. Molotm cum tt m me, oe ifliinicdou 1mm MaMaw_(Mok>t(w) wuted tt oompla^ 
tbewayiBwhkhtl»inrreadertermi[wlthJipaD]imbeiB|onfkdoiiL Heeom{daiBedpudcalirIy 
ibmtihewiyiheJipuieMAtBrywMbeiMdeaolilUui hi«sdiafefoai,heni(Lmttelytoiiinimthe 
JipueMudMadthemhoawt^ihnildbeheldispiiKMnotwir.WeilKnilddowhstibeRedAniy 
wMdoiofwtdiiheApueNhladtataiBMiachaile-4MtothemiradLJfooMOumyMcattielyho« 
muyJepuMwpiliOMn haw been lalutttte Soviet Uak^ lBmid-lM7,theben|Mmwuthn 
ippnainMteiy SOOyOOO were ^ 


^ MemonadoB, FRn: Major Oeaenl R. W. Buket, 'Repait on Cbafenaoe with Romlu OfBdali Rekdve to 
RepitiiBiiOBofPtifooen Iff War ladDiqilaoedrKiaBA'May 2^19^^ 

*Sie|el,aidted. 

*COmpatedbytteODa9aBriooalRBieBicfc8enioBaeoortiBg»PiloBladcBo(theOOoeofBad|etMin|eaMU,ia 
lY 1992 U.R OovwaaMU Badpt, p. 17, HMoiicM IMm 

• State Departmeat BMaMoadam, *10: Ik US. SeoMaiy (ffSttta tegudlBi u npoomiai ineedBi with Soviet 

FOtel|B AlUttOaumimarMoloiov,'Aptfl 19,1943. Ik memonadamooaialu a list of siie points with a brief 
deBoindOB of US. DoUev oa eaefc DOiaL 

M WmmP tWny 
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The problem Of accounting for POW/MIAs was compUcated 1^ the foct that the Soviett 
were just as uncooperative in the repatriation of the millions of displaced chrUians. In Europe, as 
well as in theFar East, the Soviettguardedasea of prisoners-human capital andslave labor in their 
view-who were not only Allied and Ards POWs, but also hundreds of thousands of displaced 
Western European citizens, as well u Eastern European citizens, who desperately wanted to flee 
from Red Army occupied territoiy. Nationalitiu of smaller countries of Western Europe, like the 
Dutch, and Belgians, aiwell as formerly Nazi occupied retries libs Fr^ 
militaiy, political or diplomatic leverage with the Soviet government to secure the repatriation of 
their citizens at the end of the War. As a result, tens of thousands of Dutch and Belgians, and 
hundreds of thousands of Frendt were never repatriated by the Soviets. 

TheFrenchinparticularboietfaebnmttheSoviet'bttlmthemwo^ Thitpoliqfwu 
implemented by the Soviets sot only with regard to the Japanese POWs captured in the Pacific 
theater, but ^ with regard to fanndredi of thooiinds of Froicfa, Dutch, Belgian, and other 
Western Europimns who were caught hi Soviet occupied territory in Europe. 

A wmdow through widch a glimpse of tim frte of these dtikni-in thfr paiticul^ 
French POWs-nmn be seen is the following cable from the Allied Command's Mission in France, 
to the Supreme Allied Headquarters for all of Europe. Sent May 30, 1945 (Victory in Europe, VE 
day was May 7, 1945) the cable read: 

AeoocdBBoe you teleplwae raqisi, cdk from FUteeaih Anay Ftndi Detachmenuo Oeasal 
aiBRRIEREMMPAHok(X)fniNEmALPARISof2SM9hpinpluiiMI>ryou^ 

Reponof U D HAVERNAS,Bonrdin| ucc)|/bm«dnpont,Ramianstlll do not releeie 
ibottaDdtofFmiieha-PWbandcMIiaiiiilloRUiiib^ MaayiiaBSfenedcattwaidsto 
nnkBowBdeitiBaiioa. PkBMiiifmbl|haBtbori9. TWa-PWbanevMMteddallyftomtUiana 
to UDINE C)viIiBBiheldiudadilllcmtbodakaooimiB»dailoooosdlth)iu.[empluubBdded]B 

'^DISCREPANCY OF OVER 1,000,000 WESTERN EUROPEANS* 

The next day, a caUe detailing the magnitude of the masses of Allied prisoners of war and 
displaced citizens heU in Soviet territoiy wu sent from Supteine Allied Headquarters signed by 
Eisenhower, totheU£.MiIitaiyMisskmin Moscow. Eisenhowerwantedanexplanationfromtbe 
SovietsfortheslowpaoeofrepatriatianaftbesedtizBns. Tlie''disGiepandes^betiveentbeAIlia' 
most up-UKlate figmes of various disidaoed Western European dfizens and prisoners of war 
known to be in Soviet occupied teiiitaiy, and the number actuirily repatriated by the Soviets, were 
outlined by Ehenbower. 

Latat anflibtedbplaoM p«noaiasdpilKm«nof wtf fliBmikwibaoit LfiOfUIOOWaMn 
EtiropoiB(P>BDca. B cI|U n ,DBttBkljBBBsboi|eoh)dtkriopatriairtftomofat|iw^ 

■ChbkSECRBTROUnNE,nfr8HAEFPORWAia),Ikm;SHAEFMraONntANCEttSHAB^ 

0-3, ■ REP NO; MP-144Z7. Mqr 30; 1943. 
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in SHAEF area. Soviet delegates at LEIPZIG coofereoce suted only 300,000 Western Europeans in (hej; # A 

area. Combined working party on European food auppUes, composed of repiesenuiives from UNRRA, * V 

SHAEF, USSR, UK, and USA, including Soviet delegate LIUSHENKO, estimated approxifflately 3,000,000 
displaced WettemEuiopeansloenemy-beldteiTitoiyatbegiootngl944. tbisdiscrepincyof over 1,000,000 
Weitero Europeans is causing the Dutch and French Oovernmentt cbnsiderable anxiety.'’ 

More than two weeks later, Eisenhower sent another cable to the Ui. Military Mission in 
Moscow with more detailed numbers of "discrepancies*. Again, Eisenhower requested a detailed 
SovietresponsetohisconcemsovertheseunrepatratedprisonersofwarandotherAlliedcitizens | H 

in Red Aiiny occupied territory. The cable, dated June 19, 194S, stated: 

I A hrther approach to the Sovkta tuguding Bsobets of western Bntopaans in Sovin 
oocupiedareaofEanenEuiopelsiirieotiyBeoetHuy. AbcmtUOIMIQOFInidilmMbeenie^^ 

Leu than lOOJXIO lamain in SHAEP<oecapied area Ftonch Insitt total POWand displaoed petaons 
is 2,300,000. Even aUowlng for aewnd hundred ihousaiid luuoooonted trekketi, dhorepancy is ttill 
Very great About 170000 Dutdi have been repatriated, with leu than 25,000 in the SHAEF area. ^ 

Ibtal Dutch ttdinate of dqwrteu is 3401100.’' * 9 

VFPE!C^OmmOMWESTEMEmOPK.[I],,.CmNOT^^ 

MUCHABOUrmEM” 

In response to Eisimhower’s cable, the Ui. Mitaiy Mission in Moscow sent the Soviet 
government a letter dated June 2(\ 1945, partt of vdiicharequoted below: ^ # 

DearOcaeralOoInber 

We have been requested by General Ebenhower to make an orgeat appeal to yon for an 
estimate of the numbo of dbplaoed Western Europeans who are now in SovietHtchupied areas of 
Eastern Europe. 

lhothu,aboul,2001)00Flrea(hhavebeeatepatriaiei Lettlhanl0O,000Frenchtefflain ^ 

in German areas oocapied by Britisb<AnMican bioes. Ihismakea a total of 1,3001)00 French V % 

aooonntedlbr,cmduslwofthoaewhostlllrcmaiainSoviet-€OBttolMicrtltai]f. Reach authorities 
iiaistthatihetoialnniiberofpciiOBenofwaraDdditplaoedpenonsaBOUBtio2,30QEOa Even 
alowingteaeMedknidtedihoamjiduDaoGoiitaediDiiividials,iheresiffltemalmagiett 

About ITQyObO Dutch have been rqatsiated. Lem than 23DOO Dutch stm remain in 
Germany naderomtiDi of Btitish-AaMriGntoroea Howewer,ilMDntchtuthoiltlmcmlmiteihai 
therewenoit|inally3401)00Dttcfaaatiooaltdqioited,ihnileavfi|a|iesudiacrq^ 

' • • 

» ChUe. *rO: US MUITARY MISSION MOSCOW FOR DEANE, FROM: 8HAEP MAIN SIGNED SCARF 
(Eiieaho«cr).*REFNaS49942,May31. 1945. 

’'Chhie, SECRET ROUnNB,*rO: US MnJTARYhOSSIONMOSCXlW fur DEANE FROM: SHAEF MAIN 
aigned SCARF. S-91tt2,' inne 19, 1945. 


* • 
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TheBelglinauihoriUesalsoreportedadUcrcpancy built Is comparatively smaller than those of the French 

snd Duicb....’’ 

In the French and Dutch cases, the "discrepancy" figures arc astonishing. Even assuming 
that a quarter of a million French citizens were ■'trekker8"~a lecmiiigly exaggerated estimate- 
heading West to Allied lines, 850,000 French citizens still were not repatriated from ]Rcd Amy 
occupied territory, 

With regard to the Dutch citizens, assuming one quarter of the total Dutch "discrepancy" 
number were "trekken," then some 116,250 Dutch dtizcni still were not repatriated from Soviet 
occupied Europe. Itii understandable, asElsenhower stated in an earlier cable to the U.S. Military 
Mission in Moscow, that these figures were "causing the Dutch and French governments considerable 
amdety." 

In late June, theJJ3. Mflitaiy Mission in Moscow sent Eisenhower a cable with the Soviet 
reply. The SoMet reply was not ericouragirig. The cable read: 

upon receipt of $-91662 dated 19 June, we ptmented thequetiei oontiined ihereloio (Lieutenant General] 

GOLUBEV (Soviet Assistant Admlnistntor for Repitriation] and have received the following reply (from 

theSovieU): 

In iniwer to your letter of 20 June: 

l.'I do not have iheeactdsuion the nwvingimundofpersons from WmtemEUROPEindiheretoreeannoi 

-lay much about them. ^ 

2. 1 know that there have been freed by the Red Army: 

French; About 25a0X of which 2Q2AS6 penom hare already been sent bone and about SOJIOO who are 

getting ready to be lent borne. 

Belgtaos: 27,980 persons freed ofwhich 25,920 hM been scat home, the reniainder in the prooem of behtf 

iuniedover.“ 

The discrepancy between the Soviet numbers for both the French and the Dutch and 
SHAEFs numbers is unsettling, as is the Soviets' claim that they "cannot say much about" the 
hundreds of thousands of Western European soldiers and citizens who apparently disappeared in 
Red Army occupied territory. 


"See le»er.*IbUeaieaaBtOeaenlK.D.Qolabev,RedAimiy,SoiiietAmisiutAdatiaistiaior tor Repaistkm, From: 
Mijor General JohnRDeiM.CnminiadfogOeBBal US MflittiyMisstonMosciw.’^ 

“ Cable, Hb: SHAEF MAIN FOR BSENHOWBR. FROM: US MUITARY MISSION MOSCOW FROM 
OAMMELLANDDEANE.*REFNO:M-24784.JaBe25.1945. 
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^NOTEVENVERBALMSURANCESWEMm^^^^^ 

However, even before Eiienhower M received Us reply, the Soviets informed US. 
militaiy ofGdals at a separate meeting in Halle, Germany, that "all political prisoners held in 
German concentration camps overrun by the Red Army had been released." Furthermore, Allied 
ofiBcials reported to the Secretary of State with respect to the "category of displaced persons, not 
even verbal assurances were to be had." 

The results of the Allied-Soviet meeting in Halle, Germany, were detailed in a memo sent 
to the US. Secretary of State and is quomd below. The meeting produced an agreement on a plan 
for repatriation 

agreed to by repreteautlvei of Supreme Headqaaneis, Allied Eipedltlonaiy Fone, and Supreme 
CbmmandRed Aiiiy, at Halle, Oernuny, May 22, 1945, for me oust espedit^^ 
of AlUed and Sovfoiex-piiiooersofwaraifodbplaoedpeiNu liberated by the Allied Expeditlonaiy 
Foreeand the Red Army. 11m twodeie|atfouiwre headed Uepteaant OeneFalK.D. Golubev, Red 
Amj, Soviet Anisiant AdmlDistntor for R^triatioa, and Major General R.W. Buker, uiA, 
Aiiisunt Qiieror Stall G-1, SHAEF.i’ 

Thismeeting, more thanany other, determined the fate of hundreds of thousands of people 
trapped in the Red Army occupied territory ofEastem Europe. This memorandum, wUch was sent 
June 1, 1945 to the US. Secretary of State, explains that at the Halle, Germany, meeting the Red 
Army refused to pennit the Allies 

toflyoaniportalrciifttatoSmdM-oocopiediaritoiy.AltlmnihGeflaalOolubeviranldnotagree 
»tlwtaeorpoiitlonofapara|nphiwoyldln|DnipilorltydeUreiyofUi.iadUXei.p^ 
war, he gave hb most aokma personal anutanos tlui au UjS. and UJL a-pitenoi of war would, 
in foct, be given preferential treatmeai A nqimt for second priority for Western Eoropeana- 
poUiica] dqKntees, fat aoooidanoe with the di^ of the Western Etttopean govenunenu that inch 
penons be repatriated before their respective a-prisonert of war and other displaoed penons, was 
countered by the flat assertion that all poUtical prisoners held in German oonceatration camps 

overrun by the Red Anny had been released and that there were, accordingly, no more political 
prisooeninSoviet-occopiodtenltory. With respect uthiscate|otyofditplaced persona, not even 
verbal aasuranoei were to be had." 


Thui,asfar as fonnerpolitlcalprisoncnwere concerned, theofBcial Soviet position was that 

aU political prisoners had been released. With regard to the repatriation of displaced persons who 

found themseWei in Red Amiy occupied teiTitoiyatthecndof the War, "not even verbal assurances 
were to be had." 

" Meimiiandurn, SEORET, Tte Secretary of Stata Pltosn: Ifcaih, Deputy to Robert Murphy, Subject; Overlan 
Eichanp of Ib-Prisoneri of War and Diqilaced PeiiOBS libetaied by aU Allied EipedUoaaiy Iforce sad ih^ 

■fold! 
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mpUSED NOT IN HUTS BtJT IN DUG-OUTS^ 

The following US. intelligence report from OSS-CIG files, dated April-May 1945, may 
provide some insight into the fate of the hundreds of thousands of French, Dutch, and Belgians of 
whom the Soviets would not even give "verbal assurances": 

l.Inforinint,aPolefbrcedtoierveintheGermattAimy,vnstakBaprisonerbytheRnislaasinl944. 

He wu kept for a time in the llanslt Camp in KAUNAS, then MINSK untU be wu deponed aenws 

SIBERIAtotlmSEVINSKAYAcampiiearVLADIVOSrrOK.Atlheeitdofl945-AptU,heeicaped 
and tried to gn to Europe. He was, however, arreated by the NKVD after he had got beyond 

Moscow, lad placed in the P.O.W. and Internee Camp in TAMBOV, which wu ocenpied by 

Gerinatti, French, Anierieaa,BriiiilLl>ntcfa,Belgiant.Tbeprisoseisnnmbe^inthel^ 

[sic] Mtimarinn , well over 20,000; thqf were both mllltaty and civilian, moat likely overhtn by the 
Rnaaians during thebttonsive. 

2Allpritonenwerefonedtoworit,andthefoodtheyweregivenwuvetybadandmonotonou. They 
were honied no t in hnti but in dug-ontt 

S-Themonotonou food caused lomeittange dlieaie which made the lep and arms awelL-After a 
tine men afflicted with this disiBaie died. Informant wu told that more than 23,000 Italians, more 

tiun 2,500 French and approxinuteiy lO/lOORoufflanian [lie] and Hungarian piiaonets had died in 
thismanner. There were also many cuualties among Poles and other naiionalities. 

4. Priionets tathh camp included tnenofvery high culture and ieariiing and great eipertt in many 
fleldioficienoe. InfonnutobaeryedtbatOermanengineenwereemployedonntp^tuk-the 
drawing up otbhm-ptinu bra ftmr engined ah^virhichwouM carry Ibottt500men and achieve 
aipeed.iiwuaUegM-ofliOOOldlometenperhour.TlieRntslaniweRenremelyinteteitedinibeie 

blne-prlntt, and menworking on ihbinvention were granted all poulble tkdliiki both in work and 
the conditiou ofilfo in the cafflp». 

5. ..there vvere also some Belgiau and Dutch, and otheri, Incliidiiig some EngUth men and several 
score Americau, the pteaence of whom in this camp ii probably unknown to the Britlib and U5A 
authorities. When he wu leaving, these EngUshmen and AmericanSarited him urgently (u did the 

French offlteti and men) to no^ the Allied autboritka of tbdr pUghi Informiat sucoeeded in 
reachtagFtanoevrith a convoy of Allied nationals.'* 

'HUNDREDSOFCmPRISONm WjWDESlNGABm' 
POLANjy 

III anticipation of the hundreds of thousands of soldiers and citizens u4io would have to be 
repatriated in the wake of the Western allies and Red Army victory over the Nazi forces, the 
Western Allies and the Soviets agreed February 11, 1945, at the Yalta Conference to provisions 
whichwouIdexpeditetheirrepatriatiaL TbeseprovisionsallowedtheirrespectivemilitaryofBcers 
into Allied and Soviet controlled territory at various colfectkm points in each country throughout 

■’Docunrrat SECRET, Ofllce of StrategfoServictt-Onatralliidliieaoe Group, report nuiaber 49584, Utkd 
■U.&S.R. P.O.W. and Internee Gamp neu TAMBOV,* April- May 1945.' 
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Europe, in order to process, arrange for transportation arid othei^e oversee the registration and 
the care and feeding of the soldiers who were to be rei^triated. the locations where these 
repatriation officers were to be sent was agreed to, as well as that these ofQcers would be assigned 
liaison officers to assist them in the repatriation process. 

Less than a month after the signing of the Yalta agreement, in an URGE N T TOP 
SECRET Personal Message to the President, U.S. Ambassador W. Averell Hardman cabled from 
Moscow: 

Since UieYilu Conferenoe Oenenl Deane and 1 have beeo miUai constant effbni to gei 
iheSovletsiocanyonithiaainemeatintliiL WehavebeentMffledbypioniiieawhichiuvenotbeen 
fiiUUletL.* 

Specifically, Harriman stated in the tame cable 1 am outragecT that 

the Soviet Ctovenuneni has dedined locany out the nfreenBeat tiped at Yaitn Inin other upects, 
nanety, that oor contact oOcets be pennltted to go immediately to points where our piltoneri are 

flnit collected, u ewaliute onr pritonen, partkailarty tlm sld; in trar own alndaaes, or 
supplka m points other than Odeau,whkh h 1/100 mlks ta»n point of lIbenilon,whm 
urfenUyneedeiLO 

Furthermore, Harriman in the taihe cable Stated: 

- R>rihepattteadayiihe^ovietth|vemadetheiainestateaieatthatStalinhu^to.you. 

(FDR) namely, that all piisoneti an in Odema or entrained thereto, wheieu I have now positive 
piQOfthaithhwaanotnpeatnottrveonFebtuaiy26,thedateonwhichthestatemeatwuflntmade. 

71111 inppons niy belief that Stalins futemeoi to yon is inaccunie.* 

In fact, Harriman in the same cable wrote; 


• • 


• • 


• • 




then appear to be hundreds of our ptboaen wanderlni abont Poland trying to locate American 
coniao oflleen tor protection. 1 am told that onr aaen don't like the idea of getting into I RimJan 
Guap.ThePoliahpeoptoaodihePolithRedOraaaanbdngemiemeiyhospitable,wheteasboda^ ^ 

IMngooaditioaiiaRinianGunpBanpoor. Inaddltloowehavenpmthattbenanannfflberof V 0 

alck or wounded who am too ill to move. Tliese Stalin does do t menttoa in hit cable. Only a iman 
petcentage of tboienportedaick or wounded arTtveatOdema.” 


Odessa was a BlackSea port in tin Ukraine, through which some 2,900 U.S. 10 ^^^ 
proceisedandiepatriatedItittbeonlycampiDtheeDtiitSovietoGcupiedzoneinEuropeinwhicb 

t • 

*Otble,J,^]^jl£^TOPSECREr,'APemMilMmaa|BtorihePnddeai,FlomU.&AmbatiadortoRmsia,W. 

Avenil Hairiaua,* Match 1, 1945. 

"Md. 

■Wd. 

■Wd. 
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U;S. contact personnel were allpwed-thc Yalta agreement notwithstanding-and was the source of 
much of Harriman's outrage. 

•GREAT DimCULmS-IN REGAN) TO THE CARE AW 
REPATRIATlONOFOVRUBERATEDKWi' 

Six days later Ambassador Harriman sent another cable to Washington, this time to the 
Secretary of State, Edward R- Stettinius, Jr. It deserves to be quoted at some length: 

latfumetheDepirtmeatliatbeeaialbnnedbyiheWarDepanmentofthegreatdUBcultiesOeaenl 
Deane [bead of the U.S. Mlhuty Million m Moscow) and 1 have been having with the Soviet 
OovenunenttaiegMdU)thecireandiepatriationofourlIbentedi»l»Deisofw«r.InihebeglaniDg 
liippearedtlnttheSovtetatttlwilileawemioIngtotateipteiooragttemenisubiiantlallyuwediil, 
namely that be allowed to lend our coniaci offloeri to loveril pohitt within Polind to which our 

prisoners flni find their way, to fly In emergency supplki and to eVMuau bur wounded on the 

retumingtrlpsoftheplanei,iIthou|hlnSovletplanesnwherthanUnltedSuwplines.WeobttlBed 
authority tor one ooniact teem of an officer and doctor tofoio LubUnwIih one plane load ofioppilei 

and Uuy have done enemely usehl work there. No other teams or inppiki have since been 

petiaittedandttttborltytortheLnblinieamtoremaiahuTeoeaihrbeenwithdtiwn.7heSovteishBve 
nowoontemiedthatddeisabtbeotfiypriseaiVimpaandpointtofoonoatiitkm'referreduto 
(Yalta) agreement to whldibnr contact oSeets am to be petmittti 

..Our ptisonen love snffemd lettous hardshlpi from lack of tood, (loihlnt medkal atteate^ 
ceiem, in finding ihdr way to ootmiraiion points in Poland and on the kmg isdl to Odesu 

brause we Imve been no^Md from sending to our conttua mams and emeffnqrsuppltoi. A 

consldembie ntttnberof alck and wounded am stU hMpiialimd ta Olan. 1 hive been niing tor the 
laittwoweebOeoetalDeaaebepennlttedtoimveythetltttattonwithiRedAimybfllGer. Hiiiwu 
first approved in writing with the qualification that atrugemeatt must be made with Polish 

autboritia. An oIBcmofonrmiUtaiy minion informally approached the Polish Embiay here lad 
was idvisedtbatnoPoliihinthoriaiion was neceasaiynit wnentiiely with the Gompeteaceofthe 
Red Army. We have been unable, however, to get lutboriaiion tor Dcaneb trip. 

It teems dear that the Soviets have changed their pointof vlewdnriai the last leveni weeto and am 
DOW rigidly determined that none of our olDoeii ihill be pcrBdttad in Poland. 

I taw Molotov agdn today about the dtaattoa. HemitaiaiaedthatlbeSovtotOoveromeBtwu 
Mfllliag itt obligitton under the igreeasent end both the Red Army lutboritki aad the PoUth 
ProvitionaiOofwrtimeatobjectedtothepteaeaoeorourdlkeniah Whenlpraiiedhifflon 
whatviltoob|ecttootheRedAimyoooUpQHiblyluve.hepoiatedoutthitwebadBoagreemeatwfth 
the Polish PtovidottalOovernmenL MipitoofiiiyoonteaiioB that thbwn a Soviet raapoaiibiliiy 
hekeptreveningiotheabowtaa ItbeadimctlyaikedhinfihewHlmplyiBithatweilionMiDite 
itidiuamagemeatwithPokiandlfao,whethettheRedAnDywonldremovuttiob)eak»i. He 
did not answer thb qnntkm directly bu i left me with the impmikm that he wished me to draw that 
deduction. 

lam aatkfied that theobfceiioneomnfrumlthil Soviet Oovtnmsntaid not ihePioviiioMlPoliib 
OovenmesKHOormilitaiymimtonkmtheettiilntormalooimct with the PoUshSmbiiqikBrewho 
torobaaa mtmmilycoopcsatfvenhaveaBPollihM t ho sM mlndidingtbePoM 
prfroMii tai Poittd. 
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SupenedingWARK-54401toDeueindOUesbrevli^poUc^publicityUberite<iprito&en!lndivldual 
interviews luthotized provided pertonnel briefed beforehuid ipinst disclosure cunp jnieUlience 
activities, evasion and escape briefings equipmeni Censor aU Stories. Delete criticism Rossiu 
treatment....*' , 


ThisnewpoHcyofccn8oringaDiloriesofRussiannii8treatinent6fU,S.POWsaeffectjvely 
ensured that the public perception of the Soviet Union was that the Soviet Union was a stout ally 

of the United States, ita fact, thjsre w good reason to order the censorship of all stories criticizing 
Soviettreatment ofU5.POWithatthe Red Army had liberated" fromNazi control ASEOIET 
OSS report dated June 18, 1945, detailed an 

InlbnnalinteivlewtdihUCbLWIIlJaaP.PiBaelLwhonoeattytetuindlmmRossta 

’ tuttopcd iL»Odmi«itBO0BiiiyiMi^piiiy. wiiiirtth 

coiuectedwlthnpattiaiioaofABakupiiioDenorivirAeedbyibeRii^ 
bis stty be ippaientb becune persona non fiau with the Rnisiau for he ins suddenly ordered to 
the Anericsn eoiUnaad and take the lint boat out of Odessa, regardless of where it was 

Under the subtitle ofT’reatmentofAmerican PWs" the 

Aaerjott PWs freed by the Red Arny were ta the nudn treated very slubblly and ame 10 
hatetheR(itdani.ManyoftbemiKrerobbedofwatchei,iln|t.andotherpdionaJposteStioaswhich 
theyhadinanaiedtoretafoeveaaftereneadedpedodtofaptMtjnmdertbeOimnas^ 
atOdMwisv«typoor,oottsiitln|aHdtthro(soqiwithcDciinfoeiifoitandtonrblaekbread: 

Roaslaas feaenlly tended to thibw obatadea ihje way of jepptriatfon. freqnenth call^ 
ahiptneatsat dwlattnfonfoaad laslttinialwayi nponcternue 
released. AnettcanPWsaiOdetsawerefDardedbyRutdanioldleiicartyiniloadedrifleswithflied 
bayonets, andRiiM i a n sea r itywaiawrestringenttbere than Oenaansec^^hadbeenin the vartons 
StalapaBdOflagi. AnamberofAmericanolBoenwhovieattoPolandatvBrioostimei to coordinate 
the hunt for liberated PWi were ordered oat vety quickly at Rosaian iasisteaqe.* 

Dttpite the &ct that Moscow was clearing the release of eveiy Ui. prisoner held in Red 
Army teriitoiy-literally releasing them one at a time-U5. forces were ordered: 

that no repeat iwretalbtoiyactfonwia be taken by US toroeaat this time for Sovieireftiu! to meet 
our desires with regard to American contact teams and aid for American personnel liberated by 

Rttssitn forces.* 


Order, ‘PtomiAllled Supreme Oomntaad.U.&ailefofStattOeaeralOeorfeCMstilMn.'rmiiiiiMmtiiy Miwin^ 
taKfoacow.andotherEa^oofflfflaads.’March26klM5,N&WARX-58751. 

» 01 lte of Strategfo Services. Report No. EES/ll 645 flfl 2 . USm.Q«i«| | 

*lbld. 

" ^ 'T'k Commaadiai OeaenU of the Medttenaaeaa Theater of Operatkms Allied Force 
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''SOMEINCUmnONWBIACKMAILU 

, The Soviets also refuted the British contact teams access to their prisoners in Red Army 

controlled territorywhpeame under Soviet controlwhentheRedAnnyoverranNazi prison camps. 

A British government cable dated April 20, 1945, ftom the Acting Secretary of State, Sir Orme 
Sargent, to Lord Halifax, then the British Ambassador to the United States reads 

It b clmr that Sovlm Oovetnnmnt wDl i»t alfow our contact teunt Into Poland. The 
Russbns deny the eibtenoe of aiqr Britbh prbonen ofwir tai Pobnd but we haveevidence that tboe 
are prboneBolwarooncentraied at Craoowand Cmatochowandln hospitab. Thb ba clear breach 
of the Yalm a|ieeineot»;We have therefore turned to the Red Croaa chaaneL.* 

The same day that Lord Halifax received the above telegram, Sargent, sent Lord Halifexa 
telegram which concluded that the Soviets have 

lome fodinatfon toblackmaU us into dealing with Waniwautborltici.* 

In other words, the Soviets were attempting to force the British to give de facto recognition 
to the Soviet puppet Polbh Provisional government, the tame demand that Ambassador Harriman 
believed was being pressed b/ the Soviet Commissar of Foreign Afbirs, Molotov, in order to end 
the "serious hardships from lack of food, clothing, medical attention, et cetera,"* of U5. soldiers, 
about which Ambassador Harriman cabled the U5. Secretary of Stsie. 

’lT>®U-S®ndBritiihfDrcei,mcanudrile,werelivinguptothcYaltaagrecmenLSovietIiaiion 

officers were infused into the Allied command structure, and these Soviet officers went about their 

busincssofassUtogAlIicdfbrcmtorepatriate,fDrcfclyorotherwiic,SovietandEasternEuropean 

citizens and soldiers who were in Allied controlled tertttory. As cable a from Eisenhower's Deputy 
Commander, a British Marshal, states 

itat^wImvtmSovktljibonOlBoenwoikfaiumlmt^ 

who b chuged with the respoulbDliy ofambitni 01 In the proMem of repuibdoa. 

2.71ut each Army Oionp his u OTgubadon 10 handle repurlathm marten, ud in UicM 
organiaifona we have woven Sovtet Uaboo OIDoen who are dofaif vilnibk work." 


Tdegram, Aolni Secretary of Smi^ Tk liirtHallfo^' No. 3936, 

T^grw, TJhtm; AetlniSetwttiy ofSuie,Tb; Lore HalIhB.'Na 3^ 

I MlJS ^ ^ Ambimmlof Hinimin in Momow,* Na PH* 

* able, Hb: AOWAR, Rom: SHARP MAIN, SIGNED TEDDER (Bbahowert Deputy Brltbb 

Mi«hilTMderVRBFNas-9<0iaJuie29,IW5. 
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Soviet liaison officers assisting with repatriations of Soviets iii Allied control, were taken to 
one camp, set up-in accordance with the Yalta agreement-for Soviet citutens and soldiers, in Bari, 
Italy where, as reported to the U^. Secretary of State in a TOP SECRET cable: 

RuisUiuwereperaiue(lUHleticoungedtoMluptbeiro«nGunpa(lininlilritkm.RuMiaiu 
of 111 ateipries ue accepted at Florenoe camp, outfitted with ctothlng, PX supplies and laoe 
btdlltles u for United Sutei penonnel. After mlnifflum prooesiioi they are Ooym to Bari to await 
ihipmeol to Russia. When Soviet military iniiiions represenutivea were taken to inspect both 
catnps, they (Soviet liaison officers] eqtressed pteasnie and said neaiinent was too good.** 

'•THErBEGGmmBESHOT^.MmM^ 

THEil^SELVES^ 

Less than a week after the Secretary of State received the above dted cable, he received a 
pre-meeting briefing memorandum to prepare for his meeting with the Soviet Ctmnniimr of 
Foreign Affairs. With regard to the repatriation issue, the Secretary of State was advised to assure 
Mr. Molotov, 

that we have no intentioA of holding Soviet citiieu after the eolla^ of Oennany regardless of 
whether they desire to return to the Soviet Union or nou” . 

In other won^Tfie United States was fully committed to the poli^ of forcible repatriation. 
The Yaltaagreementincluded the principle ofYorced repatriation" of allSovietcitizens, meaning, 
any Soviet citizen, regardless of whether they wanted to return to the Soviet Union, were forcibly 
sent back to life under Stalin. This agreement, the Allies initially believed, would result in the 
repatriation of all of their soldiers and citizens. This provision of the Yalta agreement, in targe part, 
the Allies abided by, despite the fitet that hundreds of thousands of those forcibly repatriated to 
Soviet control were either shot or sent to forced labor camps. 

In het, when Lieutenant General Courtney R Hodges, Commander, First U.S. Army 
inquired of Eisenhowerk staff at Supreme Allied Headquarters, 







aatohowMBch forcean Any Owunaadg should Main the cnBtmlofdlipliealRiiiifaM.Ti iMng 
withJudgeMcCloyU)diy,bea|reedthatofoouneiaAmyCominaodercoulduseanyfbrceneoetiaiy 
10 ioiure the nooai of hii operalions.” 


“ Tekgnm, TOP SECRET Tte Sccwliiy of State," Depanatent of State, Na ASB 1304 April 13, 1945. 
^SamDepanoeDtaMawfaidam to tbeU.&SecniayotSiaie,ie|aidiagaauptoiniDgiimtia|wimSwiet Foreign 
AfUnOotimiimr Molotov. April 19, ISiS.neBeannadiiBooBtaiisaiiitoBiiiBepolaisaBdibriefdcsciiptkm 
of Ui. poUy on each potaL 

■ RESIRICIED letier, Hb: Lkuienast Oeaeiai Hodges, OniumdiBg, Fbst U.S. Army, From: John C R Lee, a 
Major Ocaetal on Eiienhoweili Supretae AlUed Headquanert stilL^ 

^ ^ 3.15 ^ 
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Many Soviet citizens did not want to return to Soviet occupied territory, since those Soviets 
captured by the Germans, and recovered by Allied forces, were often recovered in Gertrian work 
camp uniforms, These Soviets captured by the Germans had been given the option of starving or 
jointing a labor battalion- .Moitjoined German labor battalions. Once repatriated to the Soviet 
Union, many of these Soviets were imprisoned immediately in slave labor camps. However, the 
Soviets sent to slave labor camps were considered lucky, since the others were often shot 

As a result, Soviet citizens and soldiers in Allied control were extremely reluctant to be 
repatriated. The foUowing description la of an attempt by Allied soldiers to repatriate 399 former 
Russian soldiers by train to the Soviet Union; 

AU of these men refilled m eaiiaiiL They b^ged 10 beihoL Thy naitted eatraittfflent by 
uUngoffiheirdoihingandrefiiilniioieaveiheirqttanen. Itwuoeceaiaiyiootetearguandiome 
fOrcetodrivethemouLTeariuforoedtheaouiofiheboildlnginiotheinowudierethoaewhohad 
cut theoteivea fdl eihanited iad bleeding in the snow. Nine men binged iheoielvei and one had 
tubbed hiinieif to death and one other who had tubbed hiinidfinbieqnently died; while 20 othen 
arelntbeboipiuift)rieUinlilctedwoundt.TheeBtriliuneatwtfOnallyefibctedof368 men who were 
tent officcompanied by a RttuiiniliiionDlfioer on a train cuiying American fnards. Stamen 
escaped eoioute, A number ofmen in the group delmed they were not RnniutM.*' 


sofmsDENYAca^mcm^mPAcmcmEA"ntE 

In the Pacific theater, even though the Soviets were iate-comers in the war efibrt against 
Japan, they managed to take control of territory just across the Soviet Union's contiguous borders 
withMandturia,Qina-aiwellaithenoithemiilandsof Japan. Indoingio,theSoviettwereabIe 
to seize some Japanne POW camps holding Allied prisoners. 

In 1945, during the closing days of the war with Japan, U.S. militaiy intelligence Tvfercy 
Teams" were sent into Otina and Manchuria to arrange for the well-being of the Allied POWi in 
Japanese camps. Generally, Japanese troop commanders cooperated with the Mercy Teams, but 
the Soviets (as in Europe) uid Chinese (^os^unitti denied Mercy Teams access to in areas 

under their control 

A cable from the Secretary of State to the United States Political Adviser for Germany states 
tlut the State DepartHKnt "has been anzfom fo handling* tl» return of Soviet drizens 
from Western Europe "to avoid giving the Soviet authoiitiei any pretext for dehying the return of 
American POWk of Japanese now in Soviet occupied zone, particulaiiy Manchuria."* 


•MMoondun. ^ United Sttw PblliW AdviMc Ire Oerroy (Msiply).!^ 

Munich, JiBMiyzS, 1946, 

740Lfi2114/J.2745,*AmiM29,1945. 
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Barker wrote that it was after the first four>bour session of the meeting in Halle, Germany 


the SHAEF (Supieme Houlqnuten of the Allied Buropeu Foron] leprenataliveiaoe to the (linn 
oonvicdontlut Britiiband Ainerlcupt1uiienofinrfnre,in elbct,beiii|heldho<ugel^ Rutiisos uaiil 
deemed (tqtedleoi I 9 tbeffl m penDlt 

This is the first high level report that openly suggested that the Soviets may not repatriate 
all of the Allied POWs in Red Army occupied territory. In tact, after six days of meetings with the 
Soviets, Barker concluded that 

Then b evoy tadkatkn that the Rntiiatt iatead m malm a Uf show of rapid rqMOlatlon of our men, 
a]thou|hIaffloftheopiaionihatweinaylladareloctanoBtoiettiintltemall,foranappredabletlffletoa>me. 
liaoe those aiea oonidtate 1 valuable bar|ainiii| point It will be neoessaiy for us, iheiefore, to arrange for 
constant UaboB and vbio of Inspection to \iaoover' otv me^ 

*ONLY SMALL IWMBERS OF U.S. POWs STILL REMAIN IN 
RUSSIANHANDS^ 

On Mi^ 19, four days before the jtartdf the Halle meeting, a cable signed Eisenhoiwr 
at the Allies Supreme Headquarters, stated that- " 

Numbers of US prbonets sstiinated in Rnaaian ooaMl 25/)0a" 


After the Halle meeting, given Barker^ conclusion that British and American prisoners of 
war were, in effect, being held hostagebytheRussiant and thatthe Soviets were reluctant to return 
them all, for an appreciable time to come, since those men constitute a valuable bargaining point," 
the retumofallUSandBritishPOWsbeldin Red Army occupied tenitoryappearedtobe in serious 
doubt 


Furthennore,aTOPSECRETMay31, 1945 letter fromMajorGeneralJohnR. Deane, the 
US. ArniyConm>andingOeneraloftheUS.Militaiy Mission in MoscowtoUOeneralSlavin, the 
Assistant Chief of the R^AmayinMoscowindicated that the Soviets were still holding over 15,500 
US. "liberated" POWs. Deanei letter stated: 

IhMhadacBbfoftnmOaMsalMarahintawhkhhestttMbelmsieoeivediafoTRntloawhich 
ladkaM that 13,997 Ualttd Staina Bberatad prtaooen of war are now under oonttol of Marshal 
7blbokhio.*> 


•Cabk, SBCREr PR10RnY.*lb: AOWAR, Rram: IHABP MAIN SIGNED EISENHOWER, REP. NO: S- 
n613,'Magrl9,1949. 

.*’LstHr,TOF8ECItEr,*lb;UOcaaraI8liviB,A«htBatClWo(StaffofthaRadAtBqf,PaopMOoamiiuiIaibr 
DataN,MaMi».UMRnl^’ Major OaMralJohaR.Daane,US.Arqf,Q)iaamndia|Oaoeta;U.S.Mill^ 
Mbaloo. Moioow, Na 1009,' May 31. 1945. 
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On May 30, 1945, more than three weeks after Germany 'iurrendered, General Kenner, 
Eisenhower's Surgeon General at SHAEF Headquarters, received a memorandum on the sul^ect 
"Displa^d Persons, Allied ex<PW and German PW."” The following accounting from the Kenner 
memorandum detailed the number of Allied ex PW and Displaced Persons Allied Supreme 
Conunand reported were being held captive in territory occupied by the Red Army on May 30, 
1945: 



m 

DE 

Belgian 

50,000 

115,000 

Dutch 

4,000 

140,000 

British 

20,000 


US. 

20,000 


French 

250,000 

850,000 


The Kenner memorandum, dated May 30, 1945, stated 20^000 Americans remained under 
Red Army control. Major Gmieral Deiane requested information firom the Assistant Chief of the 
Red Army in Moscow about over 15,500 Am^cans the StWiets were believed to be holding in a 
letter dated May 31, 1945. Therefore, |t is difficult to reconcfle these facts with a cable signed by 
Eisenhower on June 1, 1945, which read; 


ClttancwetUinated that only tffiillnumbmorU£.prboaenofwvitll]ieaiiin la RunhabiDib. 
These no doubt an Kittend lingly uul in small ftonpi ai BO inlbnutloa b ivilUbk of 117 luge 
nombeninipedflccampa TbqrinbeiB|tMeivedBOwoBlyinsiBalldrtbletiaadbetn|npo(tedm 
received. 

Everything pooible b being done to neover U£. penonnel and to render aocunte and 
prompt reporu thereon to the Wir Depirtmeai” 


The claim of the second Eisenhower cable that'only small numbers of U.S. prisoners of war 
still remain in Russian hands" and that these "no doubt sue scattered singly and in small groups as 
no information b available of arty large numbers in spedSc camps," direct^ contradicts the 
information in the Kenner memorandum vdiich states, a mere 48 earlier, that 20^000 US. 
POWswere still beingheldbytheRedArmy. Furthern^ftdirectlyoontradictstheiiifoiination 
in Getmral Deane's tetter dated theday before tlut"informationirtiichindicates that 15,597United 
StatettiberatedpritonersofwararenowunderoontrolofMiishalToIbukhia" Oiventbecontents 


"McaiotaBduBt.Tb:OeaerriKamg,EbeBhoii«rt8 ui |eo B OcB«nl SI SHAEFHsudquittw, Subject; Dl^liert 
PeiioDt.AIlieda.pWiadOeninrW,No.SHABP3SkUMED,*Miy30llM5. 

» Cable, *Ib: AOWAR. FtocK SHAEF FORWARD, SIGNED EISENHOWER, REF. No. FWD>23039.* June I. 
1945. 
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of Major General Dean's TOP SECRET letter, and given the contents of the Kenner memorandum, 
the Eisenhower cable of June 1 appears to be an attempt to gloss over a serious problem. 

^Myrate,theElsenhowercablewasmerelyfoUoadngtheofflciHlU5.newsp^^ 
toe. Onthesamcdaya8thecable8tating''onlysmallnumberiofU5.prisonersofwarstillremain 

in Russian hands," The New york Thner reported the War Department had announced that 


■Sutauaililb an' of the Amerkin sokUers uto prtoner ta Europe ire accounted 
SeeietaiyRobertP.Pattetioiiiaid'TUameanithatltiinotoqiectodthaimanyofthoiewhoafeitlll 
belni carried M BiiilBi la action wffl appear later as havini been pitsonen of war.'“ 

In other words, on June 1, 1945, the UA government's public position was that most 

American OU taken prisoner have come horne and been repatriated, even though the classified 

cable traffic for the previous fortnight was reporting between 15,000 and 20,000 still held. 

*rrEMS WWs {Qment Statusy^ ARE STILL LARGE* 

AOOOofsome9(^OOOmenwhohadreturnedfromOcrinanPOWcainpsafiertheAlliedinllitary 
viMry weremenwhohadbeentotedisMissingin Action (MIA).” Given that9O,O00U5. soldiers 

^ letunied at the time of the announcement, and that the U5. War Department, for the 
returned fitom Europe, not 90,000.“ 

In oth« words, the sum of 77,500 known POWs and 25,000 returned MIAs equals 102,500 

Total Prisonen -c Repatriated * Total Tn Re 
MIAs Repatriated 

77400 + 25,000 ■ 102400 
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Total To Be • Actual «= laialljflt 
Repatriated Repatriated Repatriated 

102,500 - 90,000 - 12,500 

Theconclu$ionistbatevenBrudimentaiya8sess;fflentoftheAllies'ownfigure$tuggeststhat 
some 12,500 Americans were never repatriated from Red Army controlled territory. 

Tlowever,thel 2400 figmeis 8 lgnificantlyIowerthanthe 20 , 000 POWsknawntobeinSoviet 
control as detailed in the Kenner memorandum, which was wdttcn 48 hours before the War 
Department's announcement that "it is not expected that many of those who are stiU being carried 
as missing inaction will appear."" 

Was the figure of 20,000 U.S. POWs still held in Red Army occupied territory cited in the 
SHAEF memorandum toGencral Kenner correct? Was the real figure closer to 12,500 Americans 
kept as slave laborers and hostages by the Red'Army, as indicated by the Allies own public figures 
announced by Ll Colonel Schweitzer? Or, was the correct number of American soldiers not 
repatriated by the Soviets the figure cited by Major General Deane, in his May 31, 1945 letter to the 
Soviets, that "indicated" 15497 American soldiers were under the control of ManhalToIbukhin? 

On February 25, 1946, some eight months later, the Chief of the Strength AccountingOffice, 
intheWarDepartment'sChiefofStaffQffice,transmittedtQtheNationBlHeadquartersoftheRed. 
Cross in Washington, D.C, a "chart showing Missing in Action (induding Captured) U.S. Army 
personnel for the period 7 December 1941, through 31 December 1945."* 

In his letter Ballard stated: 

It will be noted that the items Trisonen of War (Conent Sut«)' and Mitsini in Action 

(CurrentStatut)* are stiUlatte. The reasonofooutieiitbatiiofaiDeoeaber 1945 thesecateioiies 
reflected lateitdeflniteieporaivailsbkforitttitUcaioompiUtiOD, and the lination to date hat not 
inaterially changed. Yon wiilappiedatethatforitttisticaipwposes these cainaltieicuinotbemoved 
to other ategorict untli detailed disposition reeords have been processed. In many cases, final 
dbpoiition must swait a legal determination of death under PL 490 which may take up to nest 
September, even though Investigation to date leaves little logical doubt that a given man it 
permanently losu. 

Hie foreping data was classified *Resuicied‘, but has been approved for release to pu.* 


”SeeM(M]OOEx-aptivesConitagByWeek-End;Ai^rSeesAiliaBoropeAaxnntedFor,'7h<AftwlM!7hi0,Jttne 

1,1945. 

“Uiier, 10 :Manrioehie,Esqn Director, Relief to Prisonen ofWar,rUtio8al Headquarters, American Bed Qoss, 
Waahia|ion.D.C,Rom: lXBaIlard,Jr..U.OoLChki;SireagthsMAnmaita|aadSniistla^ 
of the Chlefof St^'February 26, 1946. 

“Ibid. 
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Posilbllity thit leveni bundled Ametian piiiooert of mr libented from Stilag Luft 1, Benh,«e 
now confined by the Ruuian Army in the Ratodc irei pradJug identification as Ameiicani is 
leported by an Ametian who leoentily retiiraed from such oobfinemenL 

SjSgL Anthony Sheit was one of 1000 air tone oflioen and non^oommlmloned offlcen who left 
StalagLufl 1 Immediately prior to asiumpUonofcontroIinBarthby tbe Red Armyin order toobtaln 
rumored air ttutsport from Witmar. Ihe group of ten in which Sgt Sheig travelled was arrested 
Russian soldiers and held in jails in Bad Doibenn, then Rostock. Ten other Athericans were soon 
Under shnilar drcurnstances in RostocL 

Ruuian authorities demanded identifiatlon papers, whidi no prisoner posses^ and refused to 
consider dog up proof of the Americans'sutui The Ameticanswerewell fed and well treated but 
Sherg complains there was no disposition to speed identifiation and evacnation, AflerZSdaysbe 
asa^fromJailandinadehlswqrioBriiishPotoes. * 

Aom his own obaetvaiioni and conveitatioils with other former prisoners he belleva several 
hundred Americans niay be heUfellluciieiinittanou in the Wiiinar*BadDoberan-Roitock Area.** 


'UGERCONmESWttLmm.BEItEPAmATm 

b ti^tbmcoDItaunliptenuivreponi of AiKricambelif held by the Soviets. For 
example^ the catalogue of the National Archives lists a memoraiidiun from the State Department 
Special Projects ^Division, date Febnu^ d, 1946; regarding a oonversation between Colonel 
Kavanaugh; ifoiti War Department and Caiptain Grarge, andMr. Baily, regarding Doolittle fliers 
interned by the Soviet Unio]L* Thes&{iien were never ^jMtxiated. 

Again, a letter to the leader of France's National Constituent Assembly dated August 17, 
1946 from the Deputy of the Bas-Rhin stated: 

I have brought to the attention of the Minister for a-Piisoneii of War the usiimony of Mr. Joseph 
Bogentchua, S3 Grand Rue, at Mulhonse (Hast Rhin), who was repatriated on feat July 7 from 
RunKbom Camp IPMat Inskaya, whJchB TDkUometen from NovliIbirsk{..|Bofenicbuttstatei 
that he wroteat least three canls a month through the Red CRms (Red Crescent) since September 
IMdandthatnoneoftheseeardseverarrived. Bogouchuti, in addition thereto, all^ that there 
tifflremato American, Brirish, Belgian l\)Msh,RumanianlniembBrg.emnationab in the 


** Cable, nb: DEANE MOSCOW, HQ 21it ARMY GROUP die SHOAP stned SCARF (Etaenhower), Plom 
8HAEFMAIN,Nad59tl,*^23,1943. 

*]y totheatal0|ofihePhtionalAchieveiaslifcmoNa PW74a 0W However. Ihe actaal document h 

mIlstataApfO,m2byl6BSb«Bb«rftwtt?!S^ 

*ODpyofiiaaslstiooQ(aknerwiitienonRepabUeofFtaaeehNatiottalCoottlneatAmemblyiud^ 

AifW 17, 1946, signed Henri Meek, D^niy of Ihe Bas<Rhia. 
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Another example is a report from the Headquarters of the United States Forces in Austria, 
totheDirectdr0fIntelIigence,theGeneralSta£foftheU.S.Army,datedJunelS,1946whichstated; 

SUBJECT; USSR - Americin Ariny Personnel In Confinement 
SUMMARY OF INFORMATICN 

The follovring Information was obtained from a former fbroed laborer who dalmed to have been 
confined in an unregittered lapr wiih Subject personneL Informant diimed to havebeen teleased 
through an error oommiued by the commandant of the Moscow hospiul where she was transferred 
because of infantile paialyiis. 

Approximately 60 km from Moscow, in the direction of Kallne, there is an nnregiiteted libor camp. 
TheconfineeSi 150menandSOwamen,workinooal mines in tbevidnityoflhecamp. Among those 
confined ere 3 American Air Force soldien who were captured the German Wehmaefat, 
Czechoslovakia, during, April 1943. mieie men are: 

Charlie, 21 years, 170 cm. blond, blue eyes, hu paralyzed right ihoulder. 

J|oe...l6S cm, dark blond, dark eyes, hu stomach wound, and Is confined in lager tnflrmaiy. 

Albert, 27 years, 170 cm, black hair, brown ^ hu stiff left hip ind bum scar on left side of fece, is 
from teas. 

~1he lager conflneo wUl never be repatriated and are not permitted to write letten.*’ 



The reasons that the Soviets kept U.S. POWi and other Western European dtizens and 
POWs are difficult for the citizens of free countries to fathom. However, one may speculate on at 
least five explanations: 

First, for economic conceuions, or as Major Venhenko stated, for 'credits.' 

Second, to satisfy the Soviet view-as described by Molotov-that it 'Was dangerous" merely 
to disarm an adversary (or in the case of the Ui., an ally who may be a future adversary) but it was 
also necessary to "make them work." 

Third, as a source of slave labor to rebuild their industrial base. 

Fourth, as the British cable stated, to satisfy the Soviet "inclination to blackmail us into 
dealing with Warsaw authorities" and for other political concessions. 

Rfth, to ensure that the Allies forcibly repatriated Ruuian and other eastern European 
citizens who did not wish to return to their countries under Soviet controL 


"MaiiotaDduffl,OONFIDENTlAL,nb:DitMor of lBteIllgeaoe,0«am] Staff, UB. Army, WuhiB|taeD.CAom: 
C P. Blkd,GofoDdGSQI}itec»rofIiucmgeiioolbT theHeadqnartan,Uaiied8tatciForoHb Anitria,*Jiily 13, 1948. 


f 
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The daughter of one luch ,U.S. Araiy officcr-Major Wirt Thompson-was never told that in 
19SS a German POW repatriated from the Soviet concehtratibn cusp system repotted to the 
United States government that whde he was in prison, he met her father. ’Die German repatriate 

told ArnericanoEBdalsthatThompson told him thathe had been imprisoned at Budenstoya prison 

near Moscow, and also in the Tayshet labor camp after World War IL Not only was Thompson's 
daughter "overwhelmed" when she found out early in 1991 that this information existed, but she 
wondered how her funify could have been told the United States government in 1944 that Major 
Thompson had been Idiled in action, body not recovered.* 


* See "Mea Who Nevw Returned,* Editorial, n« ITaMapM 
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^ Unliicc the resuit in World War II, Allied forces did not achieve a militaryyictory in Korea, 

The Korean War ended at the negotiating table between Communist North Korean representatives 
and United Nations representatives. 

With regard to POW repatriation, the North Koreans initially demanded an "all-for-all" 
prisonerexchange. TheUriitedStateswasreluctanttoagreetothisforroulabasedoiiitsWorld War 
II experience with the Yalta agreement and mandatory repatriation, bowing that thousands of 
H those forced to return to the ^et Union were either shot or interned in slave labor camps, where 

most of them died. After two long years of negodations, the North Knreiin« agreed to the principle 
ofvoluntaryor"non<forcib]erepatriatioo;" Thisagreementstatedthateachsidewouldreleaseo^ 
those prisoners who wished to return to their respective countries. 

Operation BIG SWITCH was the name given to the largest and final erghnnp . nf pr iinnfr * 
between the North Koreans and the UH. forces, which occurred over a one>month period from 
August 5, 1953 to September 6, 1953.' Chinese and North Korean POWs were returned to North 
^ Korea, and U.S. and other U.N. troops were returned to South Korea. Approximately 143)0 
Communist Chinese POWs elected not to return to the Peoples Republic pf while 21 
American POWs elected to stay with the Gocamunist forces, and likely went to China, These 21 
Americans are defectoh nnd obviously are not considered as unrepatriated U.S. POWs. 

However, U5. government documents state that the U3. government knew that nearfy one 
thousand-U.S. POWs~and an undetermin^ number of some 83)0 Uil. MIAsnvere still held 
captive after operation BIG SWITCH and were not repatriated at the end of the Korean War. 
9 These U.S. POWs were never repatriated. 

Three days after the start of operation BIG SWITCH, the New York Times reported that 

Oen. Juna A. Van Fleet, retired ooflimaoder of the United Sum Eighth Aimy In Kona, aUmiied 

lonighnltttaUr|eperoentt|eorthe (310 Anterlcuioldleti listed as ffliniai in KoreawereaM 

t 


'Korean War Alimn^f Many 0. Sununeis, Jr., Colonel oflntutry, P ko on File, pp. 33,62. 
> '«3)0 KUaing, Van Fleet S^,* TV Nsw yea* ThMf , Angnit 8, 1933. 

^ 4.1 


f 
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^IlAmABALiNCEOFimim 

A report by the U Combined Coolmand for Reconnaiuance Acth^^, Korea, five days 
into operation BIG SWITCH, »tated: 

*Figuiei show ttut me toul number of MIAi, pAii ibimn ktf ihoie to be US 

lepitrtated, Invei a Moflcf ofS/XX) DSioconaied for.' (empbiili added]’ 

The report mentions numerous reports of U.N. POWs who were transferred to 
Manchuria, China, and the USSR since the beginning of hostilities in Korea.' Specifically, the 
reportstated 


inaiiyP01MnBifonediiavebeeoiecimkiaiBBndilKtOfyim|eti.OilurPO 
tauwledfe of Oantoneae and are riponedb ved tor proj^aiaBda pnr^ 

ThenumberofknoivnU.S.PbWSnotrepatiiatedfiromtheKoreanWarwascitedbyHugh 
M. Milton n, Assistant Sedttaiy of the Army in January, 1954, in a memorandum be wrote four 
months after the conclusion of operation BIO SWITCH. Section 3, Part B leadsi 


=Vd( I ; I 7 . 1 X i«j c) ^-r Kf Ki ■‘‘•f ~ * 


1. Ihete are apimndnutety 954 Unhed Stttei pnoaMl Ulisf b mh fronp^ What me 
Deparmot of me Atny and omer bteteited afencfoi ta dob| aboulheir recover hill bto two 
para. Pint, the direa efforts of the UNCMDitaiyAimiitkeGomaiision to obt^ an accurate , 
aooonntbi. and iecoad,efbTn tv 02 of the Arny, bom oven and covert, to locate, identity, and ' 
recover meseiadividuab. 02 ii miMeiia iHMiithi>ailinrt rtminh tw tfflp » T iBttl ftn l y 
wortd-vdde, to obtab information on tbeaepeopleand hat aplaa tordandestineaction loobtab the 
recovery of one or mote to eatablitb the can positively that ptiionen are itill beiai held Iv the 
Communittt. No teaulu Have beenobtaiaedyei taiUseflott Tbedireoeffom of the UNC (Untied 
Nations Oommand) are beia| held b abqfaM pendinf Anther study of the problem by the Suie 
Departmenu. 

I AArrmercompUatbifoctorbiheiitnationiimattoooaibueiocnnyiUrpimHnsf 
inarnittingmusItcottiiitowammiBkmdoMtcHmalfyt bmafbmmumtmryaiomtfimin 
dam 10 ihon)hm our nsondh er Msbiy MdprcnMMd daad.'^empbasb 


‘Report, UJ4. (blabbed Q»mandtorRaoaiaaimiiOBActM 9 Koieo,((^^ OCRAKSPEOnCREQUEST 
Nufflbcr66-S3. 

"Ihe United Sttiee had not teoofnbed the Peoples RepObUe of Chba and, « a result, the U.S. did not deal directly 
wim the Chbeie ihronihoat the aegotiatfona. 

' (GCRAK) R;^ REQUETTNamberdd^ 

*MaBOiambm,SECIlET.nXhSecmaiyoftheAr^,Sntijecc1te1>ieBVOi»NoBRepa^ 

For AmericaimBeliondnbeSiiDHebllleftily by meCbiamnaiMA Rom Aaaistaai Secretary 
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In fact, the Defense Depaiiment did in fact "drop them" from DOD records as "missing and 
presumed dead," as were the non-repatriated U.S. POWs from the American Bcpeditionaty Force 
in World War I and World War II. In amemorandum to Milton from Major General Robert Young, 
the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-1 of the U.S; Army, Youn^ updates Assistant Secretary Milton on 
the progress on dropping the U.S. POWs from DOD records: 

2. Underbe provisions of Public Law490 (77m Congress), the Departmeniof the A^, aftercareAil 
review of eicb cue and bterrogation of letumbg prisoners of wir, liu plioed 618 soldiers, known 
to have been b enemy bands and unaccounted for by me Communist Forom b me foUovbi 
csicgorlu: 

313 • H^bg of Deam • Adininisttith«ly detennbed, under the provliioni of Public Law 

490,byDcpartboaiof tbeArmy. 

275 • Repoit Of Deam - reported On goodauihoriiy bytetumbg priioneti. 

21- Dishonorabb Dbibii^ 

4 - Under invutipiion, prognosis undecided. Mining b Action for over one year. 

2- Relumed to MOiiaiy Control’ 

The number had already been dropped from 954 to 618 through a series of presumed 
findings of death for the "unaccoimted-fpr Americans believed to be still held Qlegalfy by the 
Communists." Presumed findings of death were also used to whittle down the number of U.S. 
soldiers listed as MIA. . 

According to theJllnterim Report of U.S. Casualties," prepared by the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense, as of December 31, 1953 (Operation BIG SWITCH ended September 6, 
1953), the total number of U.S. soldiers who had been listed as Missing in Action from the Korean 
War was 13,325. Still listed as MIA in January 1, 1954 were 2,953, and the figure for died, or 
presumed dead, was 5,140. 5,131 MIAs had been repatriated and 101 were listed as "Current 
captured."* 

”THESE PEOPLE WOULD HAVE TO BE mGOTLATEDFOPr 


On June 17, 1955, almost two years after the end of operation BIG SWITCH, the Office of 
the Secretary of Ddense, issued an internal report titled, "Recoveiy of Unrepatriated Prisonen of 
War." The report admitted that. 


’ Memonndum, SECRET, To; Hngb Milton, the Aiiisiant Seoetiiy of the Army, (MARF) Sut^; United Suies 
Penooael Unicoonnied for by Oommimitt Forces, Ftonu Msjor Oenenl Roben N. Young, Assisuni Chief of StaB, 
G-l,' April 29, 1954. 

* See 'bierim Reponof UJL Biitk Cuusltlcs,' uofDeoember 31, 1953 (Sonroe: Ptofren Reporu end Sutlitici. 
OSD.uorJinnuy2S,1954). 
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AftertheofBcUlrepitita|ioDeOBroiiw(»fflpI«i6d,theU4^.Q>mimd 

hxl lUghtiy lets th»n lOQQ US. PWi [noi MlAi) *uiucDOiiiitcd for^ by the Cftminnn )ytf » 

^ ^thoughfr^andforthright,thbreport-^ttenbyitafifoftheOfBceofSpe(^ 

Operation! -provides a glimpse into the thinking of those involved in the Korean POW issue. 
Sections of the report follow: 


At the time of the official rqntriitioo, sooM of onr repaoiitM stated thst they hid bMn 
inforiiMdb7tbe03nifflgiiiiathatther(theCDaaiaiiisti)imhokUDfhc«e'U.S.fl^ 

prtoim'i^ihaaaspitamenofmrandihatrtiiewfciiwdaA^ 

poOtkderapbmatkehmuli DBetothefccttlttta«didiiotieeo|iil«therBdm^ 

wp^De|OilatloMawtaiitatod,altho#(!he)8iate|^^ 

dtoBiou«tththeBtftiihiaaBBttemptto|BtattbepiobleaB.1hesitaati(aim 

when, la late November 1954| the Pel^ radio aanoitBOBd that 13 of these political prisoaen* bad 

been seateaced br hpyla|.^ Thh aaaotmoemeat caaaad a pnbifc nproar and a demiad 1 ^ 

dtteiii.(bnpeBioaalleadeBaBdorDnitttioattoraaiQntoefl8athe^ 

The deven U5. '^Iftkatl prisoners," were not the only U5. servicemen the Chinese 
held after the Korean WiTvThehfw yofk Thw, reported 

Xhtmmuaiit Catiaa h boldini ptboaer other United Sum Ah 

«P‘«» dnrini the Koreao 

War. Tim iabrmation was brpaiht out of China by Sqaadroa Leader Andrew KMacKeoiie, a 
CuadiinOieririminireleaiedtodirbytheailBei^ Hereadiedftoedom 

beroiwo^tothedayjlterhew»ibotdfflmiadMia»ChineiehaadsTitNonhICorea-.Held 

beymtheKwiaBwarpi l i O Be f eBlwi r ,beiii released by^^ 

- aperiodofaeiotiatioesthtOBihdipIninatlcdia aiiih WhiCnMdf-r viMMntwtjtf 
law wto WM sea t here from Qmada to reset hirn, said inard^ at a piem oontortiioe later that an 

^ ^ **"** *ltb Sq^droo Leader 

elevee whose ar8i rmdn |i«a n D0Bt>ced by the Chinese November 23[,MS4).“ 

*AhmiCANPOWsREPORTWm ROUTE mmERLV 


DcspiteiomepoKticalinconvcnicncetotheDepailinentofD^^ 
ttat the issue and controversy had been controlled, llie conclusion of the report, "Recovery of 
Unrepatriated Prisoners of War," stated: 


ih^ereuryofDel*ae,wrltieibyJammJ.Kenahoi,ReponNo.CPOW/^ 
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. Such as they are, OUT current effons In the political Held, plus the Sumd'by' iliemitives 
developed by the milltaty, represent the full range of possible additional elforu to recover penonnel 
now in custody of foreign powers. On one hand, we are bound at preieht by the Prei IdentS ‘peaceful 
means' decree. The mlilury oouriet of action ippiienUy cannot be taken unilaterally, and we are 
poiieiied of some rather 'reluctant' ^ ill this respect The problem becomes a phUoMphlcal one. 
Ifweare*itwir,’oold,boiorotherwtie,caiuallksandlocseimuitbecotpectedindperhapiweffluit 
leqrniolivewiththiiijiwoftblng. Ifwenrelnfor8fqryeanofperiphernl'llieflghti'wemiybeforoed 
loadoptarathercynlcal nnltudeon this forpolitiedconrseorietloniometbin|likeOenenl Ersidne 
outlined which imnld(l)insiiU in iheto|dleramu(A more eflectlveVlon't get (aptnred'itUtude, end 
(2) we should ilsoputh to get themilliaryoominandermorediioretionnrytnthorlty to retaliate, bit 
and hard against these Coniffltiniit itctits." 

Reports of the fote of these Americans coiitinued to come to the attention of the United 
States government One iuchreport,aFoTeignServiceOispatch(cabIe)byAirPouchdatedMarch 
23, 1954, sent from the VS, diplomatic post in Hong Kong to the State Department in Washington, 
sheds some light on the fate of hundr^ of U.S. POWs captured during the Korean War. Die 
reportreads: 

American POWs reported ea route 10 Slbetta 

A recently arrived Oteek tefogw bum Minchniia his ratted seeing sevetil hundred Ainetican 
ptisonenofwarbdngititufomdfromChinesetnlttstoRQimntralnsaiMinchouUneiribeborder 
ofManchurinihdSiberia.T1iePOWiweteteenlateial9Sludlntbetptlngofl9S2byibeinbtmant 
and I Russian friend of his. The informant was interrogsied on two oocmioni by the Assistant Air 
imisonOfficeraadtheCoaiulafoOeaetilagneiwifoimevahutioDoftheinfoimaiiODaiptobably 
trueandffieevilttailMoftlmaODtttittutktumielM UtebUiettoftheiaidalAirLiniion 
Office report ibiipwi: - 

Pint repon dated March 16, 1954, from Air LiibOtt Office, Hong Kong, to USAF, Washington, 01 

Tim office has latendewed teftigee source who ittitt that he obaerved hundreds of pritonen of war 
in American uniforms being teat into Sibetb in late 19S1 and 1951 Observations were made it 
ManchouU (Lupin), 49 degrees S0’-117degrem 30* Manchurb Road Map, AMSL201 First Edltfon, 
on USSR'Manchurlan border. Sonne obietved POWIi pn taOway nation pbtform kmdiag into 
trainsformovememinto Siberia. htailwaytenintaaiiontcecloielyobservedthreePOWiwbowere 
niKierguardtndirereoonwtiingin English. POWs woreileevelniiialawhichiitdicitedPOWi wen 
AirFbrcenoncomnrntionedoffioeaSoutoeiuteiihatibereiiiereagreatnumberofNegroct among 
POWihipmeau aadaboitatm ihaiatno time laterweieaay POWiobaervedtetutning bomSlbetia. 

SouroB doea apt wish 10 be ideatifledlor fear of teptiiali agmitt friends in Manchuria, however b 
wUliag to ooopetiieinantwetinifriitberqueitioni and wai be available Hong Kong forqueitioning 
for the nen four dayi* 

Upon receipt ofihiilafotmatioa, USAF, Washin|toa,reqtteitedebbontlonoftbefollowin|poiaii: 


” Repori, CONFIDENTIAL, pt^aiad by OaDeinieAdvIny ODmadtiae on Pttenen of War, Study Oronp m, 
‘Recovery of Uuepaniated PtboMO of War,' a docoant pfeaeated by the Office of Spedal Operatiopi. Office of 
tbe Seoctuy of Defenie, wiiuea by Jamm J. KeUeher, Rapw No. CPOW0 D-1, June 8, 1951 
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1. Deicriptloii of witfonM or clothlni iwrn by roWi indudin* orainoi^ 

2. Phyikil condition of POWi. 

3. Nationality of luardi, 

4. Spedflc datei of obieivaiions. 

5. Deitlnatlon In Siberia. 

& PieaenoeofRuniaat in nnilbnn or civilian dothini Booompanylni moveffleni of POWi 
7. Complete deacription of three POWi ipecUkally mentioned. 

The Air UaiiM Oflioe complied by fttbmittlni tto leleiiim quoted beh^ 

TOOMUSAIlU»SONLACXEY.CnEC4.RBUR33W7Mowin|anii«iiiubmltlo^ 

qneationt. 


(l)PQWi wore OD outer dothini deactibed at not bea^ inaamucb as ufeather obntidend 
early 8piin|.Soarak|eaiifledflrompiauteaieivioeiada NobekmiiaD 

enqit canteen. No onameati obaened. 

(IjiOondltion appeared locid, no uonnded an 

(3) Staiion divided into two lectioni with tiacta on each aide of loadint platfbnn. On 

CailneietldePOWaacoompaniodbyadaeK|uaidtPOWipaiiedthrou|hntebliectin| 
pUtform to Rnitian train manned and operated by Ruaiani. RnaiiantialnmentiDiedatk 
blue or black tunic with tOver oolored ihoulder boardi. Source aayi thii tepilar train 
urdform but Im Imowi the trainrnea are miUtary wearini leinlar tiain ttniibtint. 

(4) lnterro|Btipa with aid of raoreflnmtinttrpreieriemb aoBreellni ob«^ 
nllroadiiatlOnlniptinrm Second obaerntim wuonitide city of Manchouli^^ 
three nxathf later urtih POW train headed towardi atatioa udteie he obierved POW 
ttamte. Soutcewaa imprcaaedwithaMmdobaervatidtt beameoflvnnnmbmofNMroca 
unoniPOWb. Source atiiei job waannmberihi railroad can at Mancbouli every time 
inbieqneatPOWthipmeoBpaaudihrcuihMaaehouIL Souroeiayitheaeihipmeaiiwete 
rqMted often and ocorred when United Natioa Ibnea in Kira were on dm oflbntive: 

(5) Unkaowa. 

(6) Only Rutdan accompanylni POWt were thcae who rnanned train. 


C^I^POl^obaetvedinitttionrManrini appeared iobe30or3S. Source idcniUled 
Air Force non*coinialttiooed oOcer aleeve Indfiila of Staff Serieant rank, anted that 

Fopeller. meePOWbaccMpaaledbyChineaeinarl POWk appeared thin but in eood 
2?‘?’®***‘^*‘^***‘"®“**'*^ POWkwewttlkini 

inE^ but did not converae with luari Farther inftjfautlaoai to number of PO\A 

obM aourcB antea that Slat obaervatioaflMaimjinmUJIliaatm ae^ 
obaanwtIOB about theaame. SoiteeeoeiinaaatoemhaaiaetinnnnberorNeiiotaooK 
whfchetddeat^ytavieaaedhimbeeM^ 


t 


i 


€ 


^idendBc^ofAnwicnaPOWk. Inviowofintonaatloneoi^lnauritylni^^ 
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619, formrdedtOtheDepartrnentundercoverofateturdatedMarchl, 1954, toMr.A.SabinChase, 

ORF. Sectloo 6 of thli leport antei, 'On another oocaiion aouroe aaw aeveral coachea fail of 
Eutopeani who were taken to USSR. Hiqr were not Ruaaiani. Source patted the coachea 
timet and beard them talk in a lanfuaie unknown to iim."* 

''pmoimcsiNPMCEAmREFomcAMPswa^ 

EXCHANGED^ 

The report from Hong Kong wna apedfically diacutied in Major General Young'i April 29, 
1954 memorandum to Aiiiitant Secretary of the Army, Hugh Milton, IL Young, reaponding to 
Milton's request to "consolidate infbnnatira on prisonen of war which may remain in f^mmnnitr 
hands," states in his memorandum written sixmonths after the last US. POW returned from North 

Korea, that the above quoted intelligence report 

(otioborite a previo us indicttionsUNCPOWS might haw been shipped to Siberia during 
hoatilltiea...jiqioitahamniwooiae(totbe]aii«tlitt(o(tlM]U.S.Qownaintwhichinpp(Me^ 
iadlcatiOni that Aiaerlcan pitoners of war horn Korea had been irnnqtotted iaio Soviet Union and 
irenowid^Sovietnitody. ReqnmftiliestpiMilbieialMiimtioaiheaePO^ 
earliat pottible time.** 

One CIA Intelligence report, which had an information date as of October 1950 • February 

" UteCIAreport 


1.0neRepnblicofKoteasoldierwhowatcaptutedbyibeClDmmuBiition290ctoberl950 
wai lent to a war pilion camp at Pyoktoni (125-26, 40-36) In North Pyonman. TWi CMP in early 
NoiMber had about IgOIXlAtnerican war piBoneti,ofwhotn about TOO were ne|iocs,apptcodinate]y 
1400 ROK ptiMBen, and about 300 chdllan employeei of the United Nadom brcei.” 


Adifferent three page CJAintelligence report, on Prisoner ofWar Camps in North Korea 
and China, with information dated January-May, 1952, described the Chinese Communist system 
of camps for UN. POWs. 


19K^War Prisoner AdmiaiMtaiive Office (Chan Pu Kaan U a^i) (2069lD199/4619f 
3810/5710) in P^oagyaai, under Cblcmel NoMSKkVh (617WRB4/114S/1133), an iatelliieaGe 


AMCONOEN,Hoe|Koa|,Tto:TlmDBpartinaBtofSiate,Wai^^ 

Mara 29, 1954. 


I^Meaoru^SEQtBT.'TKHiihMiltOB. the AsatotSacreiaty of the Aitty.(MARn Subject; United States 
U*l, Apill 29, 1994. 


“ Report, OA. No, so 6512, OMOf. KBiua/aiaa: Date Of Into: October WSO • 
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officer studied to the genenl hudquirtendf the Soviet Fir ^tem MUiury pisirict; controlled 
prisonerdfwarcainptlnMiochuriiandNorthKorea. Tlieofflo^ronnerlyinMukdeniemployedSO 
penons, leveni of whom were EngUsh-ipeaklng Soviets. UN Mat (2651^701) and NAM IL (0589/ 
2480) were deputy diilnnen of the office. 

2. Ihe office bad developed three typet of prisoner-of-war camps. Campi termed 'peace camps,’ 
detaioingpetsooswl»esdilbltedpiD-Oodmtmlstleinlngi,weiBchatacte^ 

of the prisoners and the suglog within the camps of CommuQist tallies and meetinis, Tin largest 
peace camp, which held two thousand prisoners, wu at CSuingchtm. Peace camps were also at 
K'aiyuanKsien (124-05, 42-36) and Penchi(12343, 41-20). 

3. Reform camps, all of which were in Maocburia, detained anti-Ootnmuniit prisoners possessing 
oenain technical sldllt. Emphuis at these camps was on re-lndoctrinaiion of the ptisonen. 

4. Normal prisoher-of-wir ounps, all of «4iidi were in North Korea, detained prisoners whom the 
Communisu will ochinge. Piisoiun inpmtaidr^om onrpir wtttnotbeachaifuL [emphuis 
added] 

5. OfflcUls of North Korean prisoner ofwar camps sent reportaon individual prisonets to theWu 

Prisoner Adfflinistntlve Office. Ckwpemtlveptisoneiiweiebein|ttanifetiedtopeaoecamps. ROK 
[Republic of Korea) oOcen were ib 04 ROK army soldiers were being rdndooriMted and 

auimilaied into theNorth Koreanarmy. 

-.13. On 6 January four hundrad United Stttcs prisoDets, indoding three hundred negtou, wese 
being detained in two boUdingi at Nsiao Nan Kuan Chaih, aithesoutheut oorner of the intetsectlon, 
inMukden, One buildiitg,daedu the poUoebeadqnarteii in Nsiso Nan Ximadnria| the Japanese 
oompation. wu a twoeiory eoDCRW structure, 30 auien IOB| and 20 meters wide. The ^ 
bunding, one atoiy high and ooutnicted of gray brick, wu behindlhe twomtoty buUdlng. Both 
buUdings hadtUeroob. AU prisoneribeldh^wiibtl»ea»ptido(tf threeaeeondlientenantt^^ 
enlisted personnel 11m ptisoDeii. ditaed in Chineu GonmnuJatatiny uniforms, svtffi a le^ 
bandontbeiefiamvwereooireqniredtowDrk. Ibwhounoflndoctrinationweie conducted daDy 
by staff members of the Nortbeut Army Oommani Prisonen were permitted to play basketball in 
thecourtyariL TheattemptofthreeuddteptisoDetsmeicapecauiedibewitbdrawalofpermitsion 
for white pitiMneri to walk alone throughstteets in the vieiai^ofthecafflp.lbro Chinese Oommunisi 
solffien guarded groupsofwhitepriionetiwheainchgiimps left thebnOdings. Negiott, however, 
could moveoatiidetheoofflponimaree6eelyandiadivfonally. Rfoe,noodki,andonevegeublewete 
setveddailyiothepriionetsingroopsoflOtolSmeiL OneplatoonofChiaeseOoinfflnnistioldlets 
guarded the compound.*' 

^.DEVOID OFANYFOUNDAmNWHATSOEVER..: 


In an attempt to resolve the unrepatriated U.S. POW problem from the Korean war by 
diplomacy, the United States officially communicated with the Soviet government on May 5, 1954. 
The official U.S. diplomatic note to the Soviet Union stated: 


The Efflbusy of the United Smtu of Ameria presents its compUmems to iheMkhtry of Ifoieip 
AflUn of the Unioi of the Soviet SodaliM Rqpnhiics and hu the honor 10 leqnut the Minisi^ 
usiitinoein thefoitowiigmatter. 


“ Report, OA, •Subjett hlsonei^of-WM Qimpi in North Koru and Chiiii,' No. SO 9104, July 17, 1951 
4-8 : 

♦ ♦ 
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The UtdtedStsdes government hu recently teoeivedr^idrta whidi s»^ 
that Amerlenn prlioncti of wir who had seen iciion In Koru have been tnniponed to the UnloB of 
SovtetSoclalbtRepubliciandthitthqrironowtaSovimciiitody.TlmUnltfismtMOovenunmt 
desira to receive urgently all Intonnatlon available to the Soviet Oovenunent ooBoemlng them 
American personnel and to arrange their repatriation at the eailiut poailble time." 

On May 12, 1954, the Soviet Union replied: 

J®«MecUonwlththenoteoftheEmbaayofthcUmtodSttteiofAmcria,iecetvedbvibe 

IheUniiedSutuasseitloaootttalnediniheindkitedaottihatAffleiic^ 
whopartidpatedtatnffiiaiyactioufoKdfethavealiefedlybaeaitaaifortudtotheSovletUaioaiBd 
atihepreseatiimeatebeinikeptimderSovietgnardbdovQffiofaaytonBdatlottwhatioevuam^ 
cleaity for-fotcd»d, sln» there are not aid hue not been any ladi permei in the Soviet Union.* 

The Soviet rcsptmse prcfficates dental of acceu to the men on hi refusal to characterim the 
U5.per8onnela8''prtaonersofwar.'' Infact, thcSovietsmadeitapracticetorcfusetoacknowicdge 
the y5. citizenship of the U5. soldiers; as a lesult-from the SovietV standpomt-- the S^^^ 

is accurate. 

■ Nor was thta lesson -- that the Soviett do not acknowledge the citizenship of U5. POWs - 
everl^ed. Accordingt08AprflI5,199lpressadvisoryiuuedbytheUnitedSmtesDepartmeat 

of State, the United States once again requested that the Soviets "provide us with any additional 

mfonnaUon on any otherUAdtizens who may havebeen detained asaresultofWorld Warn, the 

Korean ronflict or the Vietnam War,"* a request that repeated the mistake of ««Win for 
information only about U5. dtizent that die State Department made 37 yean earlier. 

The State Department also made a point of including in its recent preu adviwiy the 
government s usual statement that "in the interest of following cveiy credible lead in providing 
families of U5. service members with infonnation about their loved ones.** Fuithennore, 

acrordingtothepressadvisoiy, theSuteDepartmentiped&allyask^ 

U5. planes shot d(mnmtheearlyl95()s,"»aiuldid not iiktheSwdetsanyspedficfwestioMabout 
any non-repatiiatedPOWsfomWorW Warn, the Korean War, and the VietnamWar. It seems 

apparent that if the Department of State had opected to get solid information from the Soviet 
government, then the State Department would have sent a much more comptehemive and 
appropriately phrased request 


"SMdiptomaiIcBOie. 

* U.S. Sale DepuTueat prUB leleue 249, May 13, 1954. 

See Uahed Sum Depanaiu of Sate pm Khtoiy, OOoa of the Amittuu Secruarv/SDOkanu. USSR^ 
Alk|itkmiofUAK)WitalheUSSR,*Aiai5,l99L 
■ibid. 

■Ibid. 
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The sincerity Of the State Department's declared intention to follow "every credible Jead in 

providing families of U.S. service members with information about their loved ones" is, therefore, 
suspect. One y.S. government document dated January 21, 1980, a memorandum from Michael 
Olcsenberg to Zbigniew Bnczinsld, the National Security Advisor under President Carter, reveals 
the cynical view and attitude of at least one U.S. govemmeht oEBcial with regard to the non- 
repatriation issue, s ” 

a letter ftom you is tatportint to lodicate that you take reoeht rehigee reponi of lightioe of live 

AmeriesM kcrioniiy.' This is limply good politkij DIA and Stiiftire pliying this nme, and you 
shouWnottmihewhistleblower.TlicideabtoiayiluttbePiesidenttCarterllidctermtoedtopunue 
any lead ooncemljjg poMible live MIAt“ 

”.>.POWsmomGHTSTIU.BEm^^ 

The executive branch’s disinformation tactics against concerned mothers and fathers 
extended to Congressmen and Senators. One case is found in a December 21, 1953 letter sent to 

thcSecretaryofState from Senate Majority Leader LyndonB. Johnson with regard toaconstituent 

letter from Mr, Paul Bath of Marshall, Texas, who wrote Senator Johnson about a US News and 
fPorW /Jeport article titled ''Where are 944 Missing GI's?’’ 

The first reaction of the Secretary of State's office was to call Johnson and dispose of the 
matter by phone. However, as a written reply was requestet^Thniston B. Morton, thfrAssistant _ 
Secretary of State for Congressional Relations, was tasked to reply. The evolution of the text of 
Mortons letter to Johnson-which took four rewrites to completff-defirdtively illu^^ the 
^bivalence with which the United States government has approached the nori-repatriation issue. 
The four drafts still exist today, and they illustrate how the State Department artfully sought to 
mislead the future UB. President, and the most powerful leader in Congress at the time. 

The fini drift of the Sure DepamnentS nspome oontiiiwd the following ten: 

„ ,^^®<^^5.‘l»U»l‘edNidouODmnBndpBMaied»UmOon^ 
on the MUlttiy Armiitioe Commission t list of tppiadmitely 3,40* Allied penonnel, including 9*4 
Ama^iboutwhomtherewnevideiwtltttiheyhnlMonetimeoTinotlierbeenlnConm^^ 
omody. m Undt of evidence from which this Usi wis drawn indoded tetters written home by 
prisoners, prisoners of war inienogitioos, intenogiUons of letunees, end Cornmnniit radio 
JJJJ^^Unlied Nations Commind uked the Commnnist sMefbr a complete accounting of 

On September 21, the Communisu made a reply relative to the list of names Dfoemed to 

on the list had never been captured at all, adiite others had already been repatriated.® 
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This entire section was crossed out by Morton, but a persistent foreign service officer sent 
Morton back the second draft, with the section quoted above unchanged, as well as a new sentence 
at the end of the introductory paragraph which read: 

He [Mr. Paul Bath of Manhall, Toas] can be assured that eiforu are being made to obuin 
the release of all our men in Communist custody and maybe inteteated in haviog the following 
Information about this matter.*' 

The second draft also contained a new page which followed the paragraphs used in the first 
draft. The second page of the second draft read: . 


OenenlClai1i.teatoner of September 24 [1934], twoaadahiirweeb alter OpeiftlonBIO 
SWrrCH ended] to the Communist tid^ tttied that he eohsidend their rqiiy wholly inacoeptabte, 
and pointed out that by signing the annbtioeigiaenieat the Ooniffliiniia had nodatalma awtemn 
obligation to repatriate diiealy or to hand over to the cutibdy of the Neutral Natkmi RepaniatloB 
ComntiiiipnaUof tile cuptuiedpenoni held by them at titetime the uinlstioewuiiinel He pointed 
out titti Util obUption was bindingnpon them and applied titan United Nations Command petwns 
regirdtett of where captunsd or held in custody. I am endbiliig a copy of Oeneral Oarkh tetter of 
Sep tember 24 which you miy wbh to send to your obnstituent 

On November 21, the United Nations jOommind pravided the Communist tide with a 
revision of its diiginat list of unaooqmiied for Allied penonnel which it had presented to the 
Communiitt on September 9. The te^ list contained a loial of 3,400 miimi , and the ftgure for 
Unitiul States priionen of war uhaooouated for wu inoeisetily ci|ht tit a total of 9SI 

On November 21, the United Nations Command protrated in the Military Arntistioe 
CommUiloo to the Cornmnnistt that they bad itill (tiled to gh« a latiifhctoty reply oonoentiog the 
hit of unacoounied for United Nations Command penonnel, and pointed out that addltionil 
evidence providedhythreeKoretn priionen of war whoieoentlydefecteduthe United Nations tide 
oorrohorated the United Nations Command itaiemeati that the finimwimkii i ftiihAMtiig 
priionenofwar. The United Nations Oominand demanded that the Oonununitit'haad over to the 
custody of the Custodian Ifoim of Indte aU tboie pitenen that your tide itiD tetaint’ 

AntbamadorAnhurDeanhai also icftmd to tbit problem in the oouneolhisM|otittiont 
with the Communiiti at Panmnajom. 

Yov oonttittMat may be inured that it ootttinneiio be our deieimiaBd purpote to obtain 
the letuniof 111 penonnelfatCbmmnnincttttody and the United NitionsOommand win make eve^ 
effort to aoooB^ the objective.® 

Assistant Secretaiy Morion rejected in foe propoaed chingei in foe second dr^ 
crotting them out llwfoird draft of foe letters Johnson wuiodisagreeabtefo Morion 
that he typed out two sentences and attached it to foe draft and craned out aU other 
sentences that related to foe State Departmentt reply. As a result, the final letter read: 

® Uter, seooad draft 'll): Senator Jolnon, From: Aninam Seoetiiy itfSttte tor Ooaiiemhmal Reiatiov, 

Tliruiion a Morton,' flte aumbcrSEV611A1241/12.21Sl 

®ibW. 


4 ‘11 
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My dear Senator Johnson: 

‘wtertoyourletterofDecember21,actaoirted|8dbyteIephoneonDeee 

which you enclose a letter bom Mr. Paul Bath of Manhill, Tern conoeminR an article in the 
December 18 issue of US. Ntm md WoridRipm. It is believed that Mr. Bath refers to the article 

•Whereare944Mlsslii|OIhronpa|e27of5puhII(ilton. ««'f«««w«e»niae 
lameocloaingoopieiorattateiDeotieoountinitheeflbrttbeingmadetosecuieihentuin 

of AmerlcM prisoners of war mlffit still be in Ooiunnnitt custody which I believe will be of 
•sslsunoe to you in replying toyouroonstltueni As the statement poinu out, Itcontlnua to beoor 
detetmhied purpoie to obtain the return of all petsonnel in Communist custody and we will do 

everything possible to tooomplish thisot^ecUv^ (emphasis added] 

WithtegardtoquestlotuattowfaeiherthereiremllitttypertonttelorotherUnitedSutet 
dtlieas In theptttody of the Soviet Oovernmeat,afewoftheprisoners^)f.war of other nationalities 
recently released by the Soviet Oovernmeni have made reports alle^ that American dtlseas are 

YpuartprobablyawarethatrqneseatatfenswhidiiheUnltedStateiOovertunentrece^ 
rnade to the Soviet Oovernmeat resulted In the release in Berlin on December 29 ofHomerRQn 

ud Leland two Amcricaas reported by returning tOerman] prisoner-of-war as being in 

^etcu^. TTteDepartmeniwminvMtlgate,ulihasdonctothepast,eve7reportln^^ 
thatAnterlcandtlaensareheMlnihecnstodyoftoreiinff ■ * 

Sincerely Yours, 

For the Secretary of Sttte, 

ThrustonEMprton** 


It B noteworthy that Morton's letter contained no specific or accurate information, as 
rantrasted with the three reject^ drafts which had such information. The rhetoric of the State 
pepartmcnt could not go beyond the word "might* to describe the possibility of U.S. soldiers being 
held by Cominunist forces. On the one hand, the State Department was taking credit for having 
released two Amencans from the Soviet gulag and for investigating "every report indicating that 

Amenc^atizens are heldin the custody of foreigngoveTnmcats,*butontheotheritwas dismissing 

possibility that there could be more POWs in Communist prisons. Meanwhile, the State 
Dejartmentl^ that the North Koreans had not returned nearly 1,000 US. POWs, as well as an 
N SSe^™^^ *^^ *’*^ ^ captured alive and imprisoned by the 


“Utter, ^ Tte Se^ Johssoo, Roue AmbtSBi Secretary of State to CbnireBiioiisl Rdsdons, 

Morton*, Dlenumber8BV611.6124W2-2153,Jiauiry20H954. luirew 
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^TimY..,WOUWHOWmumTHEYH^ 

OTHERGUW 

The People's Republic of China, as noted earlier, released a Canadian Squadron Leader 
thirteen months after the last UN. POW was repatriated by the Comndunist forces three months 
after Operation BIG SWITCH. In 1973, Chinese Communists repatriated two American POWs 
who had been cqprured during the Korean War, along with a pilot, Philip Smith, who was shot down 

over the Gulf of Tonkin during the Vietnam war. During interogation sessions in Smith's seven 
yean of solitary confinement in a PRC jail, these two U.S. POWs from the Korean War were 
paraded before him. Smith said the Chinese told him: 

they wouldii‘t rdeiM rue, amt wouU hoM ine lilB th^ done to thM otbm guys untfl I ncaate^^ 

Most Americans would find it incomprehensible that the Chinese would hold U.S. POWs 
from the Korean War, and release them two decades later, yet, to the Chinese Communists, this 
policy had some rationale. 

At the conclusion of Operation BIG SWITCH, the United States Government left u!s. 
POWs, held against their will, in custody of the North Koreans, the mainland Chinese, and the 
USSR Whether any of these men are still alive is -tiagioally-unclear. 

The fote of the more than 8,000 men listed at MIA who were administratively found to be 
"presumed dead" is a mystery. No rebuttal wu ever mhde to Gene^ Van Fleet, who stated in the 
fall of 19S3 his beUef that a large percentage of the 8,000 Americadsol^ers lated as missing in 
Korea were alive.* "Alarge percentage* translates info thousands of U5. soldiers whowere never 
repatriated the Communist forces after the Korean war. 

Seven years after operation BIG SWITCH one Foreign Service Dispatch to the State 
Department in Washington contained the names of two US. Korean POWs working in a Soviet 
phosphorus mine.* The cable, "sanitized" 1^ the United States government, originally 

thenamesof the twoU.S.POWs.However,buttbenameswerebIacked out in thesanitized version. 
Accordingfothe United Statesgovernment, the names were blackedout to protect the abandoned 
POWs"'|nivaGy.* ItisabsurdthattheU.S.govemment, havingabandonedsoldiersfoalifeoftlave 
labor arid forced captivity, it attempting to protect the same abandoned soldiers' "privacy.** 
Perhaps this example best illuttrates the U.S. approach to repatriating our abandoned POWs. 


* 'EiPOWi Recin Piychologlcd Ibnw. Qwreioo,* IJte Aw Auwyriw, Jnuny 22^ 

* '1,000 MWng, Van 7te JIfew ysrk Ibiw, Aa^ 

* CiUe 'Flroim Ik ABolon EBlMMyfo Biwelt,T9;iU8iareDMMiBM ta WasUagun,’ SeMMber 8, iwa 
*'Mm Wk Neva llBumad,* BdhnsU, Ik IFaMvM 7 Im0. 
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Thewarwidelylmownuthc Vietnam WarwastheiecondwarfoughtbyCbnmiuaistforccs 

in Vietnam and in Southeast Alia. The Vietnameseforcei, after defeating the French, fought the 
Second Indochina war against the United States and U5.-backed forces. In the final analysis, 

however, this war was a political and moral defeat for the United States. 

As a result, the United States was forced at the Paris Peaiie Conforence to negotiate its 
with^w^ from Southeast Asia from a weak militaiy and political position. Internal divisions in 

theUmtedStatesandmountingpolitical pressure toextiicate the nation fiomthewar, exacerbated 
thisweakncgotiatingposition-Asaresuh, the United States, astaWorld War I, WorldW 
the Korean War, foundiuelf,onccagain, unable to guarantee the repatriationofallUAPOWi and 

MIAs who; were alive and held captive. 

The United Slates' chief negotiator at the Paris Peace Conference, Henry Kissinger, 
admitted as much in his book, Years of Upheaval, published in 1981 g«ff n gfr wrote: 

^uredaliveaadlttdsubieqaeBilydiuppeared. TheevMenawMhtedofdttarvotocw^^^ 
from theirottndlnadvtiioeolcipnOTorphoioiripteiBdiaBMiw^ 

^ration HOMECOMINO, the name given to the last repatriation of U&POWs by the 
North Vietnamese began February 12, 1973, andaded March 29, 1973. A grand total of 591 
Umted States servicemen were repatriated. 

^°^r.n®^reportsandothcrdocumcntationitatedthatlheUnitedStatesGovemment 
tangly left men-perhapsthousandsofmen-ta the captivity of Qinununfrtforce^ 

.^^“““y3^^’*"®*"®““**°*"‘*****''^“<l»e*torepeaceinVictnamwassiimcd 
vsi!™’ ^ agreement were the United States, North Vietnam, South 

Viet^aiid the South Vietnamese Prowional Revohitionary Oov^ (PRO). This agreement 

consistedofapreamblc,andninechapters,covering23ArticleiandfourprotocoIs. 


> Heaiy Kbiiiiier, YeinofUnheivil. (Bonos: Utile, Brows and Ctompuy, 1982) ppJ3.34. 
5-1 
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... , . , . • ... 

In Chapter Vn, Articles 21 and 22 outlined the future relationship between the United 
States and the Republic of North Vietnani. These read in pan, 

Anlde 21: -.In panuuoe of its tndltloiiil policy, ibe United States will contribute to ij,c 

|^° *°^w and to post-iarieaKiit n ictfcmof the Democratic Republic of yienti tn tbmtliout 

Anlcie22: The endiniof the wir,theratoiatlonof peace in Vietnam, and the strict implemeautlon 

of Ibis aireetnent will create conditions for esubliihlni a new, eqbal and mntually ti g n e fi d at 
relatlonihlp between the United Suiea and the Democnlic Republic of Vietnam on tbe basis of 

respeaforeachotlienindepeodeodeandiovei«i|iiiy,aodnon-inieiftnsoeineachothenintenia] 

aiWri.Attheaan»tlme,ihiiwlUeniureinblepeaeeinVletaamand«miribufetoiliepittervition 

of lastini peace in Indo-CUna and South East Alia. 

The Parii accord stated that the return of piisoncn of war, would be 

carried outiimultaneouily wlthand completed oot Uterihan iheiaffledayu tbe troop withdiiwaL 

^TmimARENOMOREPmoNmiNsomm^ 

TheUnitcdStatesdidnotreceivethelistofAniericansPOWithcwhomNorthVietnamcie - 

adjnittcd they were holdiiig in captivity unti] after the peace accords were signed. Significantly, the 
list included only nincAmericani captured in Laos. While these men were captured in Laos, thiy 
were not prisoners of the Pathet Lao, but were banded over to, and held by, the North Vietnamese 
after their capture. 

In fact, it was widely known that the Pathet Lao were holding many other U5. POWs. On 
March 25, one news report stated : 


Ui. sources believe Uuta tnbaiantial nunberof tbemisiti| (in Laoa)-perbapaai many as 100-aUU 

miybeative. Tbe condMlona are based on Inspeetloni of crash sites by search leainsind on 
inielli|eiioerepona.‘ 

The absence of names on the Ui. POW list handed over by the North Vietnamese of 
Americans captured in Laos and held by tbe Pathet Lao was one of the great blunders cf the Paris 
Peace Accord negotiations and caused great oonfuskm and emotional duress among fomily 
members of missing and captured personnel. 


*UmiedPtaas iaimatloaaldifpitch, Vkatiaie.Ij^ 1971 
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One news report stated, three days after the Paris Peace accords were signed; 

Tlie Nonh Vieinimese have biled to himiih the United Sutet with a list of American 
fightiDg men taken prisoner In Laos, Penugon dffldaJs anduorganliatlonofPOWfunDleasald 
Sunday..Mis. Phyllis OalantI, board of chainnan of the National Letgve of FamUles of Americu 
Prisoners and Missing in Southeut Asia told a reporter then are op Laos mwm on lisa provided 
toU^. authorities in Paris Saturday after the Vietnam cease-fire afneoentwu brmal^ 
EveryihingwebavebeenioIdhadledustobelievethenwouldbealitt,taidMn.OalantLPeata|on 
spokesman JeriyW.Friedhelmiaidlibtrue that no Laos Usitrasprovided..Wedoei^ 
allstFrIedhelmsald.’ 


lnfact,theUidtedStatesgQvenimentneverieceivedtuchaIitLTwo«^kter(Onenewi 
report carried the United States govenunent explanation for the absence of names of American 
POWs held Patbet Lao. The report quoted State Department offidab who stated 


they believe that the list of nine persons submitted by North Vletaaai nu incomplete and that there 
are more Americans held by Laotian Oonununistt.* 


In other words, the U£. governments explanationfor the lackof names of U.S. POWiheld 
in Uos was that the North Viemamese and the Laotians were holding back the names. Indeed, the 

nextday,thePathetLao.confinnedthattb^wereholdingbaeknames.Accordingtoanewsreport 
from Laos, the Pathet Lao publicly announced through * ' 


a Oommuabt Pathet ljotpok8imaa..(ihai] Jib gtoupirtoidiitgAfN^ 
wUI Iw released after a oease-flie foes tato eflbet Soth Petiiiy. the Pathet Laos pennanent 
repreaentttlve in Vieatb ne , declined togbeanydetalhabontAaertcmPOWs in Laos. Buthesaid 
the Pathet Laoleadetihiphasa detailedaonnaiini of prisomahdwberethcyweiebeiafbeidand 
that both sides In the oease-fire negotbtions are ready to CBftanie prisonert once the flgbdni 
eods...TheeichangewiU take plaoetoLBOi,Soth said. Ifthey«encBptutedinLaoi,theyiriIIbe 
returned in Laos, be toM UPL [empbasb addedp 

The Pathet Laowantedacease-fire agreement and were holdingAmeiican prisoners until 
such an agreement between the United Stiites and the Pithet Lao wu reached. However, State 
Department officials, responding to the Pathet Lao statement quoted above: 


pointed oat today that the Pathet Lao satemeat was not ooaibteat with moredetailed tatemeatt 
madehyKbrinferandthatltwnpoiiibtoihatXbfiaienitttementtweieh^ 
inbaadentandjng In hb deniiaii with the North l^ataamcM.* 


*AssocbtedPreadbp«(t.Waihin|iOB,D.C,JanMiT30.1973. 

* 71b Aw. Febnity 18, 1973. 

* United Prw latenatknal dbpetd^ Vinibae, Lm, pBiwny 19. 
•TathetlJoSiyiNotoTruoe,NoAniericttP6Wb,'IJtalFnrt^ 
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Mr. Kissingers misunderstanding was that the United States believed, as Kissinger stated 
in a January 24, 1973 press conference, that 

American prisonen held in Laos and Nonh Vietnam will be returned to ui in Hanoi.^ 

However, during the 60 day ceaSe-fire period required by the Paris Peace accords, American 
airmen were still flying combat tnissions and being shot down in the secret y/tx over Laos. Mr. 
Kissingers misunderstanding was never cleared up, and at the conclusion of Operation 
HOMECOMINO more than a month later, no American prisoners of war held in Laos were 
released by the North Vietnamese or the Pathet Lao. These men, and the men that the Pathet Lao 
forces publicly stated th^ were holding after the Paris Peace A^ement was signed, have never 
come home. 

On March 26, 1973, the North Vietnamese announced that the last American prisoners of 
war would be repatriated March 27 and March 28, 1973. Ihe hopes of the nation and of family 
members that American prisoners of war held by the Pathet Lao would be released I 7 the North 
Vietnamese were crushed. As one; news report stated 

North Vietnun toM the United Stttei Sundiy it intended to release the last group of 
American prisoners It bolds at Hanots Ob Lim Airport on Ibeidly and Wedoetdiy, but told iht 
US dimaul thtuU alto nItmPOWiafmd inUos is btyoiidihijurisdlaion t^ihe[P 
^tpiemou. [empbasbidded]* 

The North Vietnamese publicly cohcurred with the Pathet Lao's polity with regard tathe 
repatriation of the U.S. PQWs the Pathet Lao were holding. Two weeksinto this stalemate over 
the repatriation of U.S. POWs held by Pathet Lao, between the Pathet Lao and the North 
Vietnamese on one side, and the United States on the other, the United Sutes announced that 

There me no mote prisonen bSoutheait Asia. They are all dead.* 

Furthermore, one news report quoted a United States government spokesman, who stated, 

RumonthatUierewerehundredsofU.S. Servicemen heldtaLaotbnprison camps, does the bmiUet 
[of the mbslng] adtaieivioa'* 

These statements were made notwithstanding the eighty men cited Heniy Kissinger held 
by theNorth Vietnamese, and notwithstanding the fiict the noU.S.POWsheldby Pathet Lao forces 
have everbeen repatriated. aearIy,both of theaboveUnitedStatesGovernmentstatementtwere 
demonstrably false; they were detignedHme can only speculate^to persuade the media that 
information with regard to prisoDersstin alive inSoutheastAiiahadiiofoundationwfaatsoever,and 
furthermoreiOnlycompoundedtbeemotiODalaiDde^ofanxiousandgrievtngfuDaiiy membeis. The 


’ftkL 

*Aiiodsied Piwdbpateii, SaifOiL South VbtBaai, Martt 26, 1973. 

* Suieiaeiit bsned by the Depnnineat of Detsme, Washbiuu, D.C., April 13, 1973. 
*United Pnn bianatknaldbptith, Wsshbitoa, D.C, April 14, 1973. 
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fact of the matter is that the Pathet Lao publicly admitted to holding U.S. POWs in Laos, and 
Kissinger implicitly agreed when he said 

American prisoners held in Laos and North Vietnam wOl be tetuned to us In Hanoi.'* 

^ ^ YcttheU.S.govemmcntabandonedanyatteinpttobringthembackhome, byannouncing 

THEKISSINGERHA}^ 

Five days after the signing of the Paris Peace Accords, Kissinger hand-carried a letter, dated 
February 1, 1973 to the North Vietnamese Prime Minister a letter tudiicb detailed the Adininistialion^ 
interpretation of Article 21 of the Paris Peace Accords, which pledged that the United States would 

oontrlbuleto the healing the woundsofwar and poaMeoonitnictira ofiheDemocntk R^Wlcof 

The letter, and the commitments it implied, were not revealed even to the highest-ranking 

Senators and members of Congress. The ten of the letter follows: 

TTie President wishes to Inlbnn the Democratic Republic of Vietnam of the prindpies which 
will govern United Sutes partidpailon Injhe postwar reooiutncilon of North, Vietnam. At 

Indicated in Anide 21 of The Agreement on Endig the War and Restoring the P«» In Vietnam 

signed in Paris on January 27, 1973, the United Sutei undertaicei this panidpation in i«nf »ti n <^ 
with its traditional polides. These prindpiea are as follows; 

1) The Oovemment of the United Sates of America will contribute to poitwir 
leconstnctioo in North Vietnam without any polltial emutitto ny 

2) Preliminary United Sates ttudiei indiate that the appropriate proftami fbr the 
United Suta contribution to poitwir tecorntnictlon will fU] in the tinge of S3J3 

biliionofgrantaidomfiwyeatt OtberfonntofaidwiUbeagreednponbetweenthe 
twopaniea. Tbiseitifflateiitnbjecttotevisiooaadtodettileddisciiiskmbetweenthe 
^vrnment of the United Sotei and the Oovemment of the Demoentie Rt^licof 

3) lteUniKdtateiwiBpiDp(MBtIaDemocatfcRepiibfcofVieaamthBeBablithnm 

die date of Si***^*^**"** Vletnantere JohtBeommricOoiBrtri^ 30dayihom 

4) Hm ftiaction of this OnaMoi wiU be to develop ptoftioi for the United Sates 
ooDtribatioBureoomtnKtionofNorthVietninL'Ihii United Sates oontribntionwfll 
be baaed epoBsnch fKton ai; 


"^Tathet Uo Sayi NoTDTriioe,No AnHaiean POWS,* The Aw,Mnaiy 18 , 1971 
Satement taade by the Dqanmeat ofDefNiie. WatbiB|tae D.C A^ 13, 1971 


173 


THE SECOND INDOCHINA WAR 


a) The needs of North Vietnam arising from the dislocation ofwar; 

b) The rOqulremeha for postwar rmnstniction in the agricultural and 
. industrial lecton of North VletnamS economy. 

5) ThelolvtEoottomicCbfflmimionwlllhaveanequalttnmberofrepresenutive3bomeach 
aide. It will agree upon a-meebanism to administer the program which will constitute the 
United Stttei oontiibution to die reconttruedon of North Vietnam. The Oommlsahtt will 
attempt to complete this agreement within 60 days after iu esttblisbment. 

6) The two memben of the OnaBDlmha wOI frinctioD on the prindple bf reaped for etch 
oihen Mvereiinty, non-inteifeitace in each othen internal allhin, equality and mutual 
beoeflL The ofBoei of the OoaaWoitwill belocated at a place to beagled upon by the 
UnitedSttteianddiebemoennkRqrablfoofViemiin. 

7) The United Sates conaiden that the implenenudon of the foregoing prindpiea will 
proaou«oonoDic,trideaadotherteltiioia between theUnitedSateiof America and the 
DenMoaticReptfolfoofVleiaamtBdwIllocmiiflKitetoiMuriniaiUbletndlattlngpeace 
inindocUnmTheiepriiidplMKBqrfwldidreipiriiofampterVIIIofTheAfreefflentan 
Endin|ihe War and Retu^Peaoe ln Yietnam which was signed in Parlion January 27, 

1973. 

UNDERSTANblNOREOARDlNOBOON(»OCREOONnKUCnONPROORAM 

It b undentood that the recommendationi of the Joint EcoMsic OnojathM 
mentioned in the Presideaa note to the Prime Minister will be implemented by eadi 
member in aoooidanoB with iu owncotttdtutiontl ptoviiloni 

NCnBREOAIOJINO OTHER FORMS OP AID 

In regard toother forms ofaM, United Sutei itudka Indicate that tbe appropriate 
ptoftami oonid foil in the lange of 1 to L5 billion dollars depending on fbod ind other 
eofflfflodlty needs of the Democratic Republic of VietBam.'* 

It u unfortumte that the North V^ctoameie did Din tmdarand the inqiortant Go 
caveat inherent in the Kiuinger hand-carried letter. Any fundi paid to the North Vietnameie, or 
any funds to purchaie any aid given to the North Vietnamese, would have to be appropriated by the 
United States Congress. 

ButOotigreiskDewnothingofdieKiBiiveroGamiitnKnii Hadk^SenatcnaiKlCong[es8nen 
been told of the poli^, they would have had the opportuni^ to tell the President that voting for 
billioni of dollars of aid or funds for North Vietnam would h^ been an admission of culpability. 
The United States had biled in its mission to protect South Vietnam from the totalitarian 
Communist regime in the North. 

The lufEeiing, lmiti%, death and dehumaniiation borne by the Vietnamese people sinoe 
the war is proof that the American goals in Vietnam were conecL However, the failure of the 

"The U.S. Sure Dqurtneat BaDeriB, Juw 27, 1977, pp.73-76. 
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civilian leadership to achieve those goals had to do more with the collapse of political leadership 
in the United States than with the morality of the goals. Congress realized full well, if Kissinger did 
not, that the soothing word "reconstruction" actually meant "reparations." The American people 
would never pay reparations when no crime had been committed. Congress saw Kissinger's plan 
as a betrayal and an admission of guilt. 

However, there is no doubt that the North Vietnamese concluded that the President's 
emissary had pledged billions of doUah in reparatiohs to the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. 

Two weeb after the date of the letter delivered by Kissinger, the United States and the 
North Vietnmese announced the formation of the Joint Economic O nmm is iinn , in fulfillment of 
paragraph (i) of that letter. The announcement, according to one news report stated ^t 

IheUnitedSUtesudNoithVktiumttiUereiteaJoimBamiHfcCtaaiMoatbove^ 
lebuOdlaiof the wir*mn oountiywith.U.S. doUait,tte tm sides aumuhoed Wednesday. A 
oornffluniqueitiued by the Whiu Honteand Hanoi on toufdavi oftaUa by President Ntsons envoy, 

Henry A. Klailnier. and North Vtonaincie lenders in Hanoi lilted no specific B|uwt for UA pan 
warald.** 

Negotiations were underway between Kissinger and the North Vietnamese to implement 
specific aspects ofthe Kissinger letter. However, the White House was beginningto understand the 
depth of the political problems it was going to have with itaaid plan. One n^ report from Paris 
stated the U.S. negotiaton refosed fo ackn^ledge whether reparations to North Vietnam were 
being discussed, or the amounts wme being disCuised. Accbrdhig to the report , 


U.S. and North Vietnaaeie rqrresenuiiva net Monday to dbcnsi Anerican postwar 
rtoonitructionaid to the North Vietnam<ie...the Anerican peaceddefationdecllaed toconflnn the 
opening of the talto on President NfaonS plan tor the postwar finandng of North. Vieinanh 
reconstructiotL.Nixon answered Coogiessional critics by s^lng aid money would come out of 
Defense and Afemy for Intemitioaal Devefopment fonds iniiead of the domestic bodget The 
president uid givini money to help North t^etnanfrebnild its bombed country would ooniribnte to 
tasUng peace and subUiiy in the area.'” 


In fact, U.S. reparations to North Vietnam were being discussed in Paris, France firom April 
through June of 1973. The negotiations were eatiensive and detailed. AlistofspedScitemswas 
drawn up for the first year of U.S. aid. Among some of the items on the hsti 

700JiOOaqnathmeunorprefohfioatedhOHiiii|andwiiehoHSCi;20(Vn)BettieiOM 
supplks;50J)d0cuhfcmeten<>f timber, SOmlllloniretereofciotfoljDOOaetiteioMofRiyoefibcii; 
t«tween24S0 and 2,900 tractors, bnOdoiBis and eatavaton; three iq»ir plants fviheequipineat; 

20JX)0 inetrlc tons of steel tabes; 25^ tag boats; 3 floatiag pom and 3 cnaea, one fioatiai; 600 

” Uolted Press foterutional dhpaub, WisbJagioo, D.C., Febroaty 23. 1973. 

” United Press taternatfonal dis^tch, Piib, Ftaaoe, Mircfe 7, 1973. 
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metiictonsofbiTges; 570trucb; lOdieeel locomotives; betweea2S0.500freightcits; 10, OOOmeulc 
tool of nil; 106*25 ton pile banunen; ISJXX) metric tons of tyntbelic rubber, lOJXX) metric tons of 
ciutttcioda:10,000metticioniofste^SJ)00nietrlctoniofsteelalloy;2,500metrictonsofoopper, 

3,000 metric tons of high tension copper oAle; 50J)00 meuic tons of coal; 1 million meters of tire 
cord; iimong other ipedfic aid negotiated. 

The negotiators had even drawn up a larger list of aid items to be given to North Vietnam as 
reparations by the United States from 1973 thru to 1978. 

Political problems, however, were working against the Admirtiitrations plans to aid North 
Vietnam. Onenewsrepon threeweeb after the UnhedStates and North Vietnam announced the 
creation of the Jofart Econnmfc OommiMifln iliuitrates the problems the senior Administration 
offici^ were encountering on Capitol Hill, 

Secretary of State WDliam P. Rogers Wednesday tefeied to rule out noonstnctlon aid to 
Norfo Vfotum ty pieddeatborderif Oragiemfidb toappiopiisu Uwftadt.Jfogeii ihreet^ 
called for reauaiat by meiaben of Ooninre in maldai advene eommeats oa ibn lid iinie, at ifOB 
wuii Ametlcah mope lie ont of Vietttio andaffiSmericonprlfotimarenbared [emphaib 

One Other riewi report Stated; 

SectetaiyofSuteWlIIiimP.RogeiisifolhesdiytbeNlxonadainiitiitioawOlseekpiior 
authority bom Gongieis tor say eooiKnlcaiiiitanoe piofiam to YintnanUn a Monday session 
before the SenateForeipRetatiottsQnnmliteeRogenaiked tbit the oratiDvtny over aid be kept 
(oainlnbunforiiMDenn»niborio.Sndtaieoeisfodrtmrewoufo<iiImvifore<iair(if/4fflfricm 
pri/oiun 10 bt ecmpkud and would also provide time tor the admlnlsuntion to formulate its 
propotib... While the Nonb Viemamese did not list a number of pilsonen they wanted freed, TV 
Kak 7bn0 rqwried fan Siigcm today that Aaerlcu sources let the demand at SJXiafemphails 
added]” 

In foct, only 591 US. POWi were repatriated by the North Vietnamese during Operation 
HOMECOMINO, which is 12% ofthe figure of 5,000 US. POWs held by the North Vietnamese 
reported by The Atov yort 7Irn«. 

The number of prisoiien idiich The New York Tma reported that the United Stata 
government demanded from the North >^etmmese>S,000>COTelates with the statement of a 
fornrerenipIoyeeoftheUnitedStitagoveimnenL 11bfrinnerNttionalSeniii9Agen^(NSA) 
employee said in a iwon affidavit that the North \^etnamese repatriated onfy 15% of the US. 
servioeinenthey held fat captivi^. In other woids,aoconiin| to this source, the North Vietnamese 
kept 85% of the American POWs iri» were lUve after March 28, 1973. 


” AiMdited Press ditpatcb, WashiBgioa.D.C, RsbrnmyX}, 1973. 
"AsKdated Prere ditiMim, WaihlBlioo, nc, March 1, 1973. 
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MSOmZACHINESEANDAVIETNAMESEGREETEDTHE 

PILOTS..: 

Some evidence suggests that a numter of nomepatitated Americans may have been turned 
over to Soviet control, and subsequently transported to the Soviet Union. A former US. military 
serviceman, assigned to the NSA proved the Minority Staff iwom afBdavHs that during the 
Vietnam war he "tracked” a certain number of US. servicemen from their point of capture to their 
release to the Soviets for debriefings by the both North Vietnamese and Qpmuniit Laotians 
officials. This has not been corroborate^ but information provided to the Minority Staff indicates 
thatArriericanPOWsmay have beensent to the Soviet Uniohfor interrogation andsubsequentuse 
of their special skills. 

Indeed, a declassified OA report gives graphic details of a dehriefing incident in VinhPhu 
Province involving a group of US. pilots captured in Vietnam. Soviet personnel were present at 
the debriefing. At the conclusion of the debriefing, foe US. POWswere turned over to a new set 
of guards who evidently wore distinct uniforms, tuggestiog a different kind of custody. 

Areview of declassifieddocumentsasseru that foe phosphate plant described was asite for 
transfer of US. POWs to Soviet custody. Declassified podons of the QA document available to 
the hfinority Staff are as follows. 


Report NaCMllAMO?.?! 
DsieEk-lO June 1971 " 

COimuyzNwth Vietoiffl 


SDbjectAelinlBuyddnklliicstteiinc^ U& Filoti la Vinh Pho Province 
ud imsenoe of Soviet OomiDunisi iBd CUaeN Peiiaanel at the she 

1. Apre!iailnaiydeMefln||X)fetl)rU.S.pitottibotdowBoverVlnhPha?ravlnoANoiiIi 
Vietaam/N\W,v«iiocitedatiheUaiTlttodiitrict,VlnhPhnPtoviace1NroUAplkmiRietita 
totbeMifefln||K>iBiODOoeoocHh)BiBl96S;ei|btial96a;aadvdao«maiuBberial9S7. The 
priaonen wen eaooned to> the she by penoaael of the Amed PobUc Seentit)r Foroei f APSP/, and 
studeaalfomaiietttiyaclioolieivedatpetinieteri^^ EachtfaaeptitOBnvmbroBihttoihe 
site they rode iau open oar of Chiaeae origin nseabliai an AraetiGaBje^ SoBW Oftheesooit 
fuaids rode fe a lead ov and oihen rode fe tiro carl fsltoi^ the pcisooeit. Upon their arrival at 
theplaai,tbe|aardtliaedip,fotaria|aootiidorthRW|hiihiehihe|rik»a8tatedihebtrildi^ At 
thhpofetaSo^aChIi>aae,andaVktaaaea ep eetedthepnottaBdledthemiatoihe>Bildia|.The 
pOooniaallyrstaaiiMdhiihabidldiaifKMvetalhim Wbeaiheyeaiei|Sdiheyhadchaa|edIlroa 
aaiteaKiaiodviUandothiai. fdeletBd]stU(dekiad]hadioldhtaihefonipmiim 
CoiamaalttChiBate. Soviet penoaaelhadbeeattttiooedat the plantsfecelisconet r ocrioalal90, 
bntinlSSSthennaberttfSovletiiiaBndiioedioihroeorlBv.aadhniaaiiedatthatlBvetatofJBBe 
1967. AbontfoOpauHUtaChiataepeMMdaniv«datibaptatial966aBdthen«enatiBabo« 
20lhenaaorj<ael967aBferM[delaied]lBew,the8(MBtBadOouBnfoCldactape«aBidfot 
ahmiwelL 
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alongwell. ’ 

' 1 After ihaldng hands with the Soviet and Chinese, the priioaen were led to a dUterem 
vehicle from theone which brought them to ihesite. They were escorted from the plant by a different 
set of guards who wore yellow and white uhlformi and were armed with rifles end pistols, peleted] 
did not know the destination of the prisoners. 

Ina previous chapter, U.S. government intelligence cables, anddiplomatic andotherofficial 
memorandum, and correspondence showed that US. prisoners were seen being transferred to 

Communist China and the Soviet Union during foe Korean War. The Korean War precedents give 

verisimilitude to the assertions received by foe Minority Staff, that US. POWs were sent and kept 
in the Soviet Union; although the available evidence is not yet conclusive. 

7W50JVERS i?E7l/RAEDi4^^ 

promise: 

United States government officials have been told Ity North Vietnamese officials that foe 
North Vietnamese government was itiD bolding US POWs well after foe conctusian of OPERATION 
HOMECOMING. U CoL Stuart A Harrington, who worked on foe POW/MIA issue as a mllitaiy 
intelligence and liaison officer with the North Vietnamese and Peoples Republic of China from 
1973 to 1975, stated that North Vietnamese officials told him US. POWs would be returned when 
foe reparations that Kissinger promised to the North Vietnamese were paid. In his book, Peace 



U.S. ottualilet under North \fleuumeie control would be accounted forandpritonm returned after 
frilfiUment of the promise, [emphttb added]" 

The North Vicmarncie-apparently-^verc waiting for foe reparations that Kissinger had 

promised them, before foe vast majority of American POWsreported by TheAtewybnkTIrnm were 

to be repatriated. Doubtless the North Vietnamese and Pafoet Lao held foe prisoners back as 
human collateral It should be noted that foe 5,000 POW figure dted by Timer is slightly less than 
twice that of foe United States official POW and MIA totals. However, it is possible that foe 5,000 
figure reflected foe total number of individuali believed to be held by Communist forces in 
Southeast Asia at that time. This total would have included foe total number of covert or "Black 
Cowboy” POWs and MIAs who were not factored into foe official United States government MIA 
and POW cuualty figures for the entire Second bdochina war throughout Southeast Asia. 


The North Vietnamese knew weD enough that foe internal political dynamia of foe peace 

movementin foe United States had forced foe United Stata to foe bargaining table inaweakened 

condition. Through this same political network, they clearty saw that it was unlikely foe U.S. 
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Congress would vote for billions in risparations. 

ThepoliticalresistancetoaidtoNor!hVietnaiDgrew,foranioDgotherreasoDS, because of 
numerous news reports that demiled North Vietnamese torture of repatriated U.S. POWs; 

Reporo&Dmretunilngpii»iienof«(vorionareaialmhtnttmeatbyHiimi(wfakh]hive 
idrred newatucb in CoB|Kit a|iiiitt U^. aid (dr North Vleaua^Seaite Democratic leader MDce 
Minsfleld:orMonttiu laid the torture stories have not chiDfed hit own position that aid to Hanoi 
would help ertsure the peape But, he added, he ddei not know what effect the stories will have on 
|ettio|aidthrou|hOon|tess. 'Evcabetorethhitk)okeddlfflcoii,'sutedRep.Joelt.BtoyhiU,(R^ 

VA), who Mid the stories convince me that not a cent of American aid mon^ should be spent on 
rehabllltatini a countiy that Is apparently nm by savafes.** 

On April 6, 1973, the United States Senate voted 


to bar any aid to North Vietnam tialeas Oonpess spedllcally apptovei* 

The 88-3 roll call vote in the Senate, combined with the general political sentiment in 
Cbngressiindiateddiere was very little chance that Oongreswu going to vote for the Adnoinistrahcu 
request for aid to North Vietnam. 

The final death-knell for the payment of reparhfions to North Vietnam occurred a week 
latefwhen _ _ ' — ~ 


Armed Sendees ChairmanF. Edward Hebert-jcivednotloe he will Inttodoceaproposal to prohibit 
any Ui. aid forHanoL Ihe Louisiana Deroociat also said Justlfiation for President Nixonb request 
for $L3 bDUon aid to Southeast Asia so brii either nebulous or nonexisteaL” 


It was the very next day after Chairman Herbert announced his intention to introduce a 
proposal to prohibit aid for Hanoi, that the United States made its definitive statement that there 
were no more Americans alive in Southeast Asia and that "rumors" did the fomilies a disservice.* 

Several weeb later, in June, 1973, the American Embassy, Saigon, sent a cable to the 
Secretary of State, in Washington, D.C which documentt one of foe attempts to cover up evidenoe 
that foe U.S. Government abandoned U.S. POWs in Southeast Asia: 


Subject PWRBPORTBYNVADEFBCrOR 
REF; STATE 112133 


l.NVARa0iet/DefeeK>rN|aynTliah8oiiwassafMaby OVNtopiesiJiaeSin Sai|oiL bbOow 
ouiawvtosrwhh AP,UPIaBdNBCAiMrieuoomap(admus,quesiioosdicited bforaaniiMthtt 


* Amoebted PtUB di^atGit Washtafiao, DjC; Apifl 3, 1973. 
«AaodaiedPieisdiipMtbWaihlB|iOB.D.C,April7,1973. 

* Associated hm diipiicli, WssUBfloo, D.C, April 13, 1973. 

* Uahed Plea Interutioiiil dispetch, WasUniuo, D.C, April 14, 1973. 
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hehadiecnsixprlsonerswhomhebeUevedwereAmericauwhohidnotyetbeenreleased. American 
officer present at interview requated newt tervloa to play down details: AP mention wu consisunt 
withembirgorequest,whileUP]ittdNBCiflerulkwithEnibitsyprestbffloeromitteditementirety 
from their storla. : 

2. DeuUs on nllier!i account being reported SEPTEL through mlllury channeb by BRIGHT 
LIGHT mesMge today, white HOUSE 

This cable appears to be an active step on the part of the U.S government to insure there 
would be no media reports of American servicemen still being held captive in Southeast Asia, since 
such reports would have conflicted with the United States govemment's polity statement that there 
were no U.S. POWs left in Southeast Asia, because "they are all dead," 

InaSeptember,1978hearingbeforefoeU.S.HouteofkepresentatiyesSpecialCommittee 
onSoutheast Asia, Congressman Benjamin Gilman (R-NY) askedformerUnderSecretaiy ofState 
Philip Habib about the existence of any 

agreemenu we are oot aware of secret memoraadum that tUt committee b not aware of? 

Mr. Habib responded to Congressman Gilman's question in this fashion: 

There it DO agreement or secret memoraadum whldi tbit Committee is not aware of in ihb respect 
There were, u the Committee b awire, tome letters and cKfainges. t^th mpect to those letten, I 
think the committee hu been informed of the content of those letters and eBtunges. 

Mr. Frank McQoskey (D-IN) then sfoted; 

With aU due letpeci, Mr. Seoetary, thb committee asked the Secretiiy ofSute and you the tune 
quetUon before we went to Hanoi lut December. Yon did not advise a of that secret [Kbsiager 
haad^arried] letter and we dboovered Its crittenceoniy whenwe got to HanoLWe didn't haveany 
idea the letter cabled. Weuked you In November If there were any tedet agreemenu thitwe should 
knowabout before we went to Hanoi and we were not advbed by you or the Seoetary ofSute of the 
letten eabtence or of the S3 billion figure which we later aaoenalaed. 

Mr. Habib, in response to Mr. McQoskey's question, stated: 

That (the letter] b not an agreemenL It never developed into an igreemeaL I didnt know of the 
cabtena of the ietter^dther. 

Given foe intensity of foe negotiations which both foe United States and the North 
Vietnamese undertook fiscally at foe time to implement foe contents of the secret letter, 
including the creation of foe Joint Economic Commission and extensive negotiations, it is hard to 
accept Mr. Habib's assertion that foe letter did not constitute-at least at for as Kiuinger 
represented to foe North Vietnamete-a secret executive agreement 
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T H E S E C 0 ND I N D b C H I H A W A R 
The Home Commitice's final report Stated: 

After tee wir, when tee piovlitbiu itor faioiiBiu (cteuntinifidtod te befoliowed, i]te SutepeptroDent uM 
oteer meaoi to achieve teat ead. It tried |owiiiffleDt*to<fovenuneat appeals, deoands, and protests. It 
etiIftiedtheBstiiiaA(»ofintenutloiiaIhimianiiariaoortUitttion^Mn|btteeaMaiteiup^orthird-p^ 
nations and the pressure of world opinlon^Sbort Of teonniaeaclni the war then wen few remalnini 
altematlyes bn tee diplomatic level Norte Vietnam wis already under a total emi>ar|o, and when South 
Vietnam, Laos, and Ounhodla feli to Communist foroes in 1975, South Vietnam and Cambodia wen soon 
included in the embai|o. 

Perhai» if Congreu and the Ameiicu public had known of the enstenceof the secret letter, 
perhapsifCongreu had been given a fuO accounting of the information on MIAs poises^ by the 
U,S. government, instead of a coveMip, then a concrete plan for implementing the provisions for 
gaining accounting of captives as dmcribed in the Paris Peace Accords, might have been 
implemented. But there was noway that Congreii, with honnr,cr>uMheh leelfni«fl«H ntn arwp tlng 
the payment of reparations wifo its tach im pneatimi of surrender to a rathleas Communist regime. 
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The origbil plin of the Minority Stiff wm to reviety the tJ!s. gmwrmrwtit't hitiiWng ■mi 
eviluation of Tive^ightiag reporti.* Theie leporti ire fint'hud oimtivet by witseues who 
belicwthatthqrhireieenAinericinmflhirepewMiidaMvBinwtaiiiWatimMta fairthMttA tfa 
TheypravklettiitilfataggUsipiatf 

alghtmireitlXlD. Forennipk,A|iwkiarow/MIAiftomtheK^ f § 

•een iliw u hre tt 1982 in the ceiwmd dA document (obtained under 1 FOIA req^ 

1988 which ii reiaT)duoed on the oppoaite page, lliere iii» reaion to beHere that thb ii the tart 
repon on U5. POWAOAi held in North Korea. 


For Vietnam, the U.S. Qdvernment hai at leatt 1,400 tueh reporti, fac htftip g rffnrn 

tove been received up untfl the pubHcatfcm of thiire^ In addition, the UA 

(toverimicnthaa received thouiaudi and thouMiKb of iocond.IaiuIieportMwcou^^ 
vivid detail, lucb II Iny biwher told me he law 11 Ainerfcan POWi Ireing tranipoTied in a truck 
atiuehindiucfaaplaoe.'' 

Vet, a wi a ilii^ ) the U.S. Oowerament hai not judged a ifai^ nne nf thmn thm^iwfa 
to be endiUe. Iwtead, the polky enuaditod by an oflk^ 
Oovein^tial»73wiitlat'Tlierearenomorepriwie»inSouth^ llieyare all dead.” 

Thatpolky-intlwfueQfeaeniivejevidenoetfaatd^ 

^W«*fflnHwinallofIndodrina. Ioipiteofl,4()0uareioh«drepartiof8iit-hindliv^ 
ij!^tfa^ftepq)artmentofI>e«Bnie,remiil^ How 

doei it dinniii tbeae rqxini? 



,*“™?**J*®*^‘rfthertwiatea^ 

ttv^totifand^prediipoiitioplylXlDeviiu^ 

bttk inteiett to what nonnil aeucheii Would oooiider as good leadi. Many cates, of 

coune, were quite piop^ diipoieddt 

often DOD evaluaton leemed more Intent iqwt uplmidii* the val^ 

credible evidenoer poliey. 


.u- iJ? i“*?**!? 

y light ( rf^obvkwcontiidictkaiai the actual return of tlmnnft^^ 

Garwood in 1979. 


t t 
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Ganvood was a battle casualty taken into custody by the North Vietnamese under fire. 
However, his court martial as a collaborator and deserter solved two problems for DOD: By 
bringing up the charges DOD sought'to redefine his case as a voluntary expatriate and therefore 
not technically a prisoner~and it enabled DOD evaluators to dismiss fully 64% of the live-sighting 
reports as sightings of Garwood. $ince Garwood reported that he had been moved from prison to 
prison, the faulty logic of DOD seemed to demand that any report from the prisons he cited must 
have been a sighting of Garwood. The policy that there was "no credible evidence" of living 
prisoners made it necessary to assume that other U5. prisoners in those prisons could not and did 
not exist.; 

GarwoodwasconvictedofonecountofsimpleisiaultonafcUowPOW.onecountofaiding 

the enenay by acting as a translator, interpreter, and interrogator, one count of wearing black 
pajamas^the enemy untfoi m-and one count of traiporting an AK47 (unloaded) during a patrol. 
Whetherthcse conyicdoni added up to meaningful collaboration with the enemy or not, it was 
never proven that hevws a vohintaiy deserter. Nevertheless the living proof that the "no credible 

evidence" poU^ vms not correct, thoroughly discredited the polity. 

Qmrenie«aitteGaiwoodcasewMfaDOD,theembarTassmentstiUrenaam^ 
was alive. Therehadbecn alive-slghtingreport onhim in 1973 after DOD had publicly Issued the 
"they are all dead" policy. Indeed, documents and witnesses available to the Minority Staff show that 

CIA and DIAkncw of Garwood's location, as well as other totalled U5. deserters in Vietnamese 

custody, after 1973. 

And these reports ofGaiwood,obvioushf, proved to be correct Since Garwood was alive 

in Indochina froa-1973 to 1979, DOD policy was salvaged to some degree by his court martial. As 
a "collaborator* he may have been in North Vietnameie custody in 1973, but he no longer fit the- 
definltlon of "prisoner." Nevertheless, Garwood, upon hit return, reported teeing another 
presumed deserter, Earl C Weatherman, alive in 1977. He stated also that a third presumed 
deserter, McKinley Nolan, was also alive after 1973. It may be assumed that Garwood was not 
reporting a live-sitting of Garwood in these cases. 

Indeed, a list hat circulated among POW/MIA lamllici purporting to show that 20 US. 
personnel listed as deserten;, or AWOL, were left in North Vlctnamose cusWly after OPERATION 
HOMECOMING, the 1973 prisoner eichinge. Four others are Uited at diuppearing under 

unexplained or unusual drcurnitances. TTmMinorityStafftakesnopositiononthevalidityofthit 

list, but it does note that almost aO (ff the individuals dted appear on a DIA alphabetic list entitled 

"US.CasualtiesinSouthEaitAsia,"dated2;26i/80,butareconiplcuouslyabsentfromaiinuIarDIA 

list dated 8/22/84. 

Garwood stated publicly upon hit return at well at to Committee investigators wdien 

questioned thathe had seenatleast thirty US.POWtoffloadingfromabax car in Vietnam in the 

late 19701. In the light of vriiat appears to be a compelling need on the part of DOD to uphold the 

*nocredibteevidence"policy,tte Minority Staff beUevMthateverylive^tingihouldbepuriued 
vigorously whhomprejudgmentEvenifoimPOWwIuwiidetainedinSouthEutAiiiisri^ 
then no resources of the US, Oovermrent ibquM be ipaied to locate him and effect his return to 

the United States if he So desires. 


u 
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lo recent days, the Govemment of North Vietnam has announced that it is willing to open 
its territory torelatives to seaixdi for any roW/MIAsor their remains. While tbatis an encouraging 
development, DODshould reciprocate with asimilar gesture. DOD should openitsterritoiytoo. 
The files of live>si^ting reports and second-hand reports should be made available to families of 
the POW/MIAi and to any qualified investigator, particularty to Senators, Members of Congreu, 
and their staffs. 

Such6pennesshasnot,uptothistime,characterh9edtheoperationsofDOD^SpecialOffiee 
of Ppw/MIA AfEaiis. On February U, the Director of that of^ CoL Mfllard A. Peck wrote a 
letter of resignation to his superior decrying the mind-set of cover-up and the polides of the U.S. 
POW/MIA interagency group, which have prevented a vigorous search for PO W/MIAs who might 
still be living. 

Observers described Colonel Peck as a man who had accepted the petition with high 
motivesandasenseof deep dedication, Yet hislettershowsthathefeltthatbecouldnolongerfulfill 
the demands of duty, honor, and intqpfof under the policies wfaidi he was asked to implement 

Nevertheless, he did notrush to seek imbUcityforhiinself; CblonelPeck^ resignation first 
became known and wu discutsed publicly at a meeting of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations in early April, but bis memorandum of resignmion, written February 12, 1991 did not 
become public until May, 199L 

The verbatiin text of the colonel^ letter appean at the end of this report It is in itself a 
sufficient oommentaiy on the findings of this report 

ColonelPeckconfirtni that a *oover-up"hube)iniit progress. Hespeab ofa^’ybdserto 
debunk*--that is, to discredit witnesses rather than tdiscertiin the truth of fo^ He 

says that there was no effort to pursue 'live tightfogs.* Ifo states that "any soldier left in Vietnam, 
even inadvertently, was, in fact, abandoned yean ago." He also criticizes the U5. government's 
treatment of the fimilies and fiiends of the POW/MIAs. 

These statements should be evaluated in the li^t of Colonel Peck's long career of faithful 
service in the U5. Army, including three combat tours in Vietnam, for which he was awarded 
numerous medals of gaOantty, including the nationis second-higbest award, the Distinguished 
Service Ooss. Hiese are serious charges put forth by a man who knows their seriousness. 

Moreover, he is otw of the few who have intfoute lDaowiBdge of the way the U3. Oovertmient^ 
POW/MIA policy operates. 

Fnudly, the Minority Staff txnet that Cbkmel Peek^ oondusiotH are rema^ly sitnilar to 
tbeconchisions which were contained in tlwMinorityStafhlnteiim Reports 
S(wtheastAtiapablitliedinOinober,m ItestaffariivedattheieoonclusiotaiDdepeDdentl^^ 
havingworkedfornearfyayearbeforeCokmelPeckwiiappointadfotbePOWm Our 
only acquaitttanoe with him was during the few days in which Us snperion alknved only Senatm 
OrassleyarU staff to review HvMighting reports under Beeaue of the atmosphere 

of ternioo suritmrxiing these issues in the EncutKe Btandii our obeervatkms were lirDited to the 
fMtthatCfolonelPeckwisaqwyeteatprofeaioBalactiryiccor%tohisinstru^ Wenow 
know in addition that he is a person of sound judgtnent and intagrity. 

— — ar ' 
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LIVE SIGHTING REPORTS 


The Department of Defense (DpD) has been gathering reports on live sightings of 
American prisoners since the United States becarne involved in the war in Southeast Asia. Live- 
sighting reports are defined as first-hand eye-witness accounts of a person or persons whom the 
witness believes to be an American POW or American PO Ws seen in captivity in Southeast Asia. 

The DOD states that it has received in excess of 1,400 fint-hand live-sighting reports since 
the end of the Second Indochina War (1955-1975). With the erception of a very small percentage 
oflive-sighting reports tbatremain'^in^lved,"IX)Dhas concluded thatthe vast majority of live- 
tightingrepomdonotpertain many AmericanPOWsstillinSoutheast Asia. Given DUD'S record 
ofdisprovingthesehundredsoflive-sightingreportt,thereislittlereasontoassumethattbefewlive 
sight^ reports that are still 'Wesolved'^ will ever be determined by DOD to be valid eye-witness 
accounts of American POWs. 

In the opinion of stafi^ rnarqr of the "resolved" live-sitting reports should be re-examined. 
There arenumerotts instances in wUch the Defense Intdligence Agency piA)attempts toezplain 
away the validity of a report with a flawed or, at least, questionable an^is. Among the common 
oqrlanations used by DIA to resolve live-sighting rep^ are the following: that a particular report 
in question is: 


1 


€ 

I 

I 


1) ambrication; 

2) a sighting of Soviet, Cuban, or other East bloc advisors; 

3) a sighting of volunteen firom Western countries working in Southeast Asia; 

4) a pre-1979 sighting of Robert Garwood, the American POW who returned in 1979 and 
was, later, convicted of coUaborating with the enemy; 

5 ) atightingof American civiliansdetainedforvariottsviolationsof the Metnamesecriminal 

code; 

6) a tighting debunlud or discredited-in other words, disregarded-because the source's 
statement was found to be inconsistent with information DOD considered tobe factual; or, 

7) an out-of-date sighting of POWs who were repatriated during OPERATION 
HOMECOMING (1973). 

^ 6 -I 
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Many tjines such rationales are valid for parti(njiu reports; however, the same explanatiolu 
are also used in a rigid, bureaucratic manner in order to resolve reports and close the files. Staff 
reviewed hundreds of classified and declassified live-sighting reports. In the opinion of staff, many 
live-sightingreports were closed prematurely and disregarded ^enminimBladditionBl:£ort may 
have resolved the veracity of live-sighting reports. 

In some instances, the analysis and conclusion that these sightings do not refer to American 
prisoners cannot be supported by the contentt of the respective files. The findings, in these cases, 
were premature or, worse, could not be supported the facts of the case. Moreover, DlA's analytit 
ina general sense reflects an approach by DOD that appears to be geared toward disproving each 
live-tighting report, rather than each report receiving, at proscribed official DOD policy, the 
"neceuaiy priority and resources based on the assumption that at least tome Amerirans ut still 
held captive,'^ 

Thus, DOD has been able to construct a rationale to discredit "officially" nearly each and 
every live-sitting report Staff found instances where DOD merely esccluded from itt anatysis 
certain details of a valid sighting, such at a sourte's statement about the number of POWt sighted, 
their physical condition, a desdption of the camp or cave they were h^ in, whether tb^ were 
shackle^ or, whether they were gesturing for food. By the eatdusion of sudi corroboratisg details, 
the report could - under the convoluted DOD bureaucratic process - be labeled a fabrication. 
Furthermore, tbeexclusionofthesedetaiit would not be knowntoanyone.readingjustthetuminaiy 
of theltye-sightingrepoit^orevenbyreadingDODthnaiysitbftherepoit On]ybyreadingthe"raw 
intelligence*can one learn suchdetaHs:' — ~ 

DlA's greatest effort at corroborating a source's report is directed at the source's information 
about themselves, the source's description of the location of the live-sighting, and the source's 
explanation of how and when the sighting occurred. Great effort is not expended, however, to 
corroborate whether American POWs were in fact being held prisoner, or were working at or being 
transported through a particular location. 

AnyslightindicatorsofvriiatDODfeltwasaninconsittentyinthesource'tdescTiptionoftbe 
time, location, or circumstances of the sighting was used by DIA to erode, and therefore disprove 
the credibility of the source and/or the source's infonnatfon. This lack of credibility of the source 
becomes thebasisbyudiichthesource'slive^ightmgreportisdisregarded It should also be noted 
that the debunking of such reports was not confined Just to allegatfons of inoonsistendes fat the 
source's informadon; some live sighting accounts were dismissed for what, in the opinion of staffi 
seems to be dysfoncdonal anatydcal reasoning. 



i 


OnceananatysttRakesacooclusion,itteemstobecutinstone.lnolherwords,tbeDlAis 
reluctant to changeftscondusioas concerning some individuals even when reliable evidence to the ft, ^ 

contrary it presented for review. Although it is obvious that the reliability of sources varies, h ' v 

appears that DIA starts with the prendte that every source it tyfog, and then woib toward ' | 


'SeeDcpmmemofDefeflK TOW/MlAPSaBook,' I99a 
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substantiating that premise. A more positive procedure would be to make every possible effort to 
substantiate the information before setting it aside. 

One example of DlA's debunking mentality is ilhittrated by the cate of U.S. Navy pilot 
UDR JamesEDooley.* Dooleywaathotdown,October22,1967,cdnductingabombingtunnear 
Hanoi ftying an A-4E aircraft. He crashed just south of Do Son, Haiphong Province, Democratic 
Republicof Vietnam (North Vietnam). FeUowpflotssawDooley'sBiictaftafteritrahit.watching 
it go down gradually until it hit about one mile ofibhore in the vidnity of Do Son, They did not see 
him eject from the aircraft. Untited observation by fellow pQots, weather, and the swiftness of the 
inddent may have led to tome confusion over whether or riot Dool^ survived the crash of his 
aircraft.' ■ 

Dooley is offidalty listed at KIA-BNR; Dooley was not returned or accounted for during 
OPERATION HOMECXlMINOin 1973. In 1987, a North Vietnamese refugee was interviewed 
by UB. tnte l li geciM personnel at a reftigee camp. The refugee described the shootdown of an 
American jet aircraft he witnessed in 1968 whte in the area of Dp Son, Haiphong Province. 

According to the source, be taw the pilot bail out with a tri^olQted parachute arid try to swim out 
to tea to escape captme. ThepflotfiredapittoVwltifoswimmingouttoiea,athitpurBuersbefore 
beingcaptuted.'TherefugeeBaid,thecapt^pilotwatttrippedofhitone-piecefl^^ 
in the sidecar of a motorgcle, driven across Do Son airfield 1^ taken away by North Vietnarnese 

officials to a waiting Chiiiese autornobile. 

AneartyDODevaluationofthefisherman'sinformationooncludedtbefithetmanprobably 
wimesserFtiie shootdown of a Navy pilot named J. M. Hkkers^ vdio was shot down two xDontbt 

after Dooley in the same general area of Doole/t shootdown, Hickerson was captured, and 
repatriated from North Vietnam in 1973.* 

Hovvever,afterOPERATIONHOMEOOMlNO,inforittationthatDoo]eyvvualiv«began 
to surface. In 1^, a U3. POW who had been repatriated said be saw Dooleyi name written on 

the wafl of aprison cell in HanoL Two Thai special forces tokUers released from North ^^etnamese 

custody in 1973 identified Dooleyb photograph as a fellow inmate. Finalty, a Communist 

propaganda photograph of captured U,S. pilots fo Hanoi, dated after Dooley was shot down, shows 

a partial profile of a person that strongly resembles Doolqr. 

bAprfll989,formerPOWHickeison,inawrittenstatenM^ described the detafisof Us 
parachute landing and capture. Hickerson was distnrbed that the fisherman^ eyewitness account 
of the shoot down of an Ainerican Navy pilot was wrongly attributed to Us shoot down. InUs 

statement, Hickerson pdnted out that be tamded on the inside (ff the p enin s n ia at Do Son, and 

therefore, be couU neft have been iwiffliniDg out to sea when be wu captured, u the fisherman 
described. Fnrthcrniore,Hlckersoowrote,hedidnotflkeUiplstolbefi)fecapture,asthefisherinan 

»aSrDoeiiJwSiiSotto« hewis pioi^ 
bstee the UJ. Navy decisnd Urn deal 

*MMaf^'ltauJGRQBiit«sPL,Hllb:(X)liNAVIIIllBUOOMdB»/tiM|rDV 

whkhnlBraBO«aieulkrCIMs,'RoKJCR(;Bn|hnl;ThaIlaM,dtte/tiMpinplSl^ 
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described. Hlckerson8tatedthathisparachutewaiallwhlte,nottri-colqredaithe&hennaD«taW^ 
Hickenon further sUted that when he was shot down he wwe a Marine utility unlfon^ 

of pants and shirt, not a one piece flight suit as the fisherman described. Finally, Wckerson was 
taltrn t" back of a bicycle, not iii a caru the fisherman described. 

Despite these sharply contrasting diffoieiices between the actual events of Hieketion'k 
capture, and the fisherman's description of the sboot*down he witnessed, DOD refilled lb change 
it* nridnnt eondurion tlmtthe caotive witnessedbv tito fiihMinan wuH^^ Ihe fiihanm 


may indeed have witnessed a capture, but the dt^ption of events more doiely resembles tin 
ca pture of Dooley, not Hickerson. In other words, a s i g nif ica nt (luettion remains; wisHkkenon^ 
shootKlown correlated to the fisherman's llve^lghting leporMeipIte the significint futual 

discrepancies betvreenthetwocvents-bnlybccauseincketionwurepatriated,indthereft« 
fishennan's iiveiighting could be 'MvetH 

Ina message dated April 10, 1987, the Joint Casualty Resolution Center at Barfaen Point 
sent an evaluation of the Dooley file to the National Security Council (OoL Childreit), noting 

Dooley was listed in a ''presump^ status of dead, bod|y not recovered.'* The mosage says that 

Dooley^ case was presented to North Vietnimese r^dals in August 1984 as a case under 
considerationduringaPOW/MIAtechnicalnieeti^ ^twu the status of the JCRC 


beUeved to have been a row in Hanoi's custody and not accounted for? 

As with a number of cases in JCRCifilet, then are oont^ It is not Irnown howmaiv 
hi ^esusfiy incident inlhrmation there are in DODfllei. IheDoolqf 

case is but one eiin^ of ipiettkiiabfolrialyiis of livMiJliting infioiiDatiQn by DOD of mnccoonleit 
fbr airmen and soldiers from the Second In d o diin a War. 

mELUGENCECOLLECnON 

Beyond the problem of flawed, or (piestionabte irnd^ an nure fmdairie^ 

Staff has identified nunieiDns weaknesses in the nwdudofogy and procedures for ooUeet^ 
analyzing information bom refugees. These vrealmesses nuqr be fomd in the procednies for 
solkiting the inforinBtiao,foIk}VHipinteivieNS,mobilisato 

capabihties, the irnproper methodology for idartificatkm of sources; and the fititon far niany cases 
to obtain native language staternents from sources during irtitial contact 

The primary nsponsiUiity for collecting this information originally rested with the JCRQ 
a JointCbiebof StafforgBniationwithinDOD.Piesently,thatmsponribflityieim withDIA. After 
tin fidl of the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam) government in 1975, JCRC offices wen 
stationed vidthin Thailand to cany om tU n^ 


<CSUe,TlroacJCIu:BMPt,Kl Tb: (X»INAVkflLPBR80N,tlMMMep^ 
>1teN«vytaMdaDDnmU0Q;UMP3.toia|la|DoDiiya«swtRmaWa|tt 
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In Thailand, the procedure for collecting POW information was as follows; JCRC officials, 
depending on the availability of resources, traveled to various refugee centen to collect information 
on purport^ live-sightings of U5. PpWs within Uos, Vietnam and Cambodia. At each refugee 
camp, JCRC racers would make announcements in the camps requesting that any refugees who 
have Imowledge of American POWs should report, at a certain time, to a certain location, for 

debriefing. On occasion, volunteer workers at refugee camps, when initially processing the arriving 
refugees, would also elicit such information, and report it to JCRC. 

The problem with this procedure is that it depends too much upon the initiative of 
frightened, confused refugees, who have been traumatized by their ezpericnce of fleeing their 
country, and are deeply auspicious of ai^ governmental autiu^, even one that it trying to help ^ 
them. The practice of malting a general announcement-often referred to contemptuouify ty' 
government officials as the "cattle call," with the subsequent interviews as the 'Tound-up"~could 
easily be seen at a threat or danger tigr^ to anyone who had contact with American POWs; 
contrariwise, it might suggest to a refugee with a manipulative mind that providing Information, 
even if felse, might be a way to get ahead in the refu{^ resettlement ^m. In the first case, 
opportunities to get valid reports are lost through fear; in the second, false reports are encouraged. 

A more effective method is the so-called "canvassing method." Each refugee is asked 
questions about possible POW sightings as part of their initia] refugee processing, thereby making 
it unnecessary for a propective informant to stand out publicly, and lowering the threshold of 
resistance to discussing the topic. However, the canvassing method requires that JCRC personnel 
be stationed within easy reach of the refugee camps, a pr^ce which was not followed. 

Another feihire in collecting information from refugees involves follow-ups to initial 
interviews. FoDow-up procedures require JCRC officials to conduct interviews once a source 
indicates having information pertaining to American POWs still in Southeast Asia. The information 
would then be sent to DIA for analytit and follow-up interviews, if necessary. Originally, DIA 
provided to the JCRC staff additional questions to be asked; however, since JCRC did not have 
BfViqiiate manpower to cover the number of refugees pouring out of Laos, Cambodia (Kampuchea), 
and Vietnam, this procedure was not followed. 

In excessof300,000 Asian refugees fled from these countries; yetJCRCstaff never exceeded 
thir^fouroffidalsinnumberotHiteinSoutheastAsia. Tbecumbersomenatureofthisprocedure 
impeded the timelineuof the follow-upinterviews.Asatetult, the information collected was dated 
and, therefore, its usefulness was diiitinithedL 

Limited manpower and the methodology used for both initial andfollow-up mterviews were 
major weaknesses in JCRCs collection procedures. Initially, this limitation was especially true of 
the shortage of trained linguistt. Indeed, DOD recognized this problem and sou^t to increase 
manpower. In 1987, DIA groups were estabUshed throughout Southeast Asia to collect POW 
infoimadon first-hand. This effort was code-named "STONEY BEACH." The program added 
greatly to the quality, quantity and timeliness of information provided by the refugees. 


LIVE SIOHTINO REPORT S 


The STONEY BEACH program enabled tubiequent debriefings of refu^^ 
conducted in a more comprehensive manner. Unfortunate^, once information was obtained, no 
effort was ip^ to utilize other inteOigencemetbodi available to corroborate selected content of 
these live-lighting reports. 
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"BLACK" OPERATIONS 


Notwiilulindiiig numerom govHiiiiiert tomratt 

bfamaifcinAa(roiA).dn!Uiiimlitop»bteiic^ 

provinces of the Peoples Republic of China) is highly suspect 

^ ATue rtSi • nraH of i«holdii« of 

S^endon. Bidllieoo«im«deBorttr«d°U'S-«w^^ 

KrrasK&t!r.;sa!^ 

not inchided in tUs report 

N«eaoiitoin.totothe««Wii«uioof<JuillWop^ 

ewnidimpoiioiiiidlmoheiiliioppeor- Aocotdlii|loioomliiloivie««dfotthbr^m^ffin 

■ SK3;!ri2ssss;«^ 

,«.i...«>oni .rf.«tnHfci fitii^ii»tiMhy flehac«MthBoffidalcaiefflecflma^ 
as to drcumstances or location of the casualQf. 

Oi» source faterviewed alleges that, to order to pi«^ 
operatfoMconductoddaringtheSeSlndocto^ 
have b ftf nfir rlP****^ ”^ “^"i°iMsxcident8 fa an entirely 

inaiK)tberIndochinaIocation(e4,I^Cto^^ 

hasbeenmaiiiputoted,ttaIlegedlysoirmpeople,toprote« 

wtot^SebSeofi^overiightofaccountabityfa^ 
mar® or MIAfirom such covert operatkms? 
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Due to the classified nature Of these covert or special warfore missions, there eiist no easily 
accessible records of those involved in these missions; therefore, "presumptive findihg^ of death" 
might be baseduponfaul^data in such individual case file^ Or, ifttereviewboardsfor individua] 
casualty cases for persons lost during classified operations in Southeast Ada had access to the true 
circumstances of the loss, thentheymightbeabletomakeanabsohitefindingof death insomecases 
rather than prokmging the agoiy of the survivon by puUUdng &alty findings based on 
contrived to conceal covert operations. 

In order to arrive at a true accounting for U.S. personnel from "black" operations in 
Southeast Asia, the following fundamental questions must be answered: 

1) When did the United States begin covert operations in Southeast Asia? 

2) Which US. agencies or mflitaiy departments i»rticipated in such operations? 

3) How many US. dtisens served in Southeast Asia on classified operations during those 

years? 

4) What were the losses of personnel in these operations? 

5) Where did the losses occur? 

6) What efforts have been made toaccountfor those perstmsidiofidled to return fiom the 

classified missions? ~ 

The extent of United States covert operations in Southeast Asia identifiable through 
nonctassified, or declassified sources indicates a large number of U5. military and dvilian 
personnelwereloston these missions. DODbaspubliclystated.afterreleaseofthisirtvestigatidn's 
Interim ReportlastC)ctober,a]l personnel lost oncovertmissionsduringtheSecondIndochina War 
are on the public casual^ fists and that there is no secret fist of casualties from covert operations 
in Southeast Asia. 

However, sources interviewed by staff indicate otherwise. Are the pubficverskms of these 
lists accurate as to the time, date, place, and Btatusoftheindividuals engaged inclassifiedoperations 
whenlott?Aresutvivpn from classified operations the source offive^ting reports of American 
POWs in Laos? There is reason to question DOD frrrther on this problem of losses related to 
classified or covert operations in Southeast Asia. 

One case in point is the combat lou of a U.S. Air Force comnninications/Davigatkm site 
located on top of niou Pha Thi, Sam Neua Province, Laos, known as Site 85. 

Site 85 provided the Air Force whb alPweatber capnUlides for bombing Hand and 
Haiphong, Noifo Vietnam. Its primary electronic navigation qntem was known by the acronym 
TACAN. TlmshewasidentifiedwithaneaibyclassifiediandingttripoperatedunderCIAcovert 
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referred to as "Site 85." 

The site was dauified, its mission classified, and the drcumstances of these March 1968 

battle casualties remained clauifiedfor many years. Even today,inuchoftheiitfonnation relate 
to Site 85's equipment, purpose, effectiveneu, and battle lo» is still classffied. 

Site85wasbuihtol967,overtheobjectionsoftheU5.AmbassadortoL^todm^ed 

SLocBwdMcnaSisleiaeiiiplojeeioaptper.MlwnillKta^^ 

paldthioughLockheed.TheAirForcoprbmi»dthattheirservlcocreditv«>^ 

S^clai2edmiislon^completed.TTihajverw8ineca^ 

of foe 1962 Geneva Peace Accords for Laos prohibiting foreign rnifitary presence in Laos. 

Site 85 WM attacked ly Pafoet Lao forces March 10, 11,^^ ElevraU5. Air Force 
persormel were tost when the site was overrun by Cforrrmunlstforca Except for four personnel 
KoutbyanAfrArnertohellcopterduringthebattle,foerBfflalnir« 
the site font dsy are officially fisted KIA-BNR. 

/^l ipntt<inmi«ti«tiit ynfterfoeattack.foeThBiarKlHmongindigenousforceswhlchyqvid^ 

foefrordera To insure foe coinplete destructionof foesite,Anerican A4 afrcraftinLaos attacked 

foeshewtforocketandmachinegnnflre.- 

After the successful Communlstattack on foe mountain site, the UA Ambassador toLaw 

dechuedfoeelevenmissingAirForcepe^ NoU5.bodleswerer^r^or,forfoe 

inoatpart,nor»identifiabtewlfofoiigroupweresecnafto Finally, U5.jetfighterswre 

brouSSftomoutofcourrtrytollnishfoedestroctionoffoem^ 

<te March 12, 1968, foeUi. indigermus guerrlDaforce from foernountain site were all accounted 

for at a rendezvous point They had no She 85 survivors with them.* 

Howevor,focThsisergeantinchargeoffoeindigenousgnerrilU^^ 

Qmmrhteestaflthatforoe of foe Air Force techrridansatfoeTACAN she were taken prisonm by 

foe Norfo Vietnarneie^Pathet Lao attacking forte. He gave this information to Amcncan 

intelfigence officers in 1968. 

AreviewofPOWlive^ightingdocurnents,dcclaisaW 

1978, containreportt font forecArnericanprisonerswerebroughttoavillagBnwSite85^No^ 

Vletnarnesetroopaabout foe time oftlfoatiackonS^ Documents femi these fflMaho refer 

to AmericaniheldinfoecavBtnearShe 85, while other cavesinSimNeuawereused by Father Lao, 

Norfo Vfetnaineae, and advisers from tl» Peoples Republic of Qtina. 


•BLACK" OPERATIONS 


ThrouBhoutthedcclassificdPOWfilesuscdbythissta£f,iiv^nQtuiico» 

that American prisoners were seen in these caves in Sam Neua Prdvincc. No bodies were ever 
.recovered from Site 85 by U.S. forces, and there are no ^ewitnesses to say that all eleven missing 
men were killed in the battle. 

The Air Force officer in command Of Site 85 and other similar activities in Laos was atthe 

unit's .Udom, Thailand headquarten when Site 85 was overrun. According to him, he was told the 
destruction of Site 85 was not attempted until after there was reasonable evidence that no 

Americans were still alive on the mountain top. 

But a declassified CIA report of the incident show the destruction of the site by 
indigenous guerrilla force and American A-i aircraft was started almost ^ediately. The jet 

aircraftbombingofSite85onMarChl2wasadayormoresdonerthanwhatthcform«comx^ 

believed to be the truth. According to reports of the loss of She 85, aerW photos taken oii Mar^ 

Hand 12,1968ihowbodie8ontheground,butthcbodlescaimotbeldcntifieda8 non-Asian or, 

military personnel assigned to Site 85. 

Then, inSeptemberl990,anAirForce captain traveHnginUoswhflecondu^ 

related to his doctoral study arranged to interview a Pathet Lao general officer. Dui^ me 
interview, the Uo officer claimed to have taken part in the March lO-ll, 1968 assault on Site 85. 
The Lao officer told the Air Force captain that three U5, Air Force technicians survived the Phou 
PhaThi mountain battle and wore turned over to North Vietnamese troops for transport to North 
Vietnam,* - _ - * 

This information corroborates the Thai sergeant's report that three U5. penonnel were 
captured during the battle for Site 85. 

b view of this most recent information on survivors from Site 85, the pri^ 

intelligencereportsconcemingtliree Americans seenatavillageiiearPhouPliaThinlterfoeat^ 

on Site 85 and other POW reports for that tinte period need to be reviewed and reevaluated to 

determine if any of them pertain to the Site 85 persoimeL ff three men survived the battle at Site 
85, why haven't they been accounted for by the North Vietnamese? What was their actual fete? 
Given that no prisoners were ever repatriated from Pathet Lao control this incident takes on even 
greater significance. 

The Air Force losses ntShe 85 are only one example of the controversy over U5. casualties 
in Southeast Asia as a result of covert, or classified militaty operations. Qross-border operations 

byUS.SpecialForccs(^ Army LongRangeRcconnaiisaneePatrol(LRRP), and MartaeFora 
Recon sometimdiesultedinthcfrmeinberi never beiiigseen or he^fromagain. AirFor^ 
support operations in Laos under the name of the 'Ravens'' resulted in nunaerous casualties, while 

JCRCBustokW’lbtCDR.JCRCBotwsPolal.HI, dmattsiepoBp 110910Z,85»i«l«r,lW* 
SiBikspo Sikbotehoiuamib. 
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meinbersof the RaVens were officially listed as "civilians'' serving in Laos. Navy SEAL, swift boat, 
or riverine force operations into North Vietnam, Laos, or Cambodia remain classified, including 
their run-recovered casualties. The so-called "blai^ operations" undertaken by DOD organizations, 
the Departniient of Stated and the CIA in Indochina are still not openly discuued by veterans.’ 

Moreover, mflitaryhlstorymonographsandanumberofotherbookshavebeenpublishedonNavy 

Riverine Forces in Southeut Asia, but prehminary research show the true ttoiy of these shaUow 
draft boatt is still buried in U.S. Navy files. 

Who has accounted for their battle casualtira and how accurate are those records? In 
addition to the niitaiy operi^tions, there is ample evidence of ^ericans participating as chdUans 
in covert opendons, or elastified activities outside of the Republic of Vietnam (e.g.. Air America, 
Continental Air Sei^does,aApara-ffliUtairyoperBtio^^ Who accounts for those losses resulting 
from such "dvOian". activities? 

U5. militaty and dyilian losses in Southeast Asia during the entire period of the Second 
Indochina War must be reviewed frir accuracy, as well ua means of providinginformation to the 
next of Idn of these battle casualties. DIA, in ht news release concerning the Interim Report 
released by Committee staff in October 1990, asserted thatoil American casualties are accounted 
foronitslistsofMIAPOW.orKIA-BNRforthewarinSoutheastAtia. Without cross checking 

between operational reports from covert and/or classified missions and unclassified casualty lists, 

this wili remain an open question. 


P«bUshefS.1987h8hanyL8ttaioo(N(WttKPm^ Ikwaie mo weD^ocameated wests « 

ckadMlaaoripedilvaittnopentkMstaladottte 'IleRivMi <wcribwcliailsiUBeifroi)«itioastBU^ 
TrnOtaraBMMMWu diiBfcmiBsddl^OBsnifcxMte lwInf Ma a to rn 1955 ihioaihlWS. 
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Two methods are used by DOD to account for missing Americans in Southeast Asia. One 
is the statutory presumptive finding ofdeathin individual cases; the other is categorizing casualties 
as Killed in Action*Bo^ Not Recovered (K1A*BNR). In either case, when hunum remains are 
repatriated from Southieast Asia, they ue identified against persons in thm two categories. When 
an identification is made, the htdividual is accounted for as having died adiile in the Indochina War 


Individually, members of the military services, or U.S. Government employees who were 
missing while ser^ in Indochina and remain unaccounted for, can be decliured dead the 
seoetary of the mOitary service or head pf the government agency reqxmsible for that individiiaL' 
Basically, the US. Code pemtits the secretaries and/or beads of agencies to declare an individual 
dead after the person has beenmimingfbr 12 months underdrcomstances indicating be orshe may 
have died. Each case is decided on itt own merits and cases may be reopened if strEBdent evidence 
is presented indicating the individual may still be alive, ahho^ not physically returned to U.S. 
control 

Both presumptive findings of death, and KIA*BNR status strong!^ prejudice subsequent 
evaluations of live’Si^tinginformation.Forexample,live4ightinginfbimationismuch more likely 
to be disre^rded in the field as a result of an individual havingbeen already assigned to one of the 
legal status-of'death categories without identifiable human reinains to sutetantiate the statui 

Supposedly, KIA-BNR status has a stricter evidence criteria than does a presumptive 
finding of death. However, even KIA-BNR status has its problems when it comes to accounting for 
missing Americans in Indochina: Two illustrative cases of KIA-BNR problems-that were not 
among classified files reviewed by staff-follow. 

In one case, a Vietnamese source identified the picture of a U.S. Marine as a person be saw 
in the custody of North Vietnamese forces. However, the Ui. official debriefing the source 
concluded the source was mistaken because the Marine identified in the photograph by the 
Vietnamese source was officially listed as KIA-BNIU As a result of the U.S. official's conclusion, 
this live-sighting report is considered to be 'Resolved.'' Since even in the cxtremelyshoTtOuIfWar, 
Americans officially reported to be killed in battle were in tect ciqitured, and later repatriated 1^ 


’ Autbority for "pnnunpttve flndfaip of death* oi tonad in Thk S USC, SecUoa SS6S throagh 5566 for cMhan 
apkyees; Tlite 37 use, Sectfoa 555 ihrovfh 557 for U.S. miUtaiy penonaeL These oodllied aecilou of law are 
tepkmeated ihroaih itinUtiott inoed hy the variou deparnaeais and ageadei teqKmslble. 
>1TmcaieimiakeatmDlAS1978dechuiifiednMiu|etiafflctiUed'Uii(DiieUtedlBfoniuthwRebtiB|toM|atD| 
Aoericau in Sontheait Asta." 
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the Iraqis, it is likely that some servicemen reported to be KIA-BNR were in fact captured in 
(§'. Southeast '.Asiai. 

In another case, a US, serviceman who was reportedly last seen wounded on a Vietnam 
battlefieldwassubsequentlyllstedasKIA-BNR. But a year afterward, he had to be rcclawified as 
POW when a handwritten letter from him; dated after ^ presumed death, was found on the body 

ofadead Viet Congsoldier in SouthVictnam.Theletter was addressedto the serviceman's fainily 

and ratvoit of life in a Viet Cong prison camp. Based this information, the Marine Corps chMged 

the corporal's itatus.to POW and promoted him in absentia to sergeant. At the conclusion of 

0 OPERATION HOMECOMWO in 1973 he was not repatriated. Since then, baaed on a lack of 

evidence that he is alive, the serviceman has been fbunci presumptively, to be dead. 

WENTmCAmNOFmi^ 

Part of IX)D'ssoludon to •Yesohre'' POW/MIAor KIA-BNR cases U to identify recovered 

remains of individuals from Southeast Asia, and ma^ those rmnains with unaccounted-for or 
A AttMrieani on tlm VietnamHera casuahv Hits. However, the Committee has reviewed 

I ■ numerouscasesthatpiecesofbone,orbonefrapncntswcrethebaslsfortheidentificationofthe 

1 ! remains of POW/MIA or HA-BNR caiea. Tliese cases, if measured against court room borfy 

and deate evidence criteria, would not be acceptable in comrt proceedings, except to 
infer, or to provide circumstantial evidence that tomethinghappened tea buinan beingfs) at that 

location. Furtherinore,asclentiffcevaluatlonofremalnildcntitotlonmethodolo®rusedbyDOD 
canbemostpofitefydescribedMnotbetogbascdonanyknownandacceptedforenslcprocedurei 

#j Tnni.ttyMMi,teiniiiiiidentifiedbvDODshowthat there isaprobabiliythatsuch remote 

are likely of the persons thou^t to have perished at a particular place. This determination is 

furthercompllcatedsincelndividualskcleialwereconsumedbynaturalorinsomecaset,maninade 

forces. However, proof that bone fragmentt belonging to an individual were recovered is sorely 
lacking in mariy instances. 

bsome cases, IXDD has nmde 'identifications" of individual servicemen based on Iw than 
a handful of bone/hqpwntt. Further, in some cases, this finding wu made by DOD, despite Kve- 
•' rightingreportttl»tsomeoftheindividuatadeclareddcad,sndthcreremains"identifie<ratacrash 

site, were seen in captivity after the supposed date of death. 

For cample, on October 5, 1990, at Arlington National Cemetery, DOD buried the 
"remains" (bone fragments) of ftjur U A servicemen presumed to have died when a helicopter 

ciaihedtaLaos during tlm wsi. Tlteserwrains were bmiedwithftill-mllltaiy honors. Tlien, their 

rtamesweretakenfromtteimaccounted-frvU^andaddedtethe list of those u 
A thf Sfm?^TtwV»diiM War. Hiwravier, according tefsmifyrnetiibets, and adruitted 

t/ ftfthf ^«ir«>tt rtf"i«Mlni"mptalnednoboimsatallHtePh^ Tltetwo 

coffins were empty. 

The burial charade was based on ipecions deductive DOD proceduret The aircraft 
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manifest for that flight listed four American miHtary personnel and nine South Vietnamese rwps 

on board the helicopter when it crashed in Laos. Based upon the flight manifMtdocumentanon, 

the identification of a ring belonging to one of the Americans on the flight, and 

identificationoftwotceth(oneeadiallegedlyideritifiedforthetwopersonswh(W 

fragments in them), each of these were dosed with everyone accounted for and buried with 

full militaiy honors at Arlington National Cemetery. 

TheseremainsburiedOctobcr5,1990(»uldnotbei{lentifiediBasped^ 
known or accepted sdentific forensic analysis to the statements released to the preset the time 

of these "burials,” DOD referred to "remains” and new cases "accounted for. ueaity, the 
implication in these statements is that physical remains had been recovered imd restored to the 

fomihesofthcservicemen. YetthatisnotwhatPODmeans. DODobviouslyhasitsow^ 

itsown definitions of ordinary words, and its ownpurposei-innln!y*rcsolving casei-tobe served. 

Furthermore, there is some information that at least one of the four Americans may hw 

survived the helicopter crash inUos,buthU actual death tookplacemuchUter and he wasbuned 

atthePathetLaoprisoncampinwhlAbewasbeingheid. tol9^aLaotiancyewimess,ameml»r 

ofthe Royal Uotian Army, reported thathe had beenimprisoncdwithCaptaihNelson-^neof^ 

four "buried" at Ariington National Cemetery. TTie Laotian stated that he nursed Captain Ne^ 
untilhedied,andthathewastheonewhoburiedNelsbm The Laotian identified a photograph of 
CaptafaNelson,andproVidedIN5Dspedfidocatk)ns,geographlcaldetatoasweUas^ 

- naap of the canip, ^ Nelson's grave site marked. Ahho^ the Laotian's report did indeed 
confirm the death, the death was not the result Of being killed inaction..Moreover, the alternate 
explanation of his death revealed the flaws in DOD methodology. Despite this evidence, DOD 

made a determination that the Laotian was not credible, and ck^ the case.’ 

THEMORnCIAN 

Another problem in identification arises from the Vietnamese practice of warehousing 
remains of U5. POWs for purposes of barter, to 1979, a former North Vietnamese gove^rat 

official, commonly referred to as The Mortician," defected to the United States. The M ortician 

testified before the United States Congress tlmthe was personally responsfote for prwertj^ an^ 
8toringinexcettof400remainsofAmericanservicemea TheUnitedStatesDefensetotelligence 

Agency,uncharacteri8tically, has pubKdy vouched forTheMortidan'S credibility withregardtohii 

statement that he cared for the U5. remains. Ihese remains are warehoused in Hanoi 

To date, since the end of hostilities with North Vietnam, only 255 sets of rematos of US. 

servicemen havebeenreturnedto the UnitedStates. Mary ofthese remains have been recovered 

as the result of Ijoiot'excavations" of plane and hbUco^ crash sites by Unhed^tes and 

Vietnamese government perionneL Characteristic of the complete lack of cooperaton the 


Executive branch throughout in this inquiiy,DODhasconslsteatlyrefbsedghfe the Conunittee the 
‘Sweawtby8eBiuwHdta(IM<Qprlaitehtteaan«*wfJt«"lWitV.OciobB3,19% 

orMlAs,*pp^l4625^4a7. 
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number of US. remains, out of the total 255, that have been excavated, despite the Committee's 
repeated requests for this information. ^ ^ 

OiventhestatefflentofTheMortician,itisapparentthattheVietnamesebavenotretumed 
many of ‘.he remains of US. servicemen in their posseuion. Even assuming that eveiy one of the 
255 remains returned to the United States was from the Vietnamese warehoused stock-which the 
Committee knows is not the case-they would still have 145 remains stored in Hanoi. 

\Me this poUcy of doling out remains of US. seryicemen, one set at a time, in an on*again, 
off^gain feshion, may be repugnam to Anterkans, h accurately refl^ the Wtnamese government's 
ideology, history, and the repatriation policies of its Communist ales. 

jimxwTRA^ 

TheresponsiUlityforforensicidentificationofremainsofUS.ArmedForcespersonnelin 
the Pacific theatre rests with the Airr^ Central Identification Lateratory, Hawaii (CIL-HI). 
According to DOD, by early 1990 CIL>HI had identified 255 sets of repatriated remains from 
Indochina as the rematos of US. personnel unaccounted forfromthe Second Indochina For 

anumberofyeais, CIL-HI hasbeenidentifytog rematos of niissingUS.pertonnelfromtheKorean 
War and World War IPs Pacific Theater still being discovered or, in a recent case, returned I 9 
foreign governments.^ 

. A prominent physical anthropologist, Dr. MkHiael Chaney, Profeunr Emeritus, at the 
University of Colorado and an intetnationaily recognized eqrert to the idmice of forenucs 1 ms 
conducted an extensive review of physical mmatos "identified" as missing Americans from Southeast 
Asia by CIL-HL He concluded that it was scientifically impossible to have Identified the cases he 
reviewed from the bone fragments returned to the next of kto. 

tofect,aecordingtQClmttiey,theiriisidentificationoftbeseindividualshadtobeintentionBl, 
since therewasnosdentificbasistomakeai^^ofidentiflcation. Dr.Charn^basreviewedCIL- 
Hl's identification of rematos in nmny other cases. Abeording to Dr. Chamey,CII/-HI has falsely 
identified u many u eighty separate sets of remains of US. servicemen previously listed u MIA 
orKIA-BNR. 

Dr. Charney has levied tiieae serious charges against CIL-HI both publicly and to Oominittee 
staff. Dr. Charney states, 

1UfSdlity(C3L41I],eMiasitewteiteaaal]RbarsBaiihshBleioBiiten^ 

am womea is tee MwlH c MiO B pwoiss, is gaily cf MsdemMc; a a prota st o M l wort. Tbe 

•emUHiiite aad ischakm pMsoaBri hiw a^Biid kaowiaih te daU^^ 

dsdscidBoaiteb(mssto|NcHdafflyiDflftiiiiteiBynssfth«^ 

Dr.GhanmyabowemcmtoiiVtlatCn^HIhatUatao^anddetibentelyliedab^ 
rnimbacfftbeitinBtoiClLrHIhiiideiitifle^ Dr.Chatneyitittstbit,tohisprofeisiofml opinio^ 

* h May 199(V Noite Kom laiwite Am SM or isaato of UA snviesMa fttM 
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CIL-HI technicians have in some instances ihade identifications of remains based on human 
remains or other material not capable of providing such an identification. He further states that 
many of the technicians who performed the identifications lacked advanced training in the field of 
forensic anthropology. Prior to 1986, CIL-HI's technicians referred to themselves as "doctors," 
when, ill fact, they had never been awarded doctorates in medicine or any other recognized 
sdentific or medical discipline. 

After 1986 US. House of Representatives heatings on the CUrHI fodlity’ in which Dr. 
CharheyandDr.OeorgeW.GiU,anotherexpertinthefieldofforeh8icanthropoiogy,bothtestified 
on about CIU>HI, the Aimy attempted to correct the deficiencies hi procedure and staffing 
identified by Drs. Chamey and Qill, as well as other witnesses. The Army hired recognized experts 
with doctoi^ credentials for the staffi even though the senior anthropologist*^ho had the final 
authority to make identifications at QIUHI-was a person with questionable academic crdentials. 

The senior anthropologist, a longtime employee of CIL-HI, did not bold a doctorate in the 
field of anthropology but had worked in the field of forensic anthropology since the end of World 
War n. To accomplish his tasks at CILrIfl he insisted on using a theory he developed for the 
idendficatipn human remains, a theory that was roundly rejected the anthropological scientific 
commuriily. 

Between 1985 and 1987, Dr. Chamey reviewed QL-HTs identification of thirty sets of 
repatriated remains from North Vietnani andjifrconcluded that QLrHI bad wrongty identified 
tbeseremajruasthoieofindividualU^SrServioemenlromtheMIAorKIA'BNRiists. beacbof 
these cases, the 'pb)^ nutter avafiable to the CIL-HI forensic examiners (bone pans and 
fragments) was not sufficient to identify a spedfichufividual by sex, race, height, wei^t, pltyiical 
peculiarities, etc. In orderto make their so-t^ed "identification'', CIL-KI technicians responsible 
for identifying remains, in some instances, employed forensic methods and procedures not 
recognized by the international community of profe^onal forensic anthropologists. 

According to Dr. Qum^, the CIL-HI technicians delibebtely ihisidentified remains as 
individual U£. seivicemenoffthe list of unaccounted for duringthe\j.S. war inSoutheait Asia. He 
believes the only conceivable reason for this demonstrable pattern of misMentification was a desire 
to clear the lists of MIA while deceiving the MIA fomilies through the return of so-called identified 
remains. 

Dr. Gill, former secretary of the physical anthropology section, American Academy of 
Forensic Sciences, and a member of the bo^ of directm of the Am^can Board of Forensic 
Anthropology, substantiates Dr. Cbamey!s sutements concerning OL-HL Dr. GUI has 
publicfy stated 


It k cktf hem tte boam dttt tte pioblen ta the OLW iqiom iinta dtto Ihim emeBc 
iaooBpeteaDe, iMetthm of dm, or niaeoooritiaaikM ofi^ 

* U.S, CUfieM, Howe, 'Acthitta of the Ckaml IdeattttatioB Lilx^ 

Snboommittee of the Cbaaittee 00 Ainm Serrloe^ How of Repneeatadw, 99U 0^ 2d Seaton, m 
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g These charges levied Dr. Chamey and Dr. Gili against CII/HI have not been refuted by DOD, 

and this Inquiry has found no evidence that contradict Dr. Chamey or Dr. GE 

PRESUimWEFmiNGS OF DEATH 

The problem of accountability for individual American casualties has been addressed by 
eveiy administration since the 1973 conclusion of the Second Indochina War. During the Carter 
. Administration, for example, a DOD commission-politically sensitive questioiu are best handled 

w by Commissions, espedaOyijf the object is to shown the government is taking action to resoNe the 

iuue of unaccounted forservicemen-was established to review the status of individual MIA cases. 

In these cases, for purposes of compensation to the next-of--kin, the commission 
hsued the following directive: 

1heODainiaionhaiaiedihedataofAprQl,1973uihelistdateofeDtiileaieattoprisoDer 

• ofwarooopemtioaUcaiesidimiheacuialdattofdeaUkBotlmomiadwhereiflBdliiiofdetth 

has braknedaftw ihatdit«.{bmw].ihelist tauinpihoDerofinr was latarnedio the control 
of the United Statei.' 

The commission further stated: 

There have beMtepott i of sightiap of AiaericaMfaSoBthfm Ash ate 

^ l,1973],bstBdthertheide8tltkiOTitatMofih(Meperioni»Lihertliab|lforoftlwrc|»rtiarelmo«mm 

W eittblk1ied....Tlietelbre,theGoauniidonfliidtdiat,ini]»a1isenoeofevideBoetoiheconiraiy,Aprill,1973 

b the lut date «4ien nemben of the Ui. Armed Pores afere held piiiooen of war by a hoitile force in 
SouthsatAsbi' 

After a presumptive finding of death has been issued, surviving spouses, next of kin, or 
children are entitled to govemment-aponsored death benefits, e.g 4 six-mtmths pay for spouses of 
deceased military members, government life insurance, etc. The individual is then removed from 
^ the active roles of the militaiy service or agency responsible for him/her. 

Among the iuues yet to be determined by this inquiry are the following: 

1) Wu an intelligence reviewed pertaining to each individual wdiowasptesumptivefyfound 
tobedead? 

2) Hive any cases ever been reopened and the presumptive finding withdrawn based upon 
^ Iiva 4 (ghfinginformation,oranycaseavdierethedateofpresumptivedeatbwisnotchaii^ 

V la mitciiinfonnition received well after the initial fin^? 

* As deckrad k the kfil innimpdw flnllni of dMtfe that wm IsaM by the Qnuakskm. 

’IMd. 
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THE FRENCH EXPERIENCE 


On May 6, 1991, the newspaper published in Paris a statisdad summary of the fate 

of French forces fighting in Indochina who had been taken prisoner. The Frendi foros were 
composed of French nationais, French Legionnaires, Afiicans and North Africans, indigenous 

members of UieFrenchExpedidonaiy Force drawnfrom Indochina, and localforcesfromLaos and 

Cambodia. 

The statistical table was compiled by the Historical Service of the French Army and shows 
that of 39,888pri8onersheld by the Vietminh, 29,954 werenot repatriated; This total includes 2j350 
French nationals and 2,867 Legionnaires who were taken prisoner but not repatriated. 

Today inFrance there isgreatintereitinthe fate of Ftench prisoners of the Indochina war. 
Owing to the efforts of French Senator Jean«Jacques Beucler, what has come to be called the 
V^oud^l ASaii* became firont page news in France in February, 1991. 

The Boudarel Affair involvet the discovery of Georges Boudarel, a Frenchman who acted 
as a deputy political in Vietnamese prison carnpi during the First Indochina War. He 

was in charge of brain*washing and interrogating French prisoners, and has been accused of being 
an acceuory to torture. Nothing was known of hit whereabouts for yean. Then it was discovered 
that, after serving in the Cmnmunist International underground in Southeast Asia and in Eastern 
Europe, he had obtained a teaching post at a univenity in France. 

A new book by a former prisoner who duuget that he was tortured by Boudarel has just 
appeared In France. Written by QaudeBa^Atemierau Conyr i/5 is rdetaito^ 
l& as a prisoner of tbe .l^tnamese revealing the primativejeonditions underwhich thousands of 
French prisonen were held. 

FRENCH POmmiNDOCmiA 

Inl946,afteraseriesofannedclatheawithHoChiMinh^forcesinNorthVietnam,Ftance 
agreed to allow Ho's group to esttblish an autonomous state of the Democratic Republic of 
Vietnam (DRV) as a somewhat-independent state within French Indochina. The DRVs capital 
became Hanoi with Ho Chi Minh and the Indochina Connnunitt Party in control 

Problerns persisted between the French colonial governnent and the DRV. As various 
other political factions and nationalist forcesvtithin Indochina collectively resistedFtench colonial 
ruleofIndochina,arinedconfliettintensi£ied. Rnally,inlatel946,tbeVietnamesecommunistsand 
various nationalist forces confined into a revolutit^ army that is oommonhr referred to as the 
Viet Minh. A fufiscakNw of libetation''wu started in 1946 fo remove the French colonial 


THE FRENCH EXPERIENCE 


govenunentfromlndochlna. The VietMinhtooktothemountainsandjunglestowagetheirwa^^ 
When the Viet Minhleftthe cities of Vietnam they took several hundred French prisoners, military 
and civilian, into the jungles and mountain highlands with them. The Viet Mirth's warwith France, 
now referred to as the First Indochina War, refers to the period 1946 through 1954, when the 
Geneva Peace Accords were signed by the French and Viet Minh. The war also included 
revolutionary factions in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia. 

Hie 1954 Geneva Accords required Pmee to withdraw its colonial government from 

Indochina, provide for an exchange of prisoners, repatriation of rernains of war dead, and division 
ofVietnaffl(Le.,NoTthandSouthVietnamdividedatthel7thparallel)pendingelectiomforpublic 

determination of a form of government and the unification (ti Vietnam into asingle state. 

Dinring the vriu, the hugest group of French prisoners taken by tto^ 
battieatDienBienPbu, North Vietnam. OnMiyS* 1954, when the Frenchforcetsuriendeted to 
the Viet Minh, about 6400 French troops (inclu^ French regulars, Foreign Legionnaires, 
colonial troops ffom Africa and North Africa, and colonial troops from IndodM 
cMIianiwlththotroopsatDicnBienPhujweretakenprisoncrlytheVictMinh. French casualties 
related to DienBienPhu were approotimately 2442 XIA and 3,711 MIA During the war, about 
39 ,OOOFrench-forcesPOWswetetakenbytbeVietMinh,witbapptoodnmtelylLOOOweteretuined 
d)^ repatriation.' 

None ofFrance's war dead from DienBienPhu or other battle sites inNorth Vietnam, and 
none of hs war dead from Viet Minh prison camps^or military hoipi^ were repatrfe By 
contrast, an French prisoners held by nationalist or coinmnnist forces in liosandOainbodia were 
returned or accounted for, as were many of the remains of Ftench war dead in those two areas. 

tn htonriaiM on the pint Jnitoehinu War, the hl^ rate of deaths in Vict Minh 
camps occurred because of the harsh conditians in those isolated camps. Also, prisoners with 
severe wounds, such as bead, chest, aixl abdominal wounds, stood little chance of survival in these 
camps because of a total lack of medical treatment facilities and/or supplies.' In addition to the 
harsh camp conditions and inadequate medical facitities, the Viet hfinh marched the French 

prisoners taken at Diea Bien Phu marry miles to camps, causing marry deaths during the mardk 
And, during tbepriaonereadiange,tiie>^ettiatnesea||^msudmd the Frenchprisoners over long 
distances, causing the death of a rtunrber of the prisoBiers en route to eschange pointL 

f>nlyaw**y «™Eniiinb efnfPmnchUiikin troops were able toescape after the ajeaeatPien 
BienPhu. Seventy ei|^ ate recorded u having successfully made it bad to French custody by 
traveling overiandtowardsLaos. Of that number, nitieteen were Europeans, the remainder were 
troops indigenous to I ndodiina.* 

>BenardRMUMaisMiyMPlMi,(Ne«Yoit App.R,iai)tBnipicfvite 

ihebnakaowBOfiMlaaMsstDiaBimPhiL ItetabtoteMwihnsAMifaiiAwfioaiaelUin 
avOAir'n«HpOfl(CAT)coaipaa]f. 

'Ifeibulherie|eofI)ianBiiaPiia,tfoVMIffiihMoaiyoBBqMiUedBediGsIdoaorteS(U)OOo(ilMira«iaoops. 

AltiritatBnsadw,imPwrtBdll«BydoemBlid»pro»hteawdWeBi*lKbomiaeVtoMW 

rows. hsylrtaewasMtiegiwid nu l r i t i aifl s 

»8seW,pp442447. 
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There are reports that some French PpWs were keptln forced labor status, while others 
were given years of indoctrination in Mandit-Leninist revolutionary doctrine and North Vietnam's 
anti-colonial philosophy at re-education oenten before being returned to French Afitican and 
North Africao colonies. The Vietnamese separated officers from hoh-commissioned officers, and 

non-copmtission^officers frprnotherenlisted troops, llieseparated colonials firomLe^onnaires, 

and French regulars from ail other troop. They further separated the prisoners; race and 
emphasized the differences in races between the Europeans, the bl^ imd the Arabs. Reeducation 

(Marxist-lxninistindoctr^ation)vrasconcentratedonAfricanandNorthAfriirancolbhialtrobps.^ 

JustastheSovietsdidattheconciusipnofWprld WarllintbePacfficandEuropein 1945, 
after the signing of the 1954 Geneva Accords, the Soviets sent a delegation to North Vietnam to 
repatriate, forcibly, French Foreign Legion POWs identified as former nationals of Soviet bloc 
nations.* 

TheNorthVietnameserepatriatedsomeLegimmairesandlargenumbersofcolonialtroops 
from non-Soviet bloc coimtries directly to their homelands, via CStina, without notification to the 
international commission overseeing the Indochina prisoner exchanges. As a result of the forced 
repatriations by the Soviett and unreported repatriations by North Vietnam, there are great 
disparities in accounting for French POWs released by the North Vietnamese after the 1954 
•Geneva Accords. 


h 1962, about forty ’WetropoUtan" French POWs were retumedfo France. After their 
return, the French government charged thm former POWs as deserters, or "ralliers'H and court 
martialed them, giving some of them prison sentences of up to five years and no back pay for the 
period they wereptisonersinNorth Vietnam. Another groupofabouttwentyMetropolitanFreneb 
POWs chose to remain in North Vietnam. This latter group w court martialed in absentia for 


capital crimes committed during the war and elected to remain inNorth ^^etnaffl rather than return 


to France and free execution. 


Writer William Stevenson, a noted BBC correspondent who covered the French Indochina 
War, told the staff about interviews he bad with French soldiers held captive by the North 
Vietnamese. He was of the opinion that the French prisoners seemed to be mentally deficient, 
possibly as a result of their long, harsh imprisonment, or severe brainwashing techniques known to 
have been emplctycd by the North Vietnamese.’ Robert Garwood, a former U.S. POW who 


« see Fall, pp.4384(2. 

' As Mied, the Soviett cuiied 001 a liniliir poUq ta 1945 in Hanoi It the end of World War n. 
«ntalIiei*iaatenBtiBedtyiheFreachaadVlatMiahtodescribepeiiOMwhoiiIUedioiheoppoiltecaBae. VS. 
niUtaiyiatelUieaoedocQaMMfhm the Second ladodriu War iminvedteihianaeaithalaoMtheienn *0111^ 
m deiciihe an Atnericaa servloettaa who erat over to the NatioMJ Ubennta Rtou (» North Viein^ 
’M,lf(ffhi«K«y&naffAaec,ppA3844I SotvbonofVlMMiahbiaiamBhedMhBlqMhadaDT^ 
tbeFteochPOWi SoaM carried phi ftn their oondnet In priaoa alter their leleaie; coioaial loldien beeaae 
revolutionaries after letnrn » tkfr lx»w sates; and, oddfr, Lnpnasires aad paratroopers beesae ihe^F^ 
aneaerifbt-winimiUtariit 
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voluntarily returned from Vietnam in 1979, stated that, during the mid-1970s, he saw French 

prisoners usedas forced laborers Ina North Viemamese daiiyfaminotfar from Hanoi. Garwood 
believed the French POWs he saw were former Legionnaires who had not yet earned French 
dtitenshipwhen taken prisonerduringthe First Indochina War.* Because of that, they hadnohome 
country to accept them after the war.* 

During the 1954 Ffench withdrawal from North Vietnam, the French left the North 
Vietnamese construction equipment, railway equipment, and various pieces of land and water 

tnuisport equipment, as well as Other stores of non-military tuppBei already in North Vietnam. 

From 1955 until sometime in the 1970 s, the French government pafo the Democratic Republic of 
\netnam (North Vietnam) an estimated $30 million, via Hung^ banks, for maintenance of 
Frenchmilitaiygrives. breturn,theNorthVietnamesepetiodi^iepatTiatediemainsofFfonch 
mffitaiydeadtoFfanoe. However, antheiemainsiepatriatedweieegdnunedfromgianresalieady 
knownioFrenchauthorities. Thebestinfbrmationavailableindicatesnoneoftfaewardeadfrbm 
DiraBienPhu,the^^Minhprisoncaffips,ortbedeathmafcbeswereever^epatriatedtoFfance.'* 

h 1971, to ittolve the lingering problem over the unaccounted-for POW/MIA from the 

Firm hdochina War, tiieFtendiForeign Minister declared aDunaecountedfirr French POW/MIA 

in Indochina dead. According to autiior/histotian Bernard Fall, the actual number of French 
casualties in the Rtit Indochina War was never made public. In 1973, the French resumed 
diplomatic relations with North Vietnam. 

MojmtMPATmmNEXPERm^ 


I In 1975, after the successful invasion into South Vietnam by North Vietnamese and 

Qmimunitt fbstA tlw North \^etnainese captured two high-ranking South Korean offidsJs who 
were assisting the South Vietnamese in the defense of their countty. The North Vietnamese 
pmmptly im pr isoned the two South Koreans. During their imprisonnent, the South Korean 

government negotiated continualty with the Vietnamese for the rdease of the two South Koreans. 

TbetwoSouthKoreansremainedimprisonedthrou^xnittbeyeantdnegodationfortbeir 
ii release. TlwVietnameseoeverBdniittedHioteveaonoe--thattImS(ratbKflieapPOWswere being 

I ^ heldinprison. Even after the South Korean government pieiented the ^^etnamese government 
incoatiavertabfo photopqihicevideooethft showed thattbe twoSonfoKoieu 
I mVietnani, the Vietnainese goveiinnenteontiniied to deity boldiq 

[] Five years after the South Koreans were eaptnred-inl9fi(MheVietnainese government 

l| npatrktedthetwopriioneiatoSouthKorea.StiIl,afisrtheirrelease,tlK Vietnamese 

I deitied that h ever held the men. 
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tasldngs was ever requested formally. There was, and still is, a refusal by any of the players to follow 

normal intelligence channels in dealing with the PpW'MlA Office. 

c. Duty, Honor and Integrity. It appears that the entire issue is being manipulated by 
unscrupulous people in the Government, or associated with the Oovemment Sopie are using the 
issue for jpersonal or political advantage and othen use it as a forum to perform and feel impormot, 
or worse. The sad fact, however, is that this iuue is being controlled and a coyer-tip may be in 
progress. The entire charade does not appear to be an honest effort, and may never have been. 

d. POW-MIA Officen Abandoned. When I assumed the Office for the first time, I was 
somewhat amazed and greatly disturbed by the feet that I was the only militaiy officer in an 

organization of more than 40people. Since combatants of aDServiceswere lost in Vietnaffl,IwouId 

have thought there would at least be a token Service representation for a matter of the "highest 

national priority." Since the normal mizof officers fromaU Sendees isnot found in my organization 
it would appear thattheissue,atleastat the worldnglevel, has, infect, been abandoned. Also, the 
horror stories of the succession of military officen at the 0-5 and 0*^ level who have in some 
manner "rocked the boaf and qidcldy come to grief at the hands of the Oovermnent policy makers 
who direct theissue, lead onetbtheconclusionthatwe are allquite expendable, soby extrapolation 
one simply concludes that these same bureaucrats would "sacrifice" anyone who was troublesome 
or contentious as including ptisonen of war and misting in action. Not a comforting thought Any 
militaiy officer oqiected to survive in this environment would have to be myopic, an accomplkbed 
sycophant, or tot^ insouciant ... 

e. TbeDIA Involvement DIA^ role in the affair is truty unfortunate. TheoverallAgenqr 
hasgenerallypracticeda"danugelindtationdiflrontheissue,uwen. ThePOW-MIAOfficebas 
beencioisteredforaUpracticalpurposesandlefttoittownfortunes. TbePOWOfficeisthelowest 
level in the Government "efforts"toretolve the itsue,andoddtyforanintelligeoceorganization, has 
become the "lightening rod" for the entire establishment to the matter. The policy people 
manipufeting the affair have inaintained their dhtanoe and renoained hidden in the shaded while 
using the Office asa "toodc waste dump" to buiythei^ole "mess" out of sight and mind toafecility 
with the limited access to public scru%. Whatever happens in the issue, DIA takes the blame, 
while the real players remain invisible. Thefect that the roW>MlA Office is always the eenterof 
an investigation is nosurprise. Many peoplesuspect that something is rotten about thewhole thing, 
but they cannot find an audit trafl to ascribe blame, so they attack the DIA/POW-MIA "dump", 
simply because it has been placed in the line of fire as a chup, expendable decay. 

t *SuppressioVeri,SuggestioFalsr. Many of the poppet masters plqr a confusing, murky 
role. For instance, the Director of the National League of FainDiesooci^ an intere^ and 
questionable position in the vrimle proceu. Although assiduoutly "churning the accountto give a 
tawdiy illusion of progress, she is adamantly opposedtoany initiative to actually get to the heart of 
the probleni, and, more importantly, inteiferet in or actively sabotages POW-MIA analyses or 
investigations. Sheinsists on rewritingoreditingaDsigidficantdocuments produced bytheOffice, 
thentoutedastheDIApositian. Sbeapparentlyhasacceamtopteciet,codewordmessage traffic, 
for wdiich she is supposedly nm cleared, and she receives it wen ahead (rf the DU intelUgenoe 
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analysis. Her influence in "jerking around" everyone and everything Involved in tlie issue goes ta. 
bcybnd the "war and MIA protestor gone straighi" scenario. She was brought from the "out»idc . 
Into the center of the imbroglio, and then, cloaked in a mantle of sanctimony, routinely impedes real 
progress and insiduously "muddles up" the issue. One wonders whoshe really is and where she came 
from. 


4.CONaUSIONS: 

a. The StaDed Crusade. Unfortunately, what began on such a high note never succeeded in 
embarldng. In some respects, however, 1 have managed to satisfy some of my curiosity. 

b. Everyone is Expendable. I have seen firsthand how realty and willing the policy people 
are to sacrifice or "abandon" anyone who might be perceived as a political liability. It is quick and 
facile, and can be easity covered 

c. High*LevelKnaveiy. I feel strongly that this issue is being manipulated and controUed at 

a higher level, not with the goal of resolving it, but more to obfuscate the question of live prisoners, 
and give the fliusion of progress througli hyperactivity. 

d. "Smoke and Minors". From what I have witnessed, it appears that any soldier left in 
Vietnam, even inadvertently, was, in fact, abandoned years ago, and that the farce that is being 
played is no more than jxilitical legerdemain done with "smoke and mirrors", to stall the issue until 
it dies a natural death. 

e. National League of Familiei. I am convinced that the Director of this organization is 

muchraoretbanmeetsthceye. Asthe principal actorlrithcgtandihow, she is in the perfect position 

to gi«nifir for "progress" while realty intentionally impeding the effort. And there arc nimerous 
examples of this. Otherwise it is inconceivable that so many bureaucrats in the "system" would 
instantaneouity do her bidding and humor her every whim. 

f. DIA*! Dilemma. Although greatly saddened by the role ascribed to the Defense 
Intelligence Agemy, Ifcel,atleast, that I am dealingwiUi honestmenand women whoare generally 
powerless to make the system work. My appeal and attempt to amend this role perhaps never had 

achance-WcaUweresuyecttocontroLIpirticulaTty salute thcpersonnel in the POW-MIA Office 

for their long suffering, which I regrettably was unable to change. I feel that the Agency and the 
Office are being used as the "fan guys" or "patsies" to cover the tracks of others. 


5. RECOMMENDATIONS; 
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a. One FiMl Vietnm Cuually. So ends the war and my iMt crui8de,ll]tt 

did end, I gue«. However, as ttiey lay fa the Legion, 'je neregretterien.-" For all of the ab^ I 
respectfully request to be relieved of my duties u Chief of the Spedai Office for Prisoners of War 
and Missing in Action. 

b. A Farewefi to Arntt. So as to avtrfd the awroyarK* of being shipped off to some remote 

comer, out of sight and out of the way, fa my own "bainbbo cage* of silence somewhere, I further 
request that the Defense InteUigence Agenqri whkdi I Imve attempted to imve toyally and with 

honor, assist me fa being retired immediately ftom acthfe military sendee. 

MILLAroA.PECK 
Colonel, Infastiy 
USA 
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DR. JEFFREY C. DOHAHUi , 

SUMMARY OF IMVOLVEMBHT IK THE IMDOCHlKA POH-KIA ISSUE 


* Director - National League of families of American prisoners and 
Hissing in Southeast Asia (also served as a Director in the nio- 

' ■ I97b'8); 

* Director - International Institute for Prisoners of War; 

* Member - National Alliance of Families of America's Missing 
Servicemen - World War II/Kprean War/Cold Har/Vletnam War; 


* Member - POM-MIA Connecticut Forget-Me-Mots , Inc. 



* Director and President - Friends for Humanitarian Aid to Uos, 
Inc; ' 


*, Among the first Americans invited to Hanoi after the fall of 
South Vietnam (invited by Phan Mien, then Deputy Foreign Wnimter 
of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam, in October 1976 to dis^ss 
the provision of reconstruction and development aid to the SRV in 
return for an accounting of Anericmn POM-MI As); 

* Travelled to Uos, 1974, 1975, 1988, 1990 (twice) and 1991 and to 
Thailand several dosen times in 1984-88; 


I have been employed by Union Carbide corporation for the past ttir- 
teen and one-hmlf years. I presently hold the position of Manager 
of Project Finance and Treasurar of Utln America and Africa. 
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ADDEHDUH TO THE REHMUCS BY DR. JEFFREY C. DpNWWE 
Thfl Mandate for the Siil«ct Co «»«lttae on POW-HIAs 


Ladies and Gentlemen of the Coianittees 

This committee was formed to put the POW;HIAlssue^to Test and 
with it the suffering , acrimony , co"^tontation, distortion^a d 
deceit which has characterlred it Mt^the 

and tragedy surrounding the issue has done nothing pit tne 

70% of Americans believe POWs were left behind. Yet, the Government 
, maintains it did not happen. 

Thus vour charter is a profound one. Your efforts will require 

slrioul research on the POW-HIA intelliaSw 

the classified intelligence data in the Defense ^htelligence 
Agency and Ceptral Intelligence Agency. Indeed^^the very fact 

that this data is classified is one of the 
obfuscating the issue. In addition, your Jid^wSrii^s 

00 beyond the Vietnam War to the Korean War and World War II as 
Janr the Vietnam POW-MIA issue had a strong precedent in 
those wars. 

Moreover you will need to hear the testimony of the experts out- 
SS S;;rSnt and the POW-HIA activist organizations such as 
Stephen Arkin, William Paul and J"*? Sanders, 
as tiiese have conducted many y«ars of jaMJjoh on tte subject. 
Beyond then you should hear the testimony of boto the Mvernnenr 
anrindividuals outside Government involved in ' 

^ an honored to "have the opportunity to appear before yo . 

“very basically, the elements of ypur mandate are 
_ Fulfilling then is the only way to -put the issue to rest and help 
this country heal. The elements are: 

* To conclude whether American servicemen 
captivity in Indochina and, if so, why. 

nandate will make a very inporUnt contribution ^owrt pw 
eluding future POW-MIA debacles such as we have experienced 
in Indochina.) 

* To recommend alternatives for seeing as *“11 “ TiiM^to*" 
accounting for the POW-MIAs. »»»}?, 

brina hone the live POWs. You will have to addwse wnetner 

an accounting should be a pre«>ndition to 

relations ~ this is an im^ iate coiicem for the pommjt^. 

. T. cwglud. MrtMr AMTlCM MrylcMTO MT. 

caotlvitv in Korea and, if so, why. Also, to reconMno airer 
naSvIs for securing as full as possible an accounting for them. 

* To conclude whether American servicemen were left behind in 
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captivity in World War II and, if so, why. Also, to recommend 
alternativee for securing as full as possible an accounting for 
them. V. 

* To opine as to the efficacy of the both the Government's 
efforts to obtain an accounting and its POW-HIA intelligence 
operations. However, I strongly, recommend you adopt a “no 
fault" policy in doing so. 

* To investigate the Glomar Java Sea incident, as it is closely 
linked to the POW-MIA issue. 

* To set standards which will delineate what is "as full as 
possible an accounting of the POW-MIAs.” Participants outside 
Government should work with you in this regard such that the 
public accepts a final accounting. This is because so very 
few people trust the Goveninent regarding an accounting. In- 
deed, the polls indicate the American public is deeply suspi- 
cious of the Government's policy and actions on POW-MiAs. 

I firmly hope that you will approach this complex subject with 
open minds and clear slates. It deserves your most complete 
attention. 


Dr. Jeffrey C. Donahue 

Brother of Major Moz^an J. Donahue, MIA in Laos since 12.13.66 
October 29, 1991 
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ADDBNDIM TO THE REKWaS BY DR. JEFFREY C. DONAHUE 
k PQW-HIA CQMPlracv and cover-up? — It*s in the Polic :^ 


Ladies and Gentlemen of the Conoittee: 

js; “ is 

the two things most responsible for the charges: 

1. The large and growing body of •vid«nc« clearly showing that 
Bervlcamen were abandoned alive and in captivity at 

of the Vietnam war and the growing body of evidence indica- 
that POWs atill are alive in Vietnam and Laos; 

2. The fact that POH-HIA intelligence data atill 

despite the War having been over for 18 years. Indeed, PW-KIA 
inuiligenca still is classifi«d for the^Korean War and World 
war 11. AS long as the Government J?iuat 

charges of a conepiracy and cover-up will 

not poeeible to understand why^euch 

the Government is trying to hide the truto about live POWs. 
•National security" is an excuse which simply does not hold 
water after so many years. 

Beyond this, though, is the conspiracy and cover-up ,tai 

"nrt rlooroualv pursues a POW-MIA policy, wh ich actually preclu des 


tha return of live POWsl To understand this deliberate paradox, 
you should consider the elements of the policy? 

A. ■ "The POW-MIA issue “is humanitarian, 

Vietnamese the issue never was, if. not now 

humaSitarian. To realise this, all one f „J;,SfviIIt- 

testimony of Congressmen and other officials who visit 

nan after the War verifying that to 

of POWs and economic reconstruction of ''*” nSb-iect i T ^ 

linked . The Vietnamese consistently raised y**® 
tSgSEher. And, of course, the Uotlans merely mirrored their 
sentiments. 

To me, the Vietnamese still are telling us the Issues are Jinked. 
Th., iiMirtMitly MV to 0., >«. ao not 
manwwer to search our remote provinces for missing American 
SSrSiy really are saying is, -l«>k, give “J*”® 

— and look who we found in the jungle. In 7 = 

Vlatnamase want somethi ng for the POWs and need a face savin g 


WV at atviii^^thim backl They are telling " they have ow 
POWs and want to give tnem to us, ^t that they n^ ( ) 
thing for them, and (2) a face-saving way to let them go. 

Very Importantly, this affirms the need to make a return of the 
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live POWs and an accounting for the misalng a precondition to 
norsalisation of relations with Vietnam and Laos. ^ I fitjjy^ 
believe that unilaterally normaliiing relations with Vietnam 
and Laos will lead them to kill the live POWa because the 
bargaining power they represent will have been obviated (by 
us, to compound the paradox). 

"The answers to the POW-MIA issue are in Hanoi,, not Washington." 
This element of the policy is the ultimate cowardice, and the 
policy makers who formulated it should be excoriated for wsir 
complete avoidance of responsibility. It was mir Government^ 
which sent the servicemen to Indochina, it was our Coyemment 
which abandoned them, and it is our Government which is respon- 
for bringing them home. The answers are in Washington, not 
Hanoi. The policy makers do not have enough integrity to 
either tell the truth about the issue nor formulate ® Poljfy 
which will bring the live POWs hone. Indeed, to aypW t^t 
responsibility they have subordinated the POW-MIA issue to 
other foreign policy objectives (nomellxation) such that tte 
POWs ate in danger of being forever wiped off the slate. This 
is something this committee dearly needs to rectify. «»on 
government avoids responsibility for its actions, as has been 
happening so long with the POW-MIA issue, we as ^ricana have 
lost. 

•When somebody brings us proof of a live POW, we will move 
heaven and earth to bring him home." This is fraudulent on 
three frontar (1) it shifts responsibility for 
PONs away from the Government to individuals such as myseW; ( 2 ) 
the Government itself is sitting on mouhuins of clMSifl^ 
evidende of live POWS which no one else can see; and (3) even 
when presented with proof, as in the case of Donald Carr, the 
Govenment proves itself impotent. 

"We have more inteUigance reiources than ever _ 

to the POW-MIA issue.- This is the classic 

to any problem — throw more money at it (and it still will not 

bo resolved). It does not take 500 intelligence analysts sM a 

POM-WA office in Hanoi to -resolve" the 

such a saoke-snd-mlrroro approach is certain ta fail 

deceitful policy itself says there are no live POWsl All it 

takes is the Secretary of State getting on an 

and Vientiane with a mandate from the President to neyrtlate the 

necessary deal to bring hone the live POWs. And, we have all the 

bargaining chlpe we need in the form of normal commercial and 

di^omatic relations to strike such a deal. It is that simple. 

-We have looked into our files snd we can't find any proof 
of live POWk." Here, the Government is trying to have its 
cake and eat it, too. This Committee needs Jo do the loo^^. 

The evidence is overwhetangthrt^s "fa,l««t»filnd alive 
and in oai^vity, the evidence is overwhelming that hhey still 
are alive today, and the Committaa needs to take the Initiative 
and do the ri^t thing; tell the truth and bring the men bona. 
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serve them as they served their country, and no one in our Govern 

that? The time is due; the POWs deserve it, 
it and the country deserves it. Tine and results clearly denon 
strata that the Defense and^ State JJuJ? JSther, 

honorably and. decently resolve the Indochina POW-HIA issue; racn , 
thij are trying to sake it go away through their ruthless deceit 
and cowardice. '9 


Don«.u., MIA in .ln=. II.iI.e8 

October 29, 1991 
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ADDENDUM TO THE REMARKS BT DR. JEFFREY C. DONAHUE 


The Role and Activities of the National Lea^e of 
Fan! lies of Aisrican Prisoners and Missing in 


Ladies and Gentlemen of the coamittee; 

(Please also refer to the attached document, "The National League 
of Fanilibs: tindenocratic, unfair and Unswervingly DediMted to 
Defending the U.S. Covemient's Lies, and Deceit on the Indochina 
POW-MIA issue".) 

I have been a member of the League since 1571. 1 served two 

terms on the Board of Directors in the nid-l970's and was elected 
to the current Board this past summer with the second-highest vote 
count. 

YOU may be aware that the' Executivo Director of the League and 
the past Board opposed the formation of the Select-Committee. 
Indeed, the Executive Director and leadership of the League 
oppose almost every initiative which is not "policy correct , 
iTeT, which is not supportive of the Government's POW-MIA policy. 
And now, the Executive Director of the League and her entrenched 
minions on the Board continue to hold this Committee in high con- 
tempt, as evidenced by their statements to the membership in the 
League Newsletter. For example, the Executive Director states in 
the October 21, 1991 Newsletter, "Hopefully, the (Select) Committee 
will not attempt to determine whether POWs are held or toe extent 
to which accounUbility can be achieved..." To the family mentors, 
as opposed to the totally pro-Govemment Executive Director, these 
certainly should be two of the Committee's principal mandates. 

The Executive Director and the entrenched members of the toard 
serve but one purpose which, sadly, is not the POH-MIA 
Rather, it is serving and only serving the Government s PW-MIA 
policy, a policy Itself which has been formulated and is being 
^rsued to Mke sure that no living POWs return from Indwhina 
to the embarassment of the Government. The League is little more 
than a mouthpiece for the Government and the Executive Director 
is for all practical purposes a spokesperson for 
The statistics for family participation in Uague 
the families' dismay and frustration regarding League activities i 
only 221 of eligible family members even bothered to vote in toe 
last election of Directors, and a 251 quorum consistently cannot 
be raised at the League Annual Meetings. It wuld a^a^at the 
family members have given up hope on the League. Furthe»re, tne 
League's financial support primarily ii through contri- 

butions including United Way. 

1 ran for the Board of Directors hoping to transform the toague 
into an entity serving the families instead of J 

now realise that this is impossible. Even though I am a Director 
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kMplng it that way. 

mk. - --- p(Mf>iiiX Dolicy would not hava what llttla 

ss-c- 

sgw^-iiSi'^r 

SJiTSS’.lSrilM. vho to only bolog «to tto PJ^fSS^ 

linJ! Mithor tno LotoU. mr tto Oovo HWMt 

faaillM Bupport covamawt policy. Indaad, tha Magua oaimo 

validly olai» to rapratant tha faalllta. 

1 baliava tha atandard for aValuatlng tha ?!„S! 

to finally cloaa tha hoota on tha Viatnan War and gat on Mxm 
futora. 

I would Ilka to nota that 1 do not baliava tha 
Diractor of tha Laagua and oartain Board aaabara do 

noa^ oM hoM. Bathar, in blindly acoaptl^ tha 

GovarhMnt^a POlHItt policy thay "?,"™'J“^2irtw'*St"puJp^ 
donlng tha llva POm bacausa tha policy haa exactly that purpoaa 

and consaquanca. 


terthar*of^llajor*!org!n J. Donahua, KK in Uoa alnca 12.13.68 


October 29| 1991 
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THE MATIOHXL LEAGUE OP FAKllIEa» UKDEM0C8ATIC, UHFAIR "*0 "KWraVlHCLY 
SbJjSteTtoWEHDIKG the il.s. GOVnUOUMT'S LIES AHD DECEIT OM THE 
IHDOCHXMA POW-MIA ISSUE 

By: Dr. Jeffrey C- Donahue, Manbar of Since I971_and^^ 

^ Brother of Maj. Morgan J. Donahue, USAF - HIA in LaoU 12/13/6B 


Tha u. S. Govarnaant'a POM-MIA policy has 
of coverup allegatipna over the yaara froa individuals 
end individuals and antitiaa outside Govarnaant. Sid 

Deoartaent or tha State Dapartaant "investigate" the allegations ana 
•ay, "Trust us; wa'va taken a look and affiraed there is J*®, ® JJP* 
one thing the Aaarican public can count on A* Sln®St 

allegations because anytiaa W»a Cova^nt says, "f"* J “f ' , i?" 5?^ 
it la ivinc. The Indochina POH-HIA issua is no different in^thls regard 
than MitaS»ta or tha Iran-Contra deal . Thank Cod that the Aaarican 
public knows batter. 

one wav tha Govsmaant perpatuatas its lies on tha isssua is ^ough toe 
National League of Faailias of Aaerican Prisoners of Mar and Missing^in 
SiSSSit mS! Jhl^GU. is «raly a >““thpi.c\fortt. Govj^^^ 
policy, and this brief aUtaaant explains how tha Laagua goes about it. 


Fundaaenttllyr dissenting opinion has no forua within the Uagua. 
Maabars are forbidden accasa to the aaabarship roster 
Bailing list. Questions at tha Annual Heating are savarly 
So press is allowsd during the oanaral Session at the Annual Masting. 

"once ffpon a tiasT dlssantlng opinion could ba pur before «>• J-Jjarsh^ 
the Fora of resolutions passed at Regional Hastings Those rsTOiu 
tiona ware distributed to tha aaabarship for voting prior to tha Amual 
lilSnS^lI aallings^ccoapaniad by the voting for Board aaabaw. How- 
IHlr.^a Board also exhorted '^!!llIIl®JIuld^‘* 

were considered contrary to League -dlrecUon." 
read only tha resolutions and the recoaae^tioni to y^agaiMt 
Mo defense or explanations of the resolutions were allowed. And, the 
recoaaandatlons to vote against tha raaolutiona usually ware P*'*^*P^ 
or a nags long when tha resolutions theasslvas were only a few senten* 
IL ^2Ibera never had a chance to hear the other side and never had a 

dropped, so not oven tha resolutions can be put before the aeabarship. 

xt tha other extreae, the Ejwcu^va Director of the Leagu e h as a^ 
totally <"«««« 7 »«f»fTed forua froa which to espouse . 

poh-kia 0011 ^. 8^1 also distributes her oewonal views at 
Sriodic MlUngs (for exasple, her 6/14/91 letter) 
and in the Newsletter. Opposing opinions are never printed in any 
tSgS SSuHSSt L. totot. contrwy to tot 



are attacked without the aembershlp ever having the chance to aake up 
their own ninds by being given both e ides of the story. 

The Executive Director and the Board say that the League speaKs . 

the POW-MIA families on the issue, , and State/Dop 9fJ:en cUe the League 

as the "voice" of , the families. This, true form, is just _ 

another deception, in the first Instance, many 

the National Alliance of Familiea for the Jn^the^ ^ 

Serviceaen - World War ll/Korean War/pold 

second, there is a Universe 

many belong to the Uague such that it rspresento^thr -voice. Pin 
ally, it is not certain as to what comprises a family. . . 

proMbility the League would hays folded years ago if membership had 

not been extended to aunts, uncles and grandparents. 

Dissenting opinions ate vehemently suppressed at the Annual' Heating 

and dissenters who either state 

are threated with the hotel Security •>®P®*^®"i, 

was at last year's Masting for merely P®®®J®9 

Questions are not allowed of Government officials at the Meeting^ ^ 
except to inocuoua junlor^level personnel such as those representing 
CIIHI and JCRC. 

Experts on the POH-MIA issue from outside COveraaent whose 

«?oplnlons differ from the Govemaent/League position n®v®r“® _ 

invited to appear at the Annual Meeting, nor ^ are their 

printed in League document. Some of these 

acclaimed for their knowledge and research on 

apples include Bill Paul, Tom Ashworth, Jim Sanders, »»9®Jj® 

Sen. 'Robert Smith, former Cong. John Rowland, former cong. Billy^. 
Hendon and members of the POH-MIA research team of the Senate Ppreign 
Relations committee Republican sttff. The galy opinion® g!®®*!!””,^. 
the League membership are those in ®“PP2T?i®ii®2!!?^J 2«iSiv ^ 
anyone think, concomitantly, that Col. Millard Peck, 
resigned as head of the Defense Intelligence A9®|wy'® 

OfflceTwlll be invited to appear at the Rnnual P”5J2 the 

different view of the Government's policy? Of course not. Indeed, the 
League has become a party to the Government's ooverup. 

Of course, ^ will be invited to ajppear before the Annual Meeting? 
only representatives of the D.S. Government - tts wry ■®>“.P®^1® 
who formulated and now perpetuate the Government's lies on the issue. 

Sadly, the whole POH-MIA issue has corns to the point where to know tte 

truth one has to go outsidt the Uague a^ the f^e^t. The tr^ 

is that American serviceman were knowingly abandoned 

tlvlty in Indochina and remain there today. The League ®»* the Govern 

ment are so dedicated to supressing that trutt and Ins^d 

the issue that they have concocted a policy which ppec^udes the live 

POHs from coming bone. 

If the Government and the League wanted the live POHs home, they would 
be hone, It is that simple. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
MCAOouAHTim Ain ronci MiuTAnr MtniOMnii. ciNT«n 

nANooLnMAi«ronciiA»«T)< Ttnwooi 


Colonnl V.J. Donthu*, USfcF, Ricirtd ^ iNOV 1990 

Box 1236 

Cocoi Btach FL 32931 
bitr Colontl Doaahut 

Wa ara in raealpt of chraa elnalflod docuaanta that watt 
originacad by cha Cantral InCalUgattc a Agaacy (CU) which hawa 
baan aiaocUetd with yout ton, Kajor Jon«bua. Thay 

ara idaacifiad aa folloyt: , • J 

CIA 0920222 Apt 87 (Saerot), CIA Citt 39U00 

CIA 0919312 Jul 87 (Sactat), CIA Clea 345934 

ClA 1819162 Fab 88 (Sactat), CIA Clta 907494 

Tha CIA baa daclihad ralaaaa 

docuaaaca to you uodar axaoptioaa (b)(1) and (b)(3) of cha 
Fraadoa of loforMtioB Act (lOIA). Howavar, thay hawa aakad 
Chat wa adwiaa you of yoiit tight to appeal tbalt daclalon in 
chit ragard through tha CIA lafoeoatloB lawiaw Coaoittaa. Thoit 
addraaa iat Coacral latalllgtaea Agaaejr, laforaatloo aod 
Ptivaey Coordlaacpt, UaahiagCoB, O.C., 20505. 

Ploaaa eoacaec oo out toll ftoa caltpboaa llaa (800-331-5501) 
if you hawa furchat quaatiooa eOBoaraiog chia aactar. 


1 Aceh 

rOIA Eaaapcion 
Explaaacioo Shaac 


Sioearaly 



Chiaf, Miaaiog Pataoaa Oiwiaioa 
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CovnlHtiBpna.^ 



Colonel V. J. Donahue, USM, Retired 
Box 1256 - 

Cocoa Beach, Florida 32931 

Reference: F8S-130p 

Dear Colonel Donahue: 

Thlf is to acknowledge receipt of your 23_ Mov^et 199 
letter regarding three CIA document! located by the Air Force 
in reiponie to your request to then for information regarding 
your son. Major Morgan Jefferson Donahue. 

We will be in touch regarding your co^erns in the neat 
future. In the meantime, your patience and understanding will 
be appreciated. 
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JMPR 1991 


f..|onr;l V. ,1. Dr.M', Hi't i lO'l 

Bor. 1250 

i.Mcoa lJ«ach. Fl')i iiJn 
neference: FB8-13l)n 
Donr Colonel Ooniliiie; 

This is a Eoll(»w-M|t i.») , '' leLler roqardlnti 

your 23 NovembHi 1990 rpqner.l lor tiociiments pertaining to your 
son. Major Morgan Jefferson noiiahne. USAF. 

We have finished onr review of the three documents referred 
to In vniir r»T H »..mnhnr ir»| ini nncl IVavo forwatded our 
determinations to the Air For'-p Cor their direct response to 


Tliis conclufler. all CIA act ion on your request. 


Inforjti.H'.ion and Privacy^doordiMator 



Colonel V. J, D^nehue, USAF, Retiri 

PO Roe II5R 

Coco* n»ec(i FI, 3 29 31 


Ai 1 proaliiit in my 13 H«y 1991 telephone etll, we hive itCiched ■ 
copy of I iiiilttee d which wii recently . received from the 

Centril Inte lTI|?Ulif'’JCjeircy (CIA). Additionally, CIA odlcUlt 
tequeitedwe Inform you that chay ere unable to confirm that the 
Individual cltad in tlili report le your ton, nor cm the iimcy 
vouch for the eeraelty of tha inforiiiUon contained in the report. 

r The CIA further eteted thet they hive ravtawad th^ other two / 
raporti dated 6 April and 9 July 1987 and dttarmlned that botlL , /. 
documanta iiuet continue to ba withheld in their entirety. 

Planae continue to contact iia if we ran be of lailatance to you. 


WlLLlAH R. rRAHPTON 
Senior T.laleon Officer 
MiaalniParaona Divialot 


2 Atch 

l. CxpLination of Exeaptlone 
-2. Max 1819162' Feb 88 


J / X. «V' 7^"-^ 







233 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

HCADQUARTtM AIR TORCC MIUTARY PimCMNIUCCriTtR 
NANOOLmAMroRCCRAUTX 7RII0400I 


Colon«l V.J. DooaIiu*, USAF, Racirtd lniiir --. 

PO Bos 1256 '*"*» '-I 

Cocot Bosch PL 32931 " ' — 

Dtar Colo'ntl Donthut 

At I projiiiad it mf 9 Augatt 1991 ttUphoBC call, tht atetcbtd 
Ucttr which wt rwetotly rtetivtd froa cbw DaftBat lotalligadco 
AgaBCp (DIA) with attachaoBCt it forwardad for your ioforaacioo. 

Ua ara ferwardlog Chit aaearial io kaapiag with our policy of 
providiai ovwrytbiag wa raeaiva which raltcaa to your aoa, Major 
Horgaa J, DoBabaa. 

If you bava aay qwatcioaa coaearaiag chit ioforaacioo or if wo eao 
ba of forebar aaaiataaca ip ebit ragard, plaata call ua on our 
Coll froa taltpboaa liaa (800-531-5901). 

Siaearaly 

WILLIAM t. riAltfTON 1 Ateb 

Saaior LiaUoa Officar DlA/POW-MlA Uttar, 

Niatiag toraoaa A laquiriaa Diriaioa 0-0663, datod 1 Aug 91, 

w/5 Baeloturac. 





WdlCMS KtH MKI MtllTIOi. I«l KFIBIO 10 IMniK 
IH( niSOMIS M IHI lOCitlONMM 1MI MU MU Mil 
•flUlMOAl, 

(OHOU'J m«l MS (MIIUI 10 IMIIIUU 110 li 
(DWmOOOMMM Uttra linos. tMUIOU MMm 
10 in II SMOH M MU 10 MU Nit SOI 01 Miouum 
MO riKimiin m n, oi mu iw ixmi. m iiu 
imiM.i Miw, tonin nm ii m louwis mouu. 
« M nu at HK to lUI imMTIlT. 

nou'S rum BMiMiiii ra Mmin stain nooi 
wfM MO Min n w tms mi oiricui ii — ' — 
IMUOflllMir 



Moiotfoa 

nOIOIMIlQIMMII 

wiloori 

4. DOMn-IMMIOMSaMV 
rnnoBKTiniiiiiTDion'vstr. coR ffiM 
flOKUu oocMcns MP raios wu M roaum n 
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department OF THE AIR FORCE 

HlAOQUAKTtM AIR rORCI MiUTARV PCRHMNttCCNnR 
RAROOlRHAIRFOACtiAWT* TRIW-MOI 


Colonel V.J. Donahue, DSAF, Retired ; ^ 9 NOV )888 

BO* 1256 

Cocoa Beach, FL 32931 
Dear Colonel Donahue 

In our 14 Oct 1968 letter, we forwarded a Defense intelligence 
Agency (DIA) report containing information which allegedly related 
to your son, Major Morgan J. Donahue. 

The photocopy naps mentioned in the DIA report, which were not 
available at the tine we forwarded the material to you, are attached 
for your information and retention. 

If we can be of further assistance, please contact us on our toll 
free telephone line (800-531-5501). 


1 Atch 
Haps 


Sincerely 



Chief, Missing Persons Division 
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PACE 00 


KSCHO 9'! Wit) ( «OQ/OB/Mj •05!09:35.0.0« 

2CZC 10:08 

: EHI DTC ; B8090809203B06 
, Rnszniu IIUEKJCS61) 15 25208ZO-SSSS-RUEALCX . 

ZNX SSSSS 

R 080B20Z SEP 68 : 

FH JCS UASKINCtON DC 
INFO RUEADVD/OCSA UASHtNCTON DC 
RUEHAAA/CNO UASHINGTOH DC 
RUEAHOA/CSAF UASKINCTOM DC 
RUEDADA/AFIS AKHS BOLLING AFB DC 
RUEHC /SCCSTATE UASHIHCTON DC 
RIONCC/CHC CC UASHIHCTON DC 
RUETIAH/DIRNSA FT GEORGE G HEADE ND 
RUEACNC/CKC VASHINGTDM DC 
RUCJAAA/USCINCSOC HACDIU AFB FL//SOJ2// 

RUETIAQ/HPC FT GEORGE C HEADE HD 
RUEALCX/SAFE 
R 08081 1Z SEP 88 

FH USOAO BANGKOK THAIUND//PU-H1A// 

TO mJEXJCS/DIA UASHIHCTON DC//V0.FU/DAK/DAH3// 

INFO RUEADUU/UHITEHOUSE UASHDC//HSC HR CHILDRESS// 
RUEKJCS/SECDEF UASHDC//0ASD-ISA/PV-HIA// 

RUEXJCS/JCS UASHI)C//J5/0JCS.PU>HIA// 
RUHOHOA/USCINCPAC HONOLULU Kt//JP/J233/J3/'J36// 
RUEAIIA/CIA VASHDC/ZODO/PCS/LCC/NIL// 

RUHQBPA/CDR JCXC BARBERS FT HI 
RUEHXL/USDAO KUAU LUMPUR 
RUEHGP/USDAO SINGAPORE 
RUEKHL/USDAO HAHIU RP 
flUEKKK/USOLO HONG KONG 
BT . 

EZ1: - 

- SEaiOH 01 OF 02 BANGKOK THAILAN 46915 

EZ2: 

THIS IS A STOHY BEACH MESSAGE 
SERIAL: (U) HR 6 029 0456-88. 

COUNTRY: (U) THAILAND (TH). 

SUBJEa: HR 6 029 0956-B8/NAHES OF AHECED 

LIVE PW IN SAVANKAKHET PROVINCE. 


t 


UARNINC: (U| THIS IS AN IKFORHATION REPORT. NOT 
FIHAai EVALUATED INTEaiCENCE. THIS 
REPORT 


DEPARTNENT OF DEFENSE 


^ d/4 




SUWWflY; - '-C</Jc. . Vii-'^ 

PROVIDED A LIST OFJaUD PW/MU NAMES AND A MAP OF > 
ANOTHER PH DETEMTIMSITE OBTAINED THOM UO — -l/ 
RESISTANCE SOURCES. ALLEGED US PH ARE SAID TO BE 
HELD IN EASTERN SAVANNAXHET PROVINCE. ENCLOSURES. 

I CaSii^ SOURCE SUBHIHED THE FOLLOUINC 
TRANSCRIBED ENGLISH LANGUAGE LIST TO THE US NAVAL 
ATTACHE, BANGKOK. UUIICE STATED THAT THE NAMES AR E 
THOSE or LIVE PH C APTIVES PRESENTLt HOJJ JNHOS ' 

pwuiimm ■* t 

RESISTANCE PERSONNEL (NTI). THE ORIGINAL IS 
FORNAROES AS AN ENCLOSURE. 

CA(^ USAF 

ARRANGE A HECTIHC UITH SOURCE. ^S MEETINd ^ 
OCCURIE O ON 22 AUG M A T 1830 HOURS. 

2. « . „> AT THIS HEITIIIC. source PRESENTED STONY 
BEACH INTERVIEUERS UITH A PHOTOCOPY OP A HAP SKETCH 
OF THE SITE UHERE ADDITIONAL LIVE US PU ARE ALLEGED 
TO BE HELD. THE ORIGINAL OF THIS SKETCH HAS ALSO 
OBTAINED FROM LAO RESISTANCE PERSONNEL. IT BEARS 

< T HE APPARENT UTH COORDINATES "(KD.BSB?)". PROBABLY 
//UTMCOORDS «8QXDi537//. UHICH WOULD PLACE THE SITE 
/•IN EASTERN SAVAUNAKHET PROVINCE. -THE PHOTOCOPY HAP 
US FORUAROED AS AN ENCLOSURE. 

3. SOURCE DECLINED TO ELABORATE ON. THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES PERTAINING TO THE INFORMATION 
CONTAINED IN THE TVO DOCUMENTS, AND STATED THAT IT 
PROBABLY WOULD NOT BE POSSIBLE FOR STONY BEACH TO 
KECT THE RESISTANCE PERSOHNa INVOLVED. SOURCE DID, 
HOWEVER, INVITE STONY BEACH TO SUBMIT WRITTEN 
QUESTIONS CONCERNING THESE DOCUMENTS OR OTHER 
ITEMS/AREAS OF INTEREST. THE QI^IONS ARC TO BE • 
PASSED TO SOURCE THROUGH r 


A. TWO DAYS UTER, THE US NAVAL ATTACHE 

PASSED STIHIY BEACH TWO PHOTOCOPY NAP SEHIONS 
PRMIOEO BY SOURCE. NOTH ARE OF EASTERN SAVANNAKHn 




PROVINCE. ONE HAS A MARKER HIGHLIQfflHG' COORDINATES 
, ID6537, RPPRREHTLY THE POINT DESCRIBED IN 

IM15 ■ ' ' 
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wov >> oii»ts9ri6 

SOBJI JCRC -wpf HFABStY O F »HCHICtN PRISONERS ^ 

IN L*ns ■ . C^^rr/r*^ 


/iu*. 


2. 8UMM«V| 80URcrREPl)RT8MEAB8AY0F26ir'^‘^ tl^iii*- 

AHERIC4NS CURRFNT(.Y AEINR MELD IN A CAVE IN 

LAOS. 8dllRCr STATED TMAT IS ABLE TO 
OBTAIN RECENT PIIOTOCRAPHS or SEVEKAL OF the PRISONEflS 

NHKH MERE JSTAlNrh FMOH A LAU COilUCT. 

s. ' INFpnPATtnNt SOURCE REPURia THAT ‘pITHIN 
THE PAST HDNTH* . tiAS HEfN TN CONTACT (llTH A LAO KHO 
HAS TOLD APOUT AND SHONN : PRUQF OF AMfRICAN 

PRISONERS MHO AHE RElNC mO IN UOS 4 SOURCF STATED 
. that THE LAO, NHOSr MA^E DOES HOT NISH TO REVEAL AT 

THIS TIME, recently CROSSED INTO THAILAND FROM LAOS AND 
hade CONTACT NITH SOURCE. THE LAO TOLD THAT HE HAD 

observedalocatiuninnuccedmountaihsinthetri- 

BORDER (IADS, VIETNAM, CAMBODIA) AREA MHERE 388 

AMERICANS ARE presently BFlNC HELD. SOURCE MAS TOLD ^ tr 

THAT UNTIL RECENTLY THERE MERE 270 PRISONERS. BUT TEN fh 

HAD DIED DUE Ifl POOH HEALTH. SOURCE STATED THAT HAD -ft TL-t. 

MAILED A LIST OF STY NAMES TO JCRC AND INOUIRED IF JCRC / <^ 7 P.A: 

REP HAD RECEIVED TVE LIST. MMEM INFORMED THAT JCRC HAD 'Uc . 

NOT RECEIVED SUCH A LIST OR A»|V OTHER hril FROM SOURCE, ^ 

. SOURCE MATED THAT,, CnUl D ONLY RECALL THAT ONE or THF 
IK-PEOPLE ON LIST MAS A MAH NAHFU ^MR‘. MORGAN.* . 

STATED THAT HECiLLCO THIS NAi«E BitAUSE IT MAS THE . . 

MOST important ONE. BUT PH^ ASKED HNV, mISN'T SURE. 

«. SOURCE STATED THAT HIS LAO contact had CONE 

TO THE AREA HImSFlF AnD OBSCPVEU THAT THE 3fcA PRISONERS 
MERE being HELD TN a CAVE AT THE FOOT OF A LANCE KARST 
mountain. There is only a single road into the valley# 

AND IT IS MELL CIIAROEDI OftLY RESUPPLY TRUCKS TO THE 
CAVErPRlSON ARP allured In. ACCORDING TO SOURCE, 

LAO CONTACT IS RELATED TO ONE OF THE GUARDS PHO 
EXPRESSED irlTERElT.IN HELPING THE amchICAN PRISONERS 
RETURN TO FREEnOw tp ME And niS men c'JULO ALSO IE 
ACCDMNOPATCO. .SntlRCC SAID that THE LAO SHQMED HIM SIX 
RECENTLY SHOT CULpa PHOTOGRAPHS MHICH |riO<iCD EIGHT OR 
MINE OF THE AMfRlClH PRISONERS AT THE CAVC-PRlSON. 

SOURCE SAID that ' DID NpT KHON THE EXACT LOCATION. OF 
IMF CAVE, lUT THAT.HIS FRIEND HsD BEEN THERE AND COULD 
PROBABLY DRAW A map SHOmTNG THE LOCATION. / / 


243 


S. SOURCF stated THAT MOULD BE MILLINR TU 

COOPERATE, Kill uuit.rrn t.. yyin,. TIE g." 

m illion dollar WCHAkS , HAD HEARD ABOUT IN THE MENS 
RECENTLV. JCRC REA.^i AlMFt) THAT THF U.!l' tntfFRMMfUT 
g^.N0T QFFpiNC A RENARD AND 010^. SUPPOR T THE 
Mnn CROUP HtlO. IS ADVERTiail|l!*TH|!'RgKAHD . JCHC REP 
ALSO POINTED OUT THAT MANY PFDPLC HAVE BEEN INQUIRING 
RECENTLY ABOUT, THE,.REMArO, AND CAUTIONED SOUpCE, NOT TO 
BE TOO QUICK TO BELIEVE EVERY RUHUR HEARS*. SOURCE 
INSISTED THAT the tNFuRHATION HAS IS‘ VALID# STATING 
ImiLr ‘BtLF. JCIjC REP IMPRESSED ON 

KK GROUP HMO MAS 
BINCERE# NOTHING COUlO BE DONE 
‘ ^0 EVALWATA THE IVF0R“ATION 

SnURCf ACRCFD# AND SAID 

MOULD ATTEMPT TO ORTA IN TmF PHOTOS AND A H*P SHomINC 
■ AND send Them TO JCRC by 

HECISTEHEO mail As SOON An POSSHLE, DEPENDING ON NItEN 
SEES LAn 8IHINCE NEXT. 


/V^#A • 

77-. 



244 


\ UrtCSi nU t7 PS; 697053P30' 

> JCRC li.aisjk e*^:^uK th . 

0 CDR JCHC BA«?9fRS PT Ml : 

NFO USCINCPAC MOnOLULU Hl//J2/j3/J36// 

U hASMImHON OC/VVP-Pa// JC5 h»SH0C//J5/Prt-MlA// 

ECDEF KiSH0C//3ASD-IS*/P«-Hl»// A“EMB»SSY VIENTIANE 

HCONSUL UDORN 

HITEMOUSE M$h3C//vSC/mR C‘<1LDRESS// 

JBJl JITrCUpT TB7-#85» PO** HUNTER REPORTS OfFEK 

TO AMERICAN POA OID-OATA 

SUMHARti SOURCE REPORTS A CONTACT 


DURINO NHICH 

tSPlAYEO BIOBRAPhIC OAT* AND A flNBERPRlNt CARD OF AN 
.LECED AMERIRcAN PDK. 

SOURCE stated THAT RECENTLY 

INTERCEPTED' ONE OF SOURCE'S 'MEN' AND INFORMED MlN 
HAT HE KAO information about AN AMERICAN PRISONER. HE 
hEN SHOWED SOURCE'S 'MAN' THO PIECES OF PAPERI ONE NAS 
PRINTED BIO-FORM FILLED IN IN HANOmRITINC, SOURCE'S 
AN recalled that the name on; the form has -MORGAN SAY- 
PHONETIC SPELLTN5), THE OThER PIECE 

take fingerprints and 

^ .lecedlt contained the latent fingerprints of the 
aericaai prisoner, . _ - 
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PACE:001t» 

EHVEIOPE 

COSN s LGXOifl HCii s 89236/i»Rl63 TOP : 8g23623R5 
anCZYUW RUEKJCS8R75 23623R2-CCCC-RUEALCX. 

ENT CCCCC 

HEADER ■ 

8 .2<J23R22 AUG 89 

FM JOIIJT, STAFF WASHINCTCH DC 

IHFO RUEALCX/SAFE 

R 2918252 AUG 89 

FH DIA MASHIHCTOM DC//PH-HIA// 

TO RUEHfiK/USDAO BANCXOK TH//PW>HIA// 

INFO RUEHBK/JCflC LIAISON BANGKOK TH 
RUHQBPA/CDR JCRC BARBERS PT HI 
BT 

CONTROLS 

C-0961/PW-H1A 

BODY 

SUBJ: UPDATE OH POSSIBLE LAO, SOURCE IN THAILAND WITH PH INFO (U) 

REFS; A. DIA/PW-MIA MSC 1519952 MAY 89, SUBJ: POSSIBLE LAO 
SOURCE IN THAILAND WITH PH INFO (U). 

jh. DIA/PM-MIA MSC 121990Z JUN 89, SUBJ: SAKE AS REF A. 

1. y THIS IS THE THIRD IN A SERIES OF UPDATES OH LETTEPi SElfT 
FROM THAI RESIDEMT 

2. IN HIS LATEST LETTER, DATED 22 JULY 1989, STATES 

THAT AMERICAN POU CAPTAIN MORGAN DONAHUE IS BEING HELD IN THE 
AREA OF LAO BAO . OH THE UO-VIETHAH BORDM, AND THAT HITH THE SUM 
OF 30,000 BAHTr ^ CAN GET BlOCRAPl^ INFORMATION FROM HIS 
SOURCES HITH RECARITTO DONAHUE. ^ ASKS THAT HIS \m NOT 
SHOW ON-CORRESPONDENCE (BEARING THE HONEY) FROM BUT 

THAT THE HONEY BE SENT IN CARyiF LAO REFUGEE ^ 

3. L'JCLOSED WITH LETTER IS A PHOTOGRAPH CF AH 

ALLEGED FH, WITH THE ANNOTATION, "BEHTSONT BILLY, H-J-R, 9)8-70- 
7297A, CATHOLIC. USA". THE NAME BILLY BENSON FIRST SHOHEO UP IN 
REPORTING IH 1987 WITH CLAIMS THAT HE WAS A PW. THE NAME IS 
BOGUS; THERE IS HO ONE MAMED BEKTSOHT, BEHTSON, OR BENSON KISSING 
OR UNACCOUNTED FOR IN SOUTHEAST ASIA. 


ADHIH 

BT 

V8975 

MNIJN 
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iuz JAN at rsi 


NATIONAL . 

f FORQET'ME-NOT Assoc. 

' ForPOW-MlA's.Inc. 

WALTER B, O'REILLY 

Nuorwi Mkim 
CoOwmmSo^EvMi 

NaitaMlHdoVI. ' P.O. Bok iS'- 


. •• B M-1 C-ai 

jcn LJAisiiw hn;ap« ta 

J C0« JMC lAAflUS M 
iNfO UinNCPAC NOSPLULU Ml//J2/JJ/Jlfc// 

OU MAMIWIOV «//«-»./< PniOAlTT 

AMCNIASST VaCHT-UXC aUCDHSVW NMW 

AfRAC AANOOtPH Afa Uf/%KUf 

StCPCF AASHPC//3*>0 *IS*^A<i-AU///MO»1TY . ^ 

AHHCHDusi aajmoc/ajc/aa cailOpes*^^ pajoaitt 

*r aicujii'pj jf oj wt‘*s®Y lA-iCAQA •Pip* »• 

J*‘i II 

lUIJt JCIC API Tl|»lll 


*• 83UACC ALJO P»3»10t0 

THt NAAIS OP ThACC ALLCCCD A*<CIICin PRISOnCAS nHICn TiC 
YKTNANtSt "CRt CaNJIOCWiC RtltASlNS TO 6CNt«AL PtSStt 

3N TnC occasion op 113 VUIT TO HANOI IN AUGUST 1987. 
END SUNNAIY, 

It. ■' ■■■'"' ■ ' - ‘ 

ASAtO JC«C ICP IP Nr ftA) ANilt IHfct OUlltAG TnC AUCUSi 
•yCSSCt VllIT* to nAN 31, mt VUTiARtSt nCNC PNtPARtO TO 
TURN 0*tN AtHN OR tlBHt LI PC P3«*5 W PtSSlT *1310 TnIn 
mAT INCT iiANltO TO HLAR*. |1 TUhNtU OUT. NC CONtlNUtP# 
NA* N:T A| PORTnCDMIRS as the T NAD NOPtOi 

tS**® i!® iii*®'?*** "E^E 3»E». SOURCE STATIP 

TNiT ^ * >***■■■■ 


RCTuitiiECS. aERC ALLEKOlt 
ON TNC LAO atoi flP LAOPVIETRan 
•OSO trOURlNfi- tNC IaLW, I9URCC If aTEO TnAT Af TER 




vi/ ■ 


249 





DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORGE 

HFADOUARTSHS air fORCe M.LITARV RSRBONNEt CINTCR 
RANDOLRM AIR Fonct BABE TX TBIflO'eOOl 


Colonel V.J. DonahuB, USAF, Retired 
Box:l256 

Cocoa Beach FL 32931 
Dear Colonel Donahue 

The attached document, which we recently received from the 
Department of State, haa been declaasified/ianitlted and is 
forwarded for your inforoation. 

Contact ua when we can be of aailstance to you. 


Sincerely 



Senior Liaison Officer 


Misaing Peraona B Inquiriea Div^aion 


1 Atch 

JCRC LNO 01123U 
Apr 86 Heisage 
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KEKORXNDUK for RECORr 


, CJ 


.^c4^ 


V Y- Si 

21 AUGUST 1987 O f- c. ^rxiy>r^ ^uv-- Z / 

SUBJECT! INTERVIEW OF 


i. BACKCROUNGi ON 7 AUGUST 1987, DIRECTED THAT 

AK JHTERVIEW BE CONDUCTED AS SOON AS PRACTICAL WITH 

FOR m PURPOSE OF 

OBTAINING HIS INFORMATION PURPORTEDLY REGARDING U.S. PW'S 
STILL IN CAPTIVITY IN THE AREA BETWEEN SEPONE. LAOS AND KHE 
SANH. SRV.* SOMETIME BUSINESS ASSOCIATE OP 

FORWARDED TO A FROM CONTAINING THE 

INFORMATION HAD IN HIS POSSESSION. I UTER INFORMED 

BY TELEPHONE THAT 1 WISHED TO INTERVIEW 
DIRECTLY AND SET UP A TIME RND DATE FOR THE INTERVIEW; 
SUBSEQUENTLY AGREED TO MEET ME AT 


A. HAD reported OTHER INFORMATION DURING 1966 

THAT PROVED TO BE OF NO VALUE. HE ALSO UNDERWENT A 
POLYGRAPH EXAMINATION REGARDING THAT INFORMATION THAT 
RESULTED IN INDICATIONS THAT HE WAS DECEPTIVE TO QUESTIONS 
REUTING TO DELIBERATELY PROVIDING FALSE PK/MIA INFORMATION 
AND CONSPIRING WITH OTHERS TO PROVIDE SUCH INFORMATION TO 
THE USG. ACCORDING TO WANTED TO "CLEAR 

K:? SAXE' BY PROVIDING FURTKE? INFCF.'-'AITON. 


SEST COPY AVAILAI',’ 
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MEET PERSOS'S WHC K^V HAVE BEEN AELE TC PP.C’V::! CF. EEAACH FT-n 

US PW/MI A 1 kfcrma: : cn . s : nce that meeting , has 

maintained OCCASIONAL CONTACT WITH , ; IS 

nr<;rRlBED AS ASr'JT , 


B. AFTER A TELEPHONE CONTACT WITH (DATE 


UNRECALLB) - -lET WITH HIM AT ROOM IN HIS - 

HOTEL. IN BANGKOK, ~ THE MEETING TOOK PLACE CN 


APPROXIMATELY 20 JUL 19B7. NO ONE ELSE WAS PRESENT. 

STATED THAT LAO CHINESE "SCOUTS" FROM A 
ORGANIZATION. HAD RECENTLY RETURNED FROM A FORAY NEAR THE 
LAO/VIETMAK BORDER AND PROVIDED WITH INFORMATION ON US 

PM'S AND GAVE ' SIX PHOTOGRAPHS OF AN ALLEGED AMERICAN 

PW AND OF THE CAMP IN WHICH HE WAS KEPT. THE PHOTOS WERE 
TAKEN ABOUT 4E TC i'. DAYS PRIOR TO THE 
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(SEI ATTACHED PHOTOS). ACCORDING TO . THEY SAID THAT 
APPROXIMATELY 50 US PW'S ARE BEING KEPT AT VARIOUS CAMPS IN 
GROUPS OF SEVEN TO TEN IN AN AREA BETWEEN SIFHONE, LAOS AN? 
KKE SANK, SRV. THE SENIOR PRISONER WAS A MAN NAME? '’KORGAN" 
WHO REPORTEDLY HAS A FAMILY IN TA.MPA, FLORIDA. MORGAN WAS 
SUPPOSED TO HAVE WRITTEN A LETTER IN 1968 TO 

HOW THIS 

INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED BY THE SCOUTS WAS UNCLEAR TO 

A.SOTHER AMERICAN PW KEPT IN THE CAMP WAS A MAN 

WHO 

SUFFERS FROM A PARTIAL MEMORY LOSS. SOME OF THE PRISONERS 
WERE KEPT IK 'MENTAL ISOLATION-* AND SOME WERE NARCOTICS 
ADDICTS'AGCORDIHa TO THE SCOUTS. ^E ARW IN WHICH THE PW'S 
WERE KEPT WAS PROTECTED BY 

(VIETNAMESE). COULD PROVIDE NO FURTHER AMPLIFYING 

INFORMATION. 

/ 

C. ON ABOUT THE 2eTH OF JULY, 1967, MET AGAIN 

met with in a different 

ROOM. WOULD NOT DISCLOSE EXACTLY WHICH ONE. AT 

THAT MEETING JIMPLY PROVIDED WITH A HAND 

SKETCHED KA? OF THE UO/VIETNAM BORDER REGION FROM THE EAST 
CHINA SEA 7D THE SAVAKNAKET AREA. ON THE MAP AN AREA IS 
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EIXKEI' c:- A*:? LABLE? "PW Ari;.' HA? WRITTES ON 

THIS DXLVi:?” WHICH WAS APPROXIMATELY 11X14 INCHES IN SIZE. 

HE WROTE THE ENGLISH AND THE ARABIC .NUMERALS. THE OTHER 
writing CN IT IS IN LAG. ACCTMFANVING THE SHiiCn ON A 
SEPARATE PIECE OF PAPER WAS AN ENGL I SI- TRANSLATION OF THE 
LAC; THEY ARE MOSTLY PLACE NA.MES AND CORRESPOND TO THE 
ARABIC NUMERALS HAD WRITTEN ON THE SKETCH. 

COULD NOT OR WOULD NOT PROVIDE A NARRATIVE OF HIS DISCUSSION 
WITH JN THIS OCCASION EXCEPT TO SAY THAT THE MAP WAS 
OF THE AREA IN WHICH THE CAMPS WHERE THE, 50 US PW’S ARE 
KEPT. HE WOULD NOT FURNISH THE ORIGINAL (WHICH WAS A XEROX 
COPY) AND PROVIDED INSTEAD , AN 8X10 INCH COPY. 

D. CONSIDERS THE INFORMATION "SOFT* AND STATED 

that HE REQUESTED TO OBTAIN FURTHER PROOF OF THE 

EXISTANCEOF THE AMERICANS IN THE BORDER REGION. HE ALSO 
'ACKKOWLEDCED TKAT THE PHOTOS AP.E SO UNDEREXPOSED AS TO BE - 
ALMOST USELESS BUT SUGGESTED THAT THE DIA COULD DO SOMETHING 
TO ENHANCE THEIR QUALITY.. HE SAID THAT WAS TO GET IN 

CONTACT W7H HIM IN THE U.S. AS SOON AS HE COULD GET FURTHER 
PROOF. DID NOT AT FIRST WISH TO DIVULGE 

NAME BECAUSE HE WANTED TO MAINTAIN SOLE CONTACT WITH 
AND DID lOT WANT REPRESENTATIVES OF THE USG QUESTIONING 

DISCTLY. AFTER IT WAS E,'IPLAi:.T? TG HI.M THAT SOME Or 
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THE PERSONS W]7K KE HAO OEALT X'P.ING J96e KA:i. 

CONNECTIONS WITH THE SRV INTELLIGENCE SERVICES AND THAT 
needed 70 KNOW ALL INDIVID’JALS INVOLVED, 

RELLCTANTLY GAVE SAIIE AND LESTRIPTIDN. , ■ 

E. : REiL’ESTED THAT DNTACT KE DIRECTLY IN THE 

FUTURE, FURNISHED HIM WITH FOUR OF THE OFFICE'S TELEPHONE 
NUMBERS AND INSTRUCTED HIM TO CALL COLLECT. HE WAS 
CAUTIONED THAT HE SHOULD NOT INTIMATE TO ANYONE THAT HE 
WORKS FOR THE DIA, NOR WAS HE BEING TASKED BY US TO DO 
ANYTHING. AS IN THE PAST, ANY INFORMATION THAT HE COULD 
PROVIDE WOULD BE WELCOMED. 

F. ONE OF THE TOPICS TOUCHED UPON DURING THE INTERVIEW 

WAS ALLEGED MEETING WITH OF 

BANGKOK. _ HAD INFORMED ME DURING A RECENT VISIT 

THERE THAT HAD COME TO- HIM STATING-THAT WAS 

IN THAILAND TDY FROM THE DIA AND REQUESTED ADVANCE FUNDING 
FOR HIS TRIP. OF COURSE, DEMURRED. WHEN THIS 

WAS' BROUGHT UP DURING THE COURSE OF THE INTERVIEW, 

DENIED THAT HE TOLD !E WAS TDY FROM THE DIA, THAT 

HAS A SUPPOSED SOURCE OF FUNDS FOR PW/MIA INFORMATION 
AND SIMPLY WAS EXPLORING THE POSSIBILITY THAT HE 

MIGHT NOT HAVE TO USE HIS OWN MONEY WHILE KE WAS WAITING FOR 



KEN TC PRODUCE 


KEV^. 
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rHI FACTLTHAT 

WORKED FOR THE. DIA, AND DOES NOT NOW WORK FOR WERE. 
EMPHASIZED TCK IK. \ 

OS j 1 AUG'J.S' .*■£’ , I r.ET'.'ESTED ID DETER.MINL 
IF THE PHOTOGRAPHS PROVIDED BV , THE ONI PRCA'IDED BY 

AND THE "MAT" PHOTO ALLEGED TO BE OF 

WERE OF THE SAKE INDIVIDUAL AND TAKEN 

AT THE SAKE LOCALE . 

4. ON 17 AUGUST 1987, A 

SEARCH.HAS MADE FOR ANY UNIT NUMBERED IT 

HAS FOUND THAT A REGIMENT SUBORDINATE TO AN . UNIT 

LOCATED IN . EXISTS, AND A 

REGIME WITH THAT NUMBER IS SUBORDINATE TO THE 

OF THE . . SINCE THE LATTER IS A 

. UNIT, A PORTION OF ITJO.Y BE-LOCATED 
ALC.S'G which TRAVERSES THE AREA DEPICTED BY 

THE SKETCH. THERE IS NO BRIGADE, 

IN OUR HOLDINGS. 

5. COMMENTING OK THE QUALITY OF THE LAO LANGUAGE OK 

THE SKETCH MAP, NATIVE LAC SPEAKER SAID THAT 

THE INDIVIDUAL WHO DID THE WRITING WAS PROBABLY 
ASrvi TE: THIS CINCLUSIOK WAS 'ASII OS 
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» 0905UZ $tP »» *>8 ! lfc7«>l5P?t. 

fM JCI'C L1*18U«I Tm 

TJ COH JCRC BARBEVS ^1 Hi 

INFU OSCINCPAC hrtr,nL'iLU H1A/J2/JJ/J36// ' 

JC8 H*|hOC//J5/Ph-Hi*// SItOEP RASHOC/ZOASO-IJA/PH-Hl*/^ ,, 

»MEHB*85V VlEhTlANF AMC0N8UL UOOPN 

01* HA8H1.«10:. DC//tfO-P../P«H/p*H-J// 

<»MlTEH''u8l>*SHDC//v8t/^.R CnlLMltSS// 

SUBJt JCRC RP1 l*r-144l MEHBCR INVOLVED 

• *1TH MV* bF*PCH ‘ 

BEPi *. U&0*0 «»K/P«-vT* 0T0633Z *U6 871 HR k (I2« 

00S3 87 

- b. Oll/OAH.! 0223UI SEP 87 (11* ft 02« 00S3 B7 

•EV*L) ^ 

HE DECIDED TO QUIT Nil ACTIVE INVOLVENENTr 
41TH THE exception uP ONE C48EI HORQAN JEPPERION 
DONAHUE, taUNCE EXPLAINED THAT SAVE HIM A COPY 

OF A FLTER ftXITTFN IN LAD EXPLSlNlND THE CINCUMITANCEI 
OF. DONAHUE'S lOtB. BOUNCE LATER MUINED INFORMATION 
ABOUT AN INCIOENT NHlCN HE lELlEVEI MAY RELATE TO 
DONAHUE (hhICh HILL 8F REPORTED BT SEPARATE REPORT.) 

SOURCE SAID HE FELT SURRY FOR THE PANILT. AND nIIhCO TO V OTA 73 583 
)]•! 2R8II il 73)81)38 .‘ft •3)*93 SB 
S9 ,m73*S case. 
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Dtiar ty'' About th«s Unlt«)d StattfB PriiOner of wars 

I havB.Kupt all Information since 19, 2, 1981,Rlyht now we almost have . 
the real lnformation.Onc of bur agent dlscribes all details about tlte 
U.S.P.O.Ms.They told me to contact you and they gave me the Prisoners 
names but air incomplete detail. ,, 

l)Mr. Hacktor he has a wife and child llving. in ;the United 

states. Tins man also lives alone they said it would be very difficult 
to get him .alive they are 1 DOS . sure thw can get him with the head if 
necessary. Il Mr.Mortgan Sheffer.Sundomal u.He was born 2-S'1944,hl8 plane 
A.C.123.The Plane serriai Nl 32931.lie lived with. other 6. Amur leans, it 
would also be very difficult to rescue him because they have. a . strongly 
security, if you need his picture, B.l.O.Oi signature it's possibie they 
can get it,beslce these things, if we have the plane, signcl for the plane 
, and quick landing they are 100% sure we can'get then. The P.L.Aaent said 
they will send their people to oiir camp to serve a* rniiatwrai.ir rn^ 

tevcuu plans are not successful they will 'die ror iu .a* the 
rescue plans are auccesafui what is the United States go ing to do help 
or support them 7 Please lend us the information and complete details, 
they said this Operation would cost |1, 500. 00. before actually launching 
the Operation they will nbt-sccept this money however if they are unable 
- to reBeue'~the P.O.Hs.They will not get the money would you- please check 
their names if it’s true, If It's ture please get plane and 11,500. 00. and 
lend them CO we In the near future we will know about pcsAtion of the 
p/o.W.S.lf the PI. are brave enough to really riak their lives we will 


the victory. 

How do you feel about contacting each other ? do you want me 
to phone you and if so do you have any aecret code that we can ute if you 
have a secret code plesse send it to me ss soon as possible. If the United 
states agrees to send the rescue team to me ,1 will not provide at the 
same team because the old Commando team was well know by Thai and 


;... ek (.Oiaiblu.«e aTv btiiai.'. 

the U.S. P.b.W.s will cl.ungu their location. The U.S.POWs.Aie Instructors. 

Pleaae keep all this Information secret don't tell any boby 
because it would be dangerous for. the P.O.Ms.ln my team no one knows yet 


i 


265 


INDOCHINA POW TIMELINE 

% 


% 


YQ. Aiec/i DiDlEli^ 

irs TIME TO BRING THEM HOME, 


Priparad by 

DR. JEFFREY C. DONAHUE 
(■oim arm mmw a oonhe. uuf, im - uss, ttc. u, tin) 

_ FEBRUm I9W 






OMrlbuM by 
ConnteKetit Chopitr 

National r orft f No Mol Moo ol o M on for POWAllAi. bie. 
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rbr background regarding POW In indochinfc, this Timeline stirte with 
the following: 

danoary 4, 11(5 fliioutlllM "Vlatnaarrortana'a teapegoafc,* p. 24. 

•^After the fall of Oienblenphu in May 1954, a fresh inaczlptlon was 
ehiselad in the gray stone Mr aaioeial in the little Breton town of 
Plaudihan. Lettered in gold,, it read: *ywes La Bray, awrt pour la 
Prance.' Idled for Prance] And on All paints Day every year 
thereafter, aoMone froei the Le Bray family joined In placing a wreath 
tasldc the plaque honoring rves and other heroes of Plaudihen who had 
died for Prance. 

Last week, however, who shonld be sipping Win ronge* in a local cafe 
but Yves La Bray-rather the worse for wear, but still alive.... 

Le Bray's lost decade began... when he ms a 21-year-old PPC serving as 
a radioaan with a Proneh artillery battalion near the port of Haiphong, 
in North Viatnaa. Aahnshad while on night petrol, Le Bray spent the 
next six Mnths in a conaonist ptisan eaap. And at Mr's end, instoad 
of being retorned to Prance like snst of his fellow prisoners, he ms 
packed off by the North Vletnaaese Oovernaent to Langson, near the 
Chinese border, to becoaw a slave laborer.... 

Having lost all trace of hia, Prench authorities presuawd that Le Bray 
had been killed in action and thus it ms that his naae ms added to 
the 'aonuneht anx alerts' back in Plaudihen.... 

Bventually, Mrs than ton years after his capture, the Prench Legation 
in Hanoi found out about Le Bray, obtained his freedoa, and sent hia 
winging ho^rd aboard an Air Prance jet.” 

COMflHTt Pollowing the Prench defeat in Indochina, the North 
Vietnaaese procUiasd that all the Prench PONs had been 
given back to Prance and that there were no aore French 
POM in captivity. Le Bray ms living proof to the 
contrary. Today, the Vietnaaese say the sbm thing about 
Aasrican POM. Blgidly following the SUlinist aodel, the 
North Vietnaaese did not consider captured Prench 
serviceaen as POM, nor do they so consider captured 
Aasrican sexvlcsasn as pom. Bather, the POM are *Mr 
criainals” who in the Btalinist doctrine -are stateless 
Individuals. Thus, the North Vietnaaese could and do say 
they have been holding no Prenchaon, Aaericans, nor any 
POM, while at the sane tlae it is precisely what they have 
been doing. 


fuoary 23, 2173 1|21 PUBi. aig— — t. chap, vxxx. Article 
22. (fhe AgraaaeBt was iaituieTand aaaeai)^ on January 23, 2973 and 
was sigaed January 27, 2173.1 

•The united Ntates anticipates that this agreeaent will usher in an era 
of reconciliation with the Doaocratic lopublic of Vistnaa as with all 
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the pioplee of indo-chlna. In puttuance of Iti traditional policy, the 
United Ititea will contribute to healing the wounds of war and to post- 
wei reconstruct ion of the Denocratlc Republic of Vletnan and throughout 
Indo-Chlna." 

OonflRtT: The Parle Peace Agraeaent, negotiated by Henry Kiselnget 

and ratified by Congrees, coaaltted the United states to 
rebuilding North Vletnan and all of Indochina. Preildent 
. Nixon, in a eoetet letter to Vletnan Prenlar Phan Van Dong 
(quoted later), afflrned the Inount of that leeonitructlon 
aid at 13.2$ bllilen, with food and other connodlty aid of 
up to II. S billion, in other words, to Induce North 
Vletnan to sign the Agresnent the United States pronlssd to 
"pay up; " In a very real sense, the United Itates tried to 
buy Its way out of the wet. The eholee of words, *Era of 
Reeonelllatlon* and •Post-Nir Reeonsttnetlon* were 
trenendons enbelllshasnta given the reality of the 
•itoation in Viotnu, and aervsd to falsely build North 
Vietnaa's expectations. 

The North vietnaaese, having no teason to Urnst the 
united Itates, aetdfd collateral for their own protection 
regarding the United •tateaV proalne to provide aid. That 
collateral waa the POis. ladeed, as is shown Utsr, the 
North gietnaasss linked reisaae Sf the PONs to aid at the 
very lisUmiBi of the Hace Talka. Ncanse of the 
incredibly intense efforts to rescue downed pilots and 
other serviosMn during the war, the North vietnaaaae knew 
bow aoeh the PONs aeant and held nany of thea back as a 
downpayasnt on the proalaad aid. In effect, the United 
Itates pioaise to provide aid to lanol put a pries on tbs 
PONS' heads of M.7S hiUien. Thase are the PONs who did 
not coaa hoaa daring Oporation' loascoaing. 

The North VietnaSMs"^ ~ hot the United Itates 
provided the list of Aasrican PONs to be repatriated froa 
Nietnaa. (There was ao list for the PUHs in Uos.) Tho 
United itatM naively accepted tho list knowing full well 
it wu iaeooplete, Msjor Oaneral lagene Tighs, UIAP, than 
Dlraetor of the Defense latellleenee Agency, said that 
accerdiag to United Itates iatelllgenee sources he had 
folly expected the North Tieknaaese list to have COO nore 
aaaas than were on it. To the united Itates intelligence 
noasninity, the list for ear pons in North Vletnan was COO 
naans short. 


la aaary 14, UTl tpsiflp Itist uA ItEifiUU >• 

Bachaago PON Uats.* 

..."Kissinger said those held by the Coansaiste will be relauad in 
groepe at aboot l$-day intervals throughout the CO days allotted Cor 
repatriation. 

‘Aasrican prisoners held in Uos and North Vletnaa will be released to 
us in Naaoi,' he said. ‘They will ho received by Aasrican sedical 
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evaoustlon teaiM and flown on Aaer lean planes to plecea of our own 
■ ■ 'Choice, 

% ^ COUXMmi According to Henry Kissinger, the release of the POWs 

held in Laos was the tesponolbillty of the North Vietnamese 
under the tarns of the Paris Peace Agreement. However, not 
only was the war In Laos still underway, Including Intense 
boablng by the United Itstss, hut also the Laotians clelmed 
aovaralgnty over the Anarlcan POVs there. (This Is 
•xplalnid In detail latar.) That sovsralgnty was afflraad 
by the North Vlctnaasaa. At this stage, though, there were 
two critically iaportant points In Kiaslnger's eonneht: 
first, his varlflcatlon of the axlitence of Aaeclcan POWs 
A In Laos; and, second hit confusion over their status. 


Jaasary Sf, 1171 The law tort Tinea. •eoMuniati List III Pfwi.* 

..."The Defense bapartaant ipokasnan, Jerry V. Priedhsla, said that the 
CoBMinlsts* lists ware ‘incoaplata* bacauaa they did not include 
Aaeriean servicaaan known to have baan capturad in Laos. He anphasized 
that the. United Itates would continue to press the other side for s 
^ listing of prisOsars held in Laos.... 

Thstt have bten conflicting stateaents froa United States officials on 
vhethtr North Vistnaa wu rcgulrad to turn ovar a list of Aaeriean 
prisenars held in Laos under the agreeunt or the accoapinylng 
protocols." 

OOMBffl Net sacpriiingly, given Kisainger'i aiiundecstandlng 
about the POM In Laos, tvin other Aurlcan officials did 
— not nodtratand tha nitution. 

f ' ' 

Jansixy SO, 1173 Pacific Itata aU itriaei. "ladi Pail to List PONs 
Taken in Lau." 

"The North VlotMuae have failed to furniih the United Itatea with a 
list of Aasrican fighting un takan prisoner in Uos, Pentagon 
officials and an organiutlon of POU faaillai uid lunday.... 

loas Bllitary ofCicurs snggestsd the north Vietuuse alght be holding 
% back on this inforMtion to datar fnrthar U.l. boablng of tha North 

viatMuae supply tralla through Uoa. Nora than 120 Aurican boabers 
hit Uos and Caabodin aftar tha Viatua caaaffire.... 

Pantagen apokasun Jarry N. Prladhaia Mid it is trm that no Uoi Ilec 
wu providad. 

He said tha uttar is baing dlsouaad with tha North viotnauee through 
dlplOMtie chanuls in Paris. 

0 . *,Ne do fxpaet to raetlws a list,*' rrladhsla uid.... 

Laos is Mt eovtrsd by tha Viataaa ctast>Cira, although Hanty A. 
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Kti>in9ir, the chief U. 8. peace neqotlatOE, has said , the U.S. 
governnent has firm expectations there vill. be an early haljt to the 
fighting there..,.. 

in explaining the agreeitent with North VI etna* and the Viet Cong, 
Kissinger told a Vhltc House news conferance that 'Anerlcan prisoners 
held In Laos and North Vlstnan will be raturnsd to us in Hanoi.'” 

CONMIXT: The United ftates eeaplalnsd that the North ViatnasieBe 

had not provided a list of POVs held In Laos and rslteratad 
the Aaerlean perception of the AgresBent that those POVs 
were the responsibility of the ViatnasMse. The suggestion 
by SOBS United States ailitary officers that the POVs were 
being held back del iberataly was Boit certainly correct, 
both as a deterrent to further boid>ing In Laos and as a 
dovnpayBent on proBlsed Merican aid. 



danuary lli 1171 Paenie stars strinos. *Pate of IS pom Is 
still a Nystary.* 

■The Defense PepartBent said Honday St Saarican servieeBeh previously 
carried by the United States as prisoners of war csBain unaccounted for 
by North Vietnaa. If 

Pentagon spokesBan Jerry v. Prledhela said their naaes 'are not On the 
two lists we have received so far.' 

These lists, handed to U.S. officials in Paris Saturday by the North 
vietnaaese, Identified 5S$ U.S. fighting aen held in CoaBunist prison 
caaps in North and South VlatnaB as well as -the . naaes of 55 POVs ths 
Coismnists .said died in mptlvity. ' - - ^ — 

In tncnlng over these lists, the Cosssinlsts ~also failed to furnish 
infornation on ABerieans taken prisoner In Laos or provide clues to the 
fate of Boro than 1,300 AaorleaBS still aissing in action throughout 
Southeast Asia.... 

The State oepartaent said *«e firaly expect to have a list of Pom to 
cover Laos.* 

PresuBably vashington Is prossuring Hanoi for its Laos list, although 
state Depactnent spokosaan Charles Iray declined to specify what 

diploaatic effort was underway.* ^ 

OOMBRi The United States not only acknowledged that all of the 
known POm in Vlotaaa had not been aceountod for but also 
reiterated our knowledge of ths exlstencs of POm in Laos. 

Ultiantely, the United States repeated the alsUke It aade 
in leraa of acespting the UUKlL list of Aneriesn POm 
despite our own intelligence that aany aote aen were being 
held beck, indeed, as cited by then Hajor general tugene 
Tighe previously, the belief aaong the iatalligence 

eoaaaalty was that there should have been <00 aore asn than . 

the SIS Identified by the North Vietnaaese. The 5< were > 

■hard core* POP eases. 
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Psbtaary 1, 1073 Perasr Prssidsnt Nixon's ■Hesaaga to Prlaa Hinister 
Phia mn Deng* (this lettef wts kept seoset during and after the 
nsfotlatlens and was finally daelasslf led and published in The 
noMgtMiit of state inllafcln an June If. H77. n. tT4.) 

■Ths President wishes to infora the Deaoeratic Republic of Vietnam of 
the principles which vill govern United Statos participation in tht 
postwar reconstruction of North Vietnaa. .. . 

liThe Oovarnsant of the United States of Aaerica will contribute to 
postwsr reconstruction in North vietnaa without any political 
conditions. 

2) Preliaihary United states studies indicate that the appropriate 
prograns foe the United States contribution to postwar rseonstcuction 
will fall in the range of t3.2S billion of grant aid over five years. 
Other fens of aid will be agreed upon between the two ^rtles.... 

3) IhS United States will propose to the Oeaocratlc Republic of 
Vietnaa the establlshasnt of a United States-North Vietnaaese Joint 
leenoBic CoiBlssioh within 30 days froa the date of this aossage. 

4) The function of this CoaaiSa ion will be to develop peograai for 
the Unit^ States contribution to reconstruction of North Vietnaa. 
This United States eontributlen will be based upon such factors as: 

(a) The needs of North Vietnaa arising froa the dislocation of 

(b) The rsquiraasnts for postwar reconstruction in the 
agricultural and indutrial sectors of North Vietnaa* s eeonoay. 

$) The Joint Neonoalc Ceaalssion will have an equal nuaber of 
representatives froa -each side. It will agree npan a aeehanisB to. 
adalnister the prograa which vill constitute the United States 
eontrlbutien to the recoBStruetien of North Vietnaa. The Cosaiaslon- 
will attaapt to eoaplste this agreeaant within <0 days after its 
sstabllshaent. 

<) The two aenbers Of the Coaaission vill function on the principle 
of respect for each other *s sovsraignty, non-interference in each 
other's Internil affairs, equality and antual benefit. The offices of 
the COBsiission will be located at a place to be agreed upon by the 
United States and the Dsaocratie lapoblic of Vietnaa. 

7) The United States considers that the iaplaaenUtion of the 
foregoing principles vill proaote econoalc, trade, and other relations 
between the United States of Aasriea and the oeaoeratic Republic of 
Vietnaa and will contribute to insuring a stable and lasting peace in 
Indecbina. These principles accord with the spirit of Chapter Vllt of 
The Agreeaant on Indlag the mr and Nestor Ing Nace in vietnaa which 
was signed in far is on January 27, 1973.... 

la regard to other foras of aid. United States studies indicate that 
the appropriate pregraas could fall in the range of 1 to 1.5 billion 
dollars depending on food and other oeanndlty needs of the Deaoecatie 
Sepublic of Vietnaa.* 
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COHNBrr: In this coimunlcatlon to PhSB Van Oong, Prtsldtnt Nixon 

delineated the United States reconstruction package for 
North Vietnam at $3.25 billion^ vlth a supplement for food 
end commodity aid of up to 11,5 billion. Note that the 
package applied to North Vietnam only. (Laos and Cambodia 
were not mentioned.) Although per Article VXlt/ Chapter 21 
of the Pnrla Peace Agreement the United States referred to 
the rebuilding of North Vietnam in only the moat general of 
terms, in this letter Nixon put $4.75 billion on the tabic, 
just for the North Vietnamese. The existence of this 
commitment was kept secret from congress and the American 
people. 

NO matter how any vesterner Interprets It, to the 
Vietnamese a deal had been made. Holding back. POVs became 
their security for the deal to be consnauted. vhat the 
North Vietnamese did not anticipate, though, was that Nixon 
would choose to abandon the POVs Instead of providing the 
aid. (This Is explained later.) Also, Principle 17 of the 
letter Has an unequivocal atatement to the North Vietnamese 
that the United States also would pursue normal commacclal 
relations with then In the future. This did not and has 
not happened. 


tabraary 11, llTI Blfilllfi Itiu IQ& Ulittu# >*bol Tell Plan 
TO labulld Vietnam," . -un u4Ana» 

"The United States and North Vietnam will create a joint economic 
coamlssion to oversee rebuilding of the war-tom country with u.s. 
dollars, the two Bides announced vednesday. 

A eoamunlque Issued by the Shite House and Hanoi on four days of uiks 
by President Nixon's envoy, Henry A.' Xlsslnger, and North Vietnamese 
leaders in Hanoi listed no specific figures for U.S. pose war aid. 

But the language dlsplayad a new cordiality between the two nations." 


hill?*'" iltlUt Of the aid package, l.e., $4.75 

bllUon, still were kept secret by Nixon and Kissinger and 
oaly to "rebnlldlng" North Vietnam 

with American dollars. 


_ yitb this narrower public announcement, the United 
SUtes even more deeply committed Itself to providing 
reconstruction aid to North Vietnam. Ve had prolelsed aid 
(Article 21), we had fixed that 
aid at $4.75 billion (secret letter from Nixon to Phan van 
public with a program to l^leaant 
aid. The North Vlotnamese could not have had a clearer 
understanding of our Intentions. 
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Psbrnary 17, 1173 Pacific stare laA Stripes. "Uos POV ielaase Tied 
to Truce." . 

"A communist Pathet Lao spokesman said Saturday his group is holding 
Americans prlsonere of war who will be released after a cease-fire goei 
Into effect in Laos. 

Both Petrasy, the Pathet Uo's permanent repreeentatlye in Vientiane, 
declined to give any details about Amar lean POVa In Laos. But he said 
the Pithit Uo leadership hae a datallad accounting of prlaonera and 
vhtra they were being held and that both aldba In the cease-fire 
negotlatlone are ready to exchanga prlsonars once the fighting ends. 

Vhlte Kouae advlaor Henry Klsslhgar has maid that North Vietnam pledged 
to return American prisoners from Laos in Hanoi, mn undartoklng that 
wma mpparantly contradlctsd by loth's statomsnt. 

Tht oxebangs will taks plaea In Laoa, Both aald. *2f thay wtre capturod 
In Laos, they will bt raturnod In Laos.'... 

contlnnad fighting was also roportad going on In south ind contril Lioi 
with Ihcroatod air strlkas by Amstlean 152 boabars, fill awlng-vlng 
boabaxa and tactical flghtar-boabari balng flown to support eXA- 
tponmortd Irrogular troops. 

U.S. labassy officials aald loth^a eoaaants Saturday were ths first 
rsftrsnes ths Pathat Uo baa mads to Aatrlean prltontri alnet tbs 
coast-firs went into offset in Vlotnim Jan 21." 

Nbraaxy II, 1173 The vmshliKtton Pott. "Patbrnt Uo Saym Ho Truet, No 
AMrlean PONi," 

"The CoamuhlBt Pathst uo said today (Pabruary ITTUPII that they will 
not froe Aamriean prisoners of war until thoro Is a cassf^flrs In Uos. 
It slso ssld that ths relsiss would tako place In Uoi, rather than In 
North Vlotnaa." 

eomnri Thtaa wart vtry important prononacoaanta by the Pathet 
Uot first. In that thay eonflrasd that thay wera holding 
American prlaonara, and saeond. In that thay, ufl. gsi Un 
north Vietnemeea. would rmlMse them. Thus, Kissinger 'a 
understanding of tbs Paris Psaci Agraaaant — that ths 
prlsoaaxs la Uos wart tha xaspoasibillty of ths North 
Vlatnansss and would bo rolaaatd at the aane time as the 
prlsoattf la Vlatau - was eonplotaly contrary to the 
Vletnaaese |Qi Uotlan oaderstandlng. 

AMther eonflrnation of prloonere in Uoi mi a Pathet 
Uo Bllltary training film ptoductir "Twantyrive Taars of 
Mvolotlon", ihowlag dotant of capturod Aaarlcan pilots. 
Tha film was shown to xocxulta In Pathot Uo tKoinlng 
oaaps. Coplti of tN film which art thown to uo soldlora 
today hovo tho POV oetnoi cllppod out. 
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robcuiy II, 1173 Tht iHiihinoton ■pxtibiMEi Claii VC Tortort.* 

"AMtican pxiiontzi zaliMtd by the Vlatcono have clalMd they veze 
kept chalnad In cages In dense jungle along the bordez between South 
Vletnaa and Caabodla. 

one aan said he had been caged ioz aonths without contact with other 
Aaezlcan pzlsoners oz with anyone who spoke English.... 

Accozdihg to the hospital sooEces, nany were blttez about their 
tzeatmaht by the Vietcong.* 

COWODirt The torture issue bacaiw the factor which ultiaately 
blocked the aid package and caused Nixon to abandon the 
POVs, as explained later. 


rabtoary 11, 1373 H73 uy 

Alllaaees the aotld p^Iil 


1373 list Etiat Eflraaasnt (Cited In Treaties and 
pobllibSl by tba U.f. ttata Dapartasat. ) 


peace agreaaent between the oovernaant of Laos and the ‘Pathat Lao* 
was signed on Peb. 21, 1373. It eoaprised 12 articles, of which the 
first laid down the general principles on which the future of Uos 
should be based. ... 


Art, 10(c) 'The two parties take note of the declaration of the US 
oovernaent that It trill oontributf to healing the wounds of the war and 
to post-war reconstruction in Indo-Chlna. The Provisional National 
Union Oovernaant will hold discussions with . the US Oovernaent in 
connexion with such a contribution regarding Laos.'" 


OOMaWi Although the Laotian treaty was between the loyal Uo 

and Pathat Uo and VBs not a treaty signed by tha united 

States, the Uo parties did take careful note of the Paris 
Peace Agreeunt and said, "Oive na the saaeP regarding 
reconstruction aid. in other words, as the Paris Peace 
Agreenent provisions extended to "all the Peoples of 
Indochina* (see page 2), the new Provisional National Union 
Oovernaent in Uos felt it was entitled to Aaerican aid, 
too. Indeed, it want so far as to say that discussions 
would be conducted with the United States on the aid issue. 


Inevitably, the situation regarding the Povs In uos 
thus becaae the sane as in North Vietnaa, except that in 
Uos 111, the PONS ~ not 3nst soae of thea — were held 
back as collateral. 


VlS*Sd UBiMg ittfi and itrinea. "legarst boa't bar I. 

"tecreury of state Wllllaa p. logera Vodnesday refused to role out 
reconstruction aid to North Vietnaa by presidential order if congress 
fails to appropriate the funds.... 
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Rogers three tines called for 'restraint' by aeabers of congress in 
asking adverse coaaents on the aid issue, at least until American 
troops are out of Vietnaa. and all Aaaz lean pzisoners are released." 

(»IMMTI Rogers' stateaent was very iaportant. Klsalnger and 

Nixon knew they had nade a substantial promise to the North 
Vistnaaese and that the aid was the giiH BU. (UU. if all the 
PONs ware to be released. Therefore, they could not afford 
to default on the aid and thraatenod to get it by 
Presidential order instead if Congress did not appropriate 
it. (As Secretary of State, Rogers had becoae point-aan in 
the atteapt to get Congress to appropriate the aid funds.) 

This article also revealed that Congress was beginning 
to vacillate about the aid package when the first prisoners 
cane back and told about their torture in captivity. 


Numb 2, 1IT3 PniKMt EiMi'i Mns ebnlsraiM fcltad in 

Presidential fiBfliiuiJui. Itehsrd 1121) • 

in answer' to a guestion by Courtney I. Sheldon of the Christian Science 
Monitor, "...first, with raoatd to Uos, the ageaeasnt there was aada 
by the Royal Uotlan Oovernaent, and it is an agreeaent which we, of 
course, supported and we accept.^ 

OOMMBITt Rare, by acknowlodging and supporting the intra-Uotlan 
peace treaty, the united states eoaaittad itself to 
providing aid to Uos, too. As was the case with regard to 
the united SUtes proaising aid to North Vietnaa to induce 
it to sign the Paris Peace Agreeaent, the United states 
~ provided, siailar indeeeaent to the Pathat Uo to sign a 

I ; treaty with the Royal Uo. Mixon and Kiasingor could not 

I# use AMcican ailiUty power to win the Indochina war, so 

they turned to tN all-powarful dollar. 


Mireb 7, 1371 seeigie stars end Itrinea. • U.I., 1. Viet Paris Envoys 
Diaeaas Reeeastructloa Aid." 

"U.S. and North Vistnaaese representatives sat Monday to discuss 
postwar eecoastnetion aid to North vietnaa, diploaatic sources said. 

Vi Ilian H. Sullivan, deputy aasisUnt secretary of state lor East Aslan 
and Pacific Affairs and Mguyen Co TUch, North Vietnaaose deputy 
foreign ainister, opened talks for the North vistnaaese peace talks 
delegation sources said. 

The Aaerican peace delegation declined to oonfira the opening of the 
talks on President Mixon's pUn lor the postwar financing of North 
Viotnaa's rseonstraetion. The proposed aid already has preapted 
eritlcisn in eoagesss aad the Senate Poreign Relations Conaittee has 
deaanded congrossional approval of any aid to Ranoi. 
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Diplomatic aourcea aald that Hanoi and Waalilnqton officials wefa 
dlacuaalng theeBtabllahmant of a Joint Economic Cq^l as Ion 
channal American aid to Horth Vietnam and prove plans for the postwar 
reconstruct! on 1 


Nixon answered Congreaaional critics by saying aid money would come out 
of Defense and Agency for international Development funds Instead of 
the domestic budget. The president said giving money to help North 
Vietnam rebuild Its bombed country would contribute to ’lasting peace 
and stability In the area.*" 


CbHNtMT: It la Important to note that the discussions were held 

with Nguyen Co Thach, who was aware of Nixon's secret 
letter and who today Is Pbxelgn Hlhlster of Vietnam. Thach 
clearly understood the 14. 7S billion deal, yat today we 
tell him the POV Issue Is huamnltaxlan. To him It was and 
Is economic. Keep In mliid that Thach handles POV 
negotiations With the United Itates todays 


Knowing that the aid was the price to be paid for the 
POVs In Laos and the unrepatrlated POUs In North Vietnam, 
and facing opposition from Congtass to the aid because of 
the torture issue, Mixon asealatad the Issue and threatened 
to secure the funds from the Defense Department and AgenCy 
for International Development budgets. This revaalal 
Nixon's dllemmi and desperation: he had to have the money 
to get the POM, but he could not get Congress to 
appropriate It. 


Nmxeh I, 1973 Paeltle M|XL ||Ml Itrines. "togars: Ms'll Oo to 
Comgrase Por Banol Aid OK." 

"Secretary of dtata William P. Rogers said Tuesday the Nixon 
administration will seek prior authority from congress for any economic 
assistance program to Vietnam.... 

At one point he was asked if the administration felt It had authority 
to provide aid without eongreaslonsl approval. 

‘Not to my knowledge,* the secretary answered." 

CQMBTt Nixon's capitulation on Congressional approval of aid 
attenuated the aerlmonious debate. While this reversal wee 
not uaconmoa for Mixon, It Is surprising In view of hla 
previous statements. 

Zt Is fuadiaentally Isportsnt to note that this 
capltnlatlon turned the fate of the POVS over to congress. 
Rovever, Congress «u entirely unaware that the retura of 
POVS daminded a 94.7S billion price. Coegress did not 
perceive the North Wletnsmese linkage betWNn eld and the 
POVS heeanse It had never seen the details of the aid 
package as spellad out In Mixon's letter of Pebroaty 1 to 
Pham van Deng. Congress slsply did sot know that the POVs 
were la Its hands. 
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"U.f. officials Slid rrldiy that despite continued efforts, they, have 
been unable to loir n anything more of the fete of an undetermined 
nuaber of Amerleen prleonere of war In Laos. 

The officials said no naw light had bean shed on the total number or 
wharaiboute of the Lsoe POV'e. Concern mounted that the Comeunlsts 
plaa to hold them back as pawns in the continuing struggle in 
Indochina. 

The question of Laos POVs has beeoM an Issue In the continuing 
relaaae of Amec lean prisoners by North Vietnam^ with the United statee 
ordaxlng a holdup in the withdrawal of iti last troops froa South 
Vietman until ths coimunlsts say wbaa and whara thay vlll turn over 
nine Americana ~ aavan military and two elvlllnna whoae namee 
apparad on a list of Laos POV's provided by the North Vietnaneee. 

In addition to the nine there are approxlmataiy 320 Amarlcans listed as 
miaalng in action in Laos. Hoat of -tham are air-erswman downed during 
eernhat mlasiona. 

U. I. aourets ballava that a aubataatial number of tbe mliilng—perhaps 
aa muy as 100— still miy bt alivs. Tbs ooneloslons sre bsssd on 
insfisetloni of eraih sltss by sonreh. ttaas and on Intelllgsnee roports. 

Pridiy was also marksd by the expiration of the fermil 30-day deadline 
for tbe fotmatlen of a ooalltloh govarameat in Laos, lo far there has 
been little prograsa toMtd aettlng op the coalition under provislone 
of tbe eeeie-fire elgned lest reb. 21, with government offlclala 
aooMlag the CeHmHalet_Patliet Leo of canting tbe delay." 

Ilotb Ntiaey, tba Hatbat lao spokeamaal ■breka a long iilanea on POV'a 
leak Mnth\te aay they wrr holding Americana and that parsons captured 
la Laos would ba cttuxned in Laos, daaplta U.l. contantlons that North 
Vlataam had agraod to ralaase Laos POV's in Nanol. 

The Ntbat Lno daellnsd to give further datalla about prisoners, in 
contacts sines tbaa, u.l. officials aay they have bean unable to learn 
anything mora. 

Tba list of mime Amexlean and oaa Canadian names was provided ty the 
North Vletaemeae when the united Itatee Inquired why no Laos POV*i wira 
Incladed la the 899 aamaa tnrnad ever at the time tbe Vlatnan coase- 
flra mu . signed. ■ 

OOMHTi This tails It all la Lau. Tha PONi held la Uos boeamm 
piwM In tha oneiartalnty and eoatwloa which ehacaetarlMd 
tba United lUtu Intarpratatioa of tba Agruunt and 
nuboegMat aventn regarding tba PON/aid llakagt. Zt la 
vary liportaat to mote that Nban tba United ftatas 
eoNBlalaad at tba last mlauta about tha. North Vlatumcsa 
fallara to ratum ton from Um, tbe Hertb vietumese 
pradmead alas poms mho hmd bum eaptmrmd Im uoa mnd 
smbmagumtly aevmd to Vletaam. Despite ear amarsMas that 
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th«tt wtre POVa lapriiOMd in Uoir which waa ifflriHd by 
the North vietiMMae and the Laotiana thanaelvea, not ohe 
of thaae povs waa raliaaad; they were held back as pawns 
and aa collateral. Also, the nine POVa captured In Laoa 
and re leaned fron Hanoi had been held aeparately from the 
other POVa captured in Vletnan; They had never been 
integrated Into the regular POV aysten. iror a personal 
account of thialaolation read Ernie Brace 'a book, A Code 

KEIA* According to Brace's testiaiony before the House 
Select CoMiittee on Mining Persons on April 9, 1976, all 
the prisoners captured in Uoa who ended up in the Hanoi 
prison systen were segregated iron the other prisoners and 
held separately in a group known as the 'Lulu* group, in 
January 1973/ the Lulu group was told of the Paris Peace' 
AgraoMnt but were infocMd they would not be released 
until there was a peace sattlesNnt in Laos. In March 1973, 
they were Infornd they would be released with the other 
Aaeriean^POHs.l 

Two additional eonsidexations warrant constant. First, 
in April 1973« Both Pstrasy told wy sMther and father in 
person that the pathet Lao were holding over 100 Aneriean 
POVS. Baeond, thsre was a great discrepancy in our 
govsrnannt's POV nuabers in Laos. Vhereas the tally 
purportedly was 320 in 1973, today it is approxlnately 560 
(Which inplits that the live POV count was/is 175.) The 
real nuaber is an ultra classified secret, because Laos 
officially was a neutral country per the Geneva Protocols 
of the early 1950 's and the United Btates was not supposed 
to be Involved in the war there. 


o • 
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Haroh 21 , 1173 Eislllfi llJUU. lod. IficiBii# *Mv iMf Italia PxlBOMr 

teleasa.P 

"North Vietnaa told the United Btates Bonday it Intended to release the 
last group of Aswrican prisoners it holds at Hanoi's Oia Un Airport on 
Tuesday and Wednesday, but said the U.B. deaand that it also release 
POVS captured in Uos 'is beyond the jurisdiction of the agreesent (the 
Paris Peace Agreenent). ** 


Hera, North Vietnaa told the United Btates nnegnivoeally 
that the POVS in Laos wets the rasponsibility of the - ^ 

Laotians and not the North Viatnassss. In other words, if 
the United Btates wanted the POVs fron Laos returned it 
would have had to deal with the Laotians and offer a 
sinilar aid package to Laos, as well. 


Maxdk 27, 1971 Pacific Btara Btrlnas^ "lasoi Brags feet.* 

*Bui tin, chief spokesnan for the North Viatnaaese delegation, said the ^ ^ 

Pathet uo 'have assured us that the Aasrican POVs they hold will be V W 

released' and that the Pathet uo Said they 'are naking preparations 
for the rolaase.' 
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'It is for this reason we are Insletlng that the withdrawal of u.s. 
troops and the release of the prisoners take place with no relation to 
the POVS held by the pathet Lao, ' said Tin.*' 

COHHINTi The North Vietnanose reiterated that there watt POWa In 

Labs and that the situation regarding these ^POWs was 

unrelated to the withdrawal of American troops fros South 
Viatnas and the prisoner exchanges in the, two Vletnass; it 
was up to the United States and the uotlans. 

Note that by this tine everybody -- the^ ;«th 
Vietnamese, the Uotlans, the SUte Department and Defense 
Department had affirmed that there were ppvs in Uos. 
There could be no more compelling proof than separate 
govarnmauts saying there wore POWs in Laos. However, not 
one of these POVs was relaased. They continue J" 
jungle prison easps today - some dying alow, cruel deaths, 
and abandoned by their own country. 


April 2, 1173 Pacific State pad itrinas. •Torture Btoriss Dampen 
Chaneas Of Hanoi Aid.* 

•Baports from returning prisoners of war of 

Hanoi have stirred new atUeks in congress against U.B. aid for North 
Vietnam. 

President Nixon has said he plans to ask Congress for such aid as 'an 
investment in peace.' 

Benata Democratic leader Kike Mansfield of Montana said the torture 
stories have not changed hie own position that aid to ‘‘•jj 

ansnxa the peace. But, he added, be doss not know what effect the 
stories will have on getting aid through Congress. 

'Even before this it looked difficult,' Mansfield said. 

Ben. James L. Buckley, B-Nt, called on Becretary of Btate villlam P. 
Bogers to issue the 'strongest possible protest' to North vletnan over 
treatment of U.B. prisoners of wsr. 

in a sUtemont Bunday Buckley also urged President "i*®; 'J!!!m"^ill 

reconsider any proposal for economic aseistance Vietnam in 

light of the POV reports on treatment and prison conditions. 

Sen Joel T. Broyhill, B-Va., said the stories 'convince me that not a 
cent of Amoxican aid money should be spent on rehabilitating a country 
that is apparently run by savages." 

eoiBti Congress was now starting to say "No" to aid for North 

Viatnam. the aaasing aspect of this was 
naaware that Nixon had pronlsad the North 
billion in his secret letter of Pebruary I and that tbs 
■Orth Vietnamese bad tied this to the release of the POVs 
whom they held beck as eollataral. 
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April 7, 1S73 Pud tic 8f rt ind Strlnaa^ "ftnatt: Mo Aid to N. Viet 
Lei8 We OK It." 

"The senete voted Thursday to bar any aid to North Vietnam unless 
congress specifically approves... 

The ban on use of funds already appropriated for other purposes was 
added to a bill to revalue gold In support of' the recent devaluation of 
the dollar in. foreign exchange. 

Administration spokesaen in the Senate pointed out also that no 
Indochina aid proposal has been submitted to Congress and said 
President Nixon is not going to make any such proposal until observance 
of the January cease-fire In Vietnam Is assured. 

continued U.S. bombing in Cambodia became an issue in debate. An 
asMndment by Sen. George NcOovernr 0-8.0., to cut off funds for any 
further U.S. military operations in and over any part of Indochina was 
ruled out of order. 

Senate Majority Leader Hike Mansfield, D-Nont., demanded an end to 
bombltig in Cambodia as a price for his support of aid to Indochina. 

*Now can we speak of rebuilding when B52 bombers, day after day, are 
still making some of the hesvlest bombing runs of the war?' Mansfield 
asked In a Senate speech.” 

OOMflorr: congress now explicitly stated to Nixon there would be 

no aid for North Vietnam. Moreover, the war In Cambodia 
was still going on and U.S. bombing was about to resume in 
Laos (as. stated below). Mixon's and Kissinger's 
interpretation of tbe Agreement as extending to all of 
Indochina wu ludicrous. i believe that Mixon and 

Kissinger were so desperate to get out of this, undeclared 
and catastrophic war that they" knowingly signed a sham 
agreement. 


April 13, 1173 Pacific ftyuj, ufl. ItUfiil/ *laBol Aid Opposed ly 
Nebert.” 

"Mouse Armed Services Chairman r. Bdward Mebert has served notice he 
will introduce a proposal to prohibit any U. f. aid for Hanoi. 

'Me night as well bite this ballet right now,' Hebert told his 
committee. 

The Louisiana Democrat also said justification for President Nixon's 
request for 11.3 billion aid to Southeast Asia so far 'is either 
nebulous or nonexistent.'... 

Hebert said he will introduce the amendmant prohibiting aid to Hanoi to 
the bill. 

None of the weapons money likely would go to tbe North Vietnamese 
anyway, but Hebert's statement put his weight against tbe controversial 
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Hanoi aid that President Nixon Kes said he may ask for later." 

eoHNlMTt Hebert, a very powerful Congressman, cited SI. 3 billion 

as Nixon's aid request to all of Southeast Asia. 
Apparently Nixon had conveyed tha smaller sum to Congress 
In early April In hope of getting at least aome funds to 
try to fulfill his cosmitment to the North Vietnamese. 
However, Hebert said, *No”, to iny funding, 

At this stage, all was now lost for Nixon regarding his 
pledge to the North Vietnamese. He could not get the 
funding and he knew that without it the North Vietnamese 
would not release the POHs they held backr The same was 
true for the POWs in Laos, as the Uotlans, too, were 
looking for American aid In return for our POWs. 


April 14, 3373 Smenie Stars mnd itrlpea^ •PON-Unit Hoss: No living 
OIs Uft in Xadocbiaa.” 

•The Pentagon's prisoner of war task chief said Thursday there are 
probably no more .live American soldiers loose anywhere in Indochina. 

Dt. Roger Ihields also said there Is no evidence that any POWs had been 
executed in captivity, with three exceptions.... 

The Pathet uo in Uos and the insurgent forces In Cambodia will 
hopefully provide more Information about fate of the Americans missing 
In those countries. Shields said, but 'we bavs.no indication at this 
moment that there are any Americans alive in Indochina. ' 

Rumors that there were hundreds ol U.l. servicemen still in uotian 
prison camps 'do tN families (of the missing) a disservice,' he - 
said.” 


oaMOMTt This is the culmination of the groft POW 

Unable to get the funding for the aid he had promised the 
North Vietnamese (and Implicitly, tbe Laotians), Nixon 
detoulked on his aid conmltments and abandoned the POWi. 
With this announcement (by his POW spokesman at the 
pentagon. Dr. Roger Ihields) Nixon elasmed the door m the 
North Vietnamese and the Laotians snd on the POWs wo m 
and his lUte and Defense Department sUf ts knew w" /‘“J 
in captivity. Me cut and ran on the MW-a Id subject a^ 
abandoned the POWs whose very exlotenee the lUte aito 
t Defense Departments had been affirming all along. 


April li, 1373 smelfle |tiu uA Htrlnea. •New U.l. Air laid in 
Uos.* 


•The United NUtes resumed bombing of Laos Monday after accusing the 
North Vietnamese of violating tbe seven-week-old cease-fire by 
overrunning a Laotian village and air field.... 
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Defense Deperteent ipokesian Jerry W. rrledheU seld Hondey thst only s 
few hours eirller the north vietmuese ~ using both Infsntry snfl tanks 
— overran The vieng/ a village and air strip on Route 4 between the 
Plain of Jars and city of Paksane. 

Less than four hours later the Pacific cOBMand In Honolulu announced, 
’at the request of the Royal Laotian qovarnswntf U.8. aircraft, 
including B52s, April IS conducted oparatlons over Uos. '* 

COUmri This haadlina Is solf-axplanatory: United States 

InvolvasNnt In the war in Laos consMnced again, effectively 
allalnatlng any chances of getting the POVs rslaased frost 
"Laos.:' 


July M, im In xtn Ctmarassional laeord CoBWSiiiiB Jaek Kaap 
(RHnr) quotas froa an artielo in the UJL. lin. i lOlifl. IIBdSt/ *Myatacy 
of Nlaaing OX'S." 

•north Vletnaa is known--by Hanoi's own clalas -to have captured aen 
who were nob returned, not listed as dead, and not accounted for. 

Ho Mntlonal tad Cross taaa has ever bean allowed to visit and Inspect 
the places where Aaarlcan prisoners were held.... 

Mo prisoners held in Laos have bash sent back, and no accounting aade 
of the dead. 

The nine povs supposedly 'Tepetrlated froa Laos actually had been held 
In North vietnaa...,. - . 

Aabng the' faal lies of the MIA's, there is~ growing suspicion that soae 
captured Aaerieans are still alive in North Vietnaa and Uos, being 
held as pawns for further bargaining with the U.S. over final terns of 
the war's settleaent.... 

U.S. officials are reluctant to eosaant on this possibility, lut one 
says openly: 'Ve do not think that everyone now on the alsslng list Is 
dead.'* 

OOMONTt lot all Aasrieans ware fooled by the cover-up regarding 

Aaarlcan POHs in Indochina. 

Also, it Is very iaportant to note that with the U.8. 
having officially denied that there were any Aaarlcan POVs 
In Indochina, the Vietnaaese and Laotians had no 
altarnative other than to echo that denial, they could not 
go public and say, "Look, we held your POVs back,* in 
Violation of the Paris Peace Agreeaont. Paradoxically, 
■Ixon's pronouneeaant that there were no POVs In Indochina 
forced the Vietnaaese to say the saas thing. 
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July ai, 1171 traascript irea learings of the louse leleqt Coaalttis 
on Misilhg Mtsona In leutheest Alla. (iilifitiA 

uaderseeretary of SUta Philip lablhi "Already before the Paris 
negotiations began, ws ware conscious of the need to account lot our 
Mrbecause of the CoMunlst side's refusal throughout the conflict to 
Movide coepleta Intorastlon on out prisoners of war, al required by 
the 194 J Oeneva Conventions. As a result, ws.knew we would have to do 
all ws could by all available aeans to obUln Infoiaation about our 
alsslng personnel.... the coeaunlst side bracketed the release of 
prisoners with what they described as *u*i. responsibility for wr 
dasage In Vietnaa' in a single nuabarad point, ^though huMnltarlen 
lasuM such as POV/MIA's have bean subjects of dlsagraeaent In the 
settleaent of other past conflicts, 2 know of no iMtanee in which m 
adversary so openly treated this huaanltarian problea In this way. Me 
thus recognlied froa an early date what we were up against and 
accounting for the alsslng a basic elsaent of our own negotiating 
strategy. 

2 might note that international law, as fraaad in the^ Oenew 
Conventions, does not peralt the linking of huaanltarian obligations to 
other issues in the way dona by the North VietMaasa.*... 

OsairMsaaa Bsafaala Oilaan, l-IXi "...when we were in Hanoi there 
ware references aade to soae agroaaeats aada between our Oowtnaont and 
vietnaa with, regard to postwar raparations. Can you set forth for ns 
Just wNre we stand with regard to those negotiations? ‘"y 

agreoasnts we are not aware of, secret aenorandna that this coMilttie 
is not aware of?* 

Hr* Rabibt ' "There is no agraeasnt or secret asaorandua which this 
cosalttee Is not aware of in this respect. 

coaaittse Is aware, soae letters and axehangea. lith respect to thoie 
letters, 1 think the C»«ittee has been Inforsed^ol the 
those letters as they bear on the question tbich the cosalttee has 
ra Ised . That is ay understand log .".. . 

oaaBessiaa Piol NoCloaky P-CAt "Vlth all due respect, nr. 
Secr!tSy!^se«Littee asked the lecretary of Itate and you the sans 
SSJuS’^beSta STirtto Nanol last Deceabar. Ton did "ot^advise us 
of that secret letter and we discovered its existence JJ ’2 

to Hanoi, can you tall this coealttaa now why we want to 
being advised of the existence of that lettar ^ 

leentary of itate, especially after wa asked you about it?... 

we didn't have any idea the letter existed, te asked you J" 

If there were any secret agreeaents that we should know about f>®*®*® !J® 

want to Hanoi and we were not advised by |[®® ®* ^5i«l!?!hiS we later 
of the letter's axistenee or of the 13.25 billion figure which we later 

ascertained." 

Ife. lablbt PThat is not an agroaaont. Xt nem «®v®J®P®« 
agraeaent. very frankly, Mr. congressaan, I didn't know of tne 
existesce of the lettar at that tine, elthar...." 

Hr. Habib, when qaestioned further eenoernlng President jji*w's 
letter to Phaa van Deng and wbea advised that laary Kissinger had said 
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th.t he, could not produce Pte.ldentlal P«PeM; “there 

very Bpedilc. There le no ■9t««ment, there wa no oyeement, 
n*v«r was an aoreement as far as I know, and I think I wouia know at 

this stage. We have researched It and there la no ^agreement vlth P, 

respect to the question of aid Involved In that letter. 

CONMBIT: Through Mr. Habib's testlaOny the State Depfrtment 

achnovledqed that the united States was aware that the 
Vietnamese ilraly linked the POW iifue to the aid issue 

within the paramaters of the Paris Peace AgreeMnt and 
Mixon's February 1, 1973 letter, that is to say, the North 
Vietnamese tied the POW issue to reconatructlon aid^at the 
btoinnino of the Paris Peace liegotlatlonsl i This why 
tSykept POWs as collateral on the /id that Nixon 3’ 

promised. Habib then contradicted hlwalf by stating that 

the letter did not constitute an •Agreement" to provide 
aid. To the Vietnamese, who held back poWs pursuant to the 
letter/ it was an uneguLvocal agresaent.^ tlf you do not 
believe this, put yourself in the.shoes of the Vietnamese 
and reread the letter on page 5. I 

It is hard to tell whether Habib was telling an outright 
lie in his testimony or was just intent on confusing the 
POW issue further so as to protect the state Department | 

against Claims that the POVs had been abandoned. Both 
interpretations probably are Correct. 


April 1, 1177 treerpte of testlawny by uourd 1. woodcock before the 
loose luboomalttee on Mian and Pacific Affairs. (Mt. Woodcock, former 
head of the AFL-CIO had been appointed by President Carter to head a 
Presidential Commission to study the POW issue the Woodcock 

CoBAission. The Cosmission went to Hanoi and Vientiane for discussions 
with the Vietnamese and Laotians.) 

■The Lao made clear to the coamission that the MIA issue was linked to 
U.8. assistance, expressing the belief that the two problems should be 
resolved together since both resulted from the war." 

Mt. woodcock (speaklmg to ChilrMO Laster Wolff D-Wl)i we 

saying to ue what had been said right along, that their obligation with 
regard to the KlA's they felt, was lodged in paragraph Kb) of the 
Paris accord, and our obligation to them in healing the wounds of war 
and reconstruction was lodged in paragraph 21/ end those two were 
linked." 

COMOWTi The position of the Worth Vietnamese and Uotlans 
regarding the POW/MIAs was firm and consistent: the United 
Itates would have to pay for their release per out written 
eoamltments. 

For the united Itates government today to consider the, 
POW/NIA issue as "humaniUrian" is a cruel distortion of 
the facts. In the beginning we made it an economic issue, 
and the Vietnamese and Laotians continue to this day to 
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hold US to our eoamitment. 


Pinwixy tlrlMl the Momlnn Worth Carolina, "Witness says 
Oarweod told of POWS mo stayed." 

"Narine Pfe. Robert OArwood reported seeing 'a couple of hundred other 
Americans' still In captivity in Vietnam and complained of being unable 
to make that Inforaiation public, a navy psychiatrist testified 
Thursday. ■ _ , 

*Oarvood said he didn't , know exactly who the Americans were, but that 
he was upset end concerned that he was not debriefed like other 
people,' Capt. Benjamin I. Cgburn told a jury of five Marine officers 
in the eonrt-nartlel of Oarwood..., 

After listening to ogbnrn's testimony, presiding judge Col. r.i. 
Ivltur ruled .that his statemants about POWs remaining In Vietnam were 
irrelevant and should be stricken from the record and disregarded by 
. jurors.' 

Previous attenpts by the defense to introduce testimony about raaalnlng 
POWS in loutheast Asia also bad bean rejected by iwitiar." 


n By this time the deliberate distortions perpetuated by 
the Defense and Itate Dopartmints ragarding the POW issue 
had turned into a cover-up. ivoa Bobby Oarvood's testimony 
that be bad seen American POWs • was stricken from the 
record. 


Bssentlally, the Itate and Defaaai Departmanta ware 
circling thair wagons to protect tbamseivos. Ilnee caceats 
were at stake regarding the policy that there were no 
Aasrlcan POWs In captivity, all steps had to be taken to 
protect that policy and the .people who perpetuated it. 


dune II, nil iSMe .lubeaimittea an Asian and .Pacific Affairs, 
■BervieeMA Bald Afsiast Will." Dialogue between fongressman Stephen 
Solars CD-MI) and Llautsnant Osneral Bugeaa Tighe (USAF-Rstlrod) on the 
POW issue. 

Mr* lelani "And that there axe atm— and this Is a somewhat, 
dif ferent question— Amor lean sarvleemen being hold against their will 
In lndochlna7" 

•aaesAl fifhet "My eonvletioo would be ‘yes' in answer to both 
questions, sir." 


Hr. Belaxst "Mow, have you testified to that effect previously, 
OeneralT" 

■snifil Tlghoi "l have not been asked the question In exactly that 
same way. Nr. Chairman, as far as personal eoavletions are eenceraed." 
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Mr. lolMZi "Vhat iaadt you to that concluiloiii bacauae obviously 
that Is a conclusion that ou4ht to be given gttat weight,, I. think, .by 
every member of this committee and the Congress? I am very interested 
to' hear' it. . 

I want to say, with all due respect to the people In your agency, 
that that was not an impression I had previously received. 

Maybe I was not listening carefuUy enough, but my Impress ion, 
frankly, listening to other reports I got In private briefings before 
my trip to Indochina in January was that while there are a lot of 
reports, whenever they could be tracked down they turned out to be 
unfounded and the chances are that probably nobody was still alive 
there. 

But you feel otherwise, and 1 would like to know vhat leads you to 
that conclusion.” 

OOMtal Tlghe: "I would like to defer that to the closed Session. 
But I suggest that this is a very faat-movlng. train of evidence. I 
would also like to clarify the means at our disposal to verify each of 
these reports that I claim to have checked as much as possible. 

When you are. dealing with a totally uncooperative government or 
governments, our ability to check is very, very circumscribed.” 

Hr. lolarct ”Ve will go into that in closed asasibh. But your 
testimony is that in your iudgemant the weight of the evidence 
indicates that there are Americans still alive and being held against 
their will in Indochina.” 

oaneral Tlghe: "Yes, sir.” 

Nr. Bolarz: ”Are you absolutely certain of that?” 

Oaneral Tlghe: *That is «y own personal judgement, sir. ” 

COMNIIIT! There was ho more informed and professional opinion orT 
- the POV subject than General Tlghe's. since this testimony 
was given, the Departments of state and Defense have gone 
to extraordinary lengths to hide the troth. 


# 








September 29, IMS Sul Ksx 2Sli XliBftt *P.O.W.*s Alive in Vietnam, 

Report concludes. * 

”A Pentagon panel, after a five-month review of intelligence files, has ^ 

concluded that American prisoners of war are still alive in Southeast W 

Asia.” 

(According to Lt. General Bugene Tlghe, former Director of the Defense 
Intelligence Agency!, ”...*0 large volume of evidence points' to the 
likelihood that Americans are being held by the Vietnamese 
Government.... 

'There were as many differences as you could imagine,* he said of the 
refugee reports. 'They ran the gamut from first-hand sightings to ^ 

hearsay. But when you hsve that large volume of evidence that pointa W 

in those directions, why that's vhat you conclude.'” 
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rt Alter this clear aitatemant to the press, a tonsdrdown 
summary report was issued by the panel. The full report 
remains classified for no reason other than it would reveal 
the truth that the Itate and Defense Departsmnta knowingly 
left man behind. Allegedly, General Tlghe was ordered to 
tone down the suansary. 


Mv If, 1111 ' ni^nTw«iy« #Biiortor. Vashlngten, PA, "Laos wants aid in 
ntara far misalmg meldlan.* 

"The united Itates ahottld give uos humanitarian aid if It wants the 
country to account for Aamrleans missing in the Indochina war, a senior 
gevornment official said laturday. 

'vs have fulfilled our obligation with the excavation,' said Vice 
Poralgn Minister foubanh frlthlrath. *«e are awaiting the humanitarian 
gmstnre from the U.I.A.*" 


i As zeeontly as 1911 the Uotlans were still saying that 
the United States would have to pay for the POVs. The 
Laotian Porslgn Minister made those eoaments after an 
excavation of an Amerlean crash site In Laos. A previous 
Investigation of s crash site In Laos had proven that our 
government had again lied regarding the POV Issue. 
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riliJll COHMIHTJ 

It l8 exceedingly difficult to believe that the government of the 
United Etitei hae not brought hone the POM who aerved their country in 
the Vietnam war. The evidence le overwhelming and compelling that POWe 
were left behind and are alive and in captivity today. A man could be 
sentenced to death by a court in the United states today based on far 
leas evidence than we have that ABMrlean prlaonari are alive and In 
captivity in Indochina. The heartbreaking tragedy is that nothing 
substantive has been done to bring them home, instead, the Departments 
of State and Defense feed ns a diet of dlatortlonsi half-truths, 
obfuscations and deceptions regarding the facts of the POV Issos. 

These agencies are so skilled at disseminating mislnfecmatlon and 
confusing the leans that it is easier for them to lie than it is to 
speak the truth. Ultimately, it appears their job is to keep the pows 
from coming hone rather than bringing then home. Under any 
circumstances, it is clear .that if the government of the United. States 
truly wanted the POls hone, they would be home. However, since 
bringing the POVS hone Involves Undoing the big lie and admitting 
aUstakes were made, which is unacceptable to the State and Defense 
Departments, the POVa continue to suffer in the jungles of Vietnam and 
Laos^ 

originally, the POfs may not have been intentionally abandoned. 

However, Nixon*a and Kissinger's strategy for ending the wr was so 
Ill-conceived and so self-contradictory that the POVs were swept under 
the carpet as a consequence. Ultimately, the . strategy was so faulty 
that Nixon and Rlasinger forced themselves Into abandoning the awn. 

Subsequently, all the resources of the state and Defsnae^Departaents 
have been brought to bear to justify that course of. action and to 
convince the Snerieaa public the POVs do not exist. . . 

tadly. If sssolving the POV issue and bringing the men home Irere up. 
to the private sector, all the awn would have come back to their # 

families many years ago. Instead, the issue renslns hopelessly 
encumbered by the bureaucratic processes of government — turf battles, 
careers, perks, and the ever-lncomprehensible conduct of foreign 
policy. 

rundamentally, the POV issue is an economic one. The Vietnamese and 
Uotians have what we want: the POVs. Ve have what they so desperately 
need: aid and trade. There are many ways to find tbs middle ground and 
bring the won heme, but our "leaders* in HUshlngton are so inept and 
dishonest as to preclude this from happening within the present POV A 

policy. 

To Vietnam and Laos there has not been a final sottlemant In the war 
and there will not be until they receive American aid and trade as they 
feel they wore promised. To aw and many Americans there has not been a 
final settlement in the war until lU the POVs are home. Vietnam and 
Laos are desperate lor our aid and trade: are ve net desperate for our 
POVS? 
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For years the Vietnamese have been telling us they do not have the 
money and manpower to search the remote provinces for missing 
Americans.. What they really are saying Is this > "Give us the aid that 
you promised us and see what wt just found In the jungle." The 
Vietnamese need a face-saving way of giving back the POVs and need 
something (American trade and Investment) in return for them. To 
ensure that the live POWs do not come hone to the enbacrassnent of the 
State Department which has maintained they do not exist, the united 
States considers the POV Iseuc ^hunahltaciap.* ' This is a cruel hoax; 
we are the ones who made it an eConosUc issue in the first place, and 
the Vietnamese consider it an economic issue to this day. If we went 
these forgotten Amerlcens repatriated, we are going to have to put some 
aid on the table to Vlatnem end Uos. There ere many ways to do this, 
including through the World Bank and intamatlonal Honatery Pund. 

An acid test for the credibility of our government on the POv leeue 
is doclaaslficatlon of all the intelligence files perthinlng to the 
POV/KlAs; Such claijiiflcation truly sirves no purpose today, and until 
intslllgoneo ia daelasaiflad tbo poliey-makars in vaahington have no 
crodlblllty. Thoy aro piteelwid by tha American paople as merely 
trying to hide the truth and pcotset theusslves. 


1 would llks to oitsnd great appreciation to Kathy and Bill Shemeloy 
of the Connecticut rocget-Ne-Hota, without whose time, energy, 
research, and perpetual support tble Timeline would neta have been 
poseible. I dedicate It to Kathy and Bill, to my brother, to all the 
POVS, to w mothet and fatbaz and to all the many Americans who do cart 
and who, as I, have worked JmA to tall the truth about the POWS. 


Dr. Jeff ray c. Donahut 
27 iritunis Drive 
Danbury, Connecticut OSIU 


BOlB: Original dooumeDts art raproduced in this Tlmeliiw as they ware 
printad, including mlstpalliaga, graMWtical acrota, and typographical 
arrors. 
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The concept of a private fact-finding organization to conpliment 
the U.S. Government'! efforts in resolving the dilemma of nearly 
2,500 Americans missing in action from the Vietnam War was con- 
ceived in early 1981. Following detailed analysis of the issue 
it was determined . that the most effebtive method for resolution 
was on a government-to-government basis. It was also ascertained 
that a private group knowledgeable in POK/MIA matters with skills 
in research, analysis and evaluation of information would serves 
vital role by educating the public and encouraging its support 
for resolution while concurrently assisting the Government. 

In the fall of 1982, a group of Vietnam veterans experienced in 
domestic and international business affairs pooled their exper- 
tise and knowledge of POWs and HIAs to form an association, "The 
Center For POH/HI A Accountability." The Center was chartered in 
the District of Columbia in 1983 as a' nonprofit corporation with 
the intent that:.it would exist until the POW/HIA Issue was xe- 
- solved. Subsequently, the Center was granted tax exempt status 
by the Internal Revenue Service under section 501(c)(3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code. 

Because the Center is task-oriented towards resolution of the is- 
sue, it is not Open to general membership thus precluding admini- 
strative and financial burdens inherent to large organizations. 
Membership is comprised solely of its board of directors and ad- 
visory council. 

To fund operations the Center relies on donations and support 
from the private sector but does not solicit nor accept monies 
from POW/KIA families or from any government agency. 

The Center has a comprehensive library of current end historical 
POW/HIA data. These data, as wall as information received from 
Indochinese refugees end 'Americans in Europe and Southeast Asia, 
ere screened, correlated end evaluated with pertinent factors re- 
layed to the Govemamnt end selected interest groups. Concurr- 
ently, the Center conducts ewareness programs whereby the public 
is educated on the PON/MIA issue. Periodic presentations ere 
made to professional end fretemal organisations, veterans' 
groups and during selocted public events. Relevant information 
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is also disseminated to the public by participation In radio and 
TV talk shows and by published articles and news releases to the 
print mUdia. 

The Center interacts with and maintains a working re^tionship 
with Government agencies responsible for POW/MIA affairs and with 
leading private organizations. In this way, the combined produc- 
tive efforts of all parties will hasten attainment of common 
goals to resolve, this tragic episode in American history. 

The Center does not engage in nor endorse any activity in con- 
flict with the policies of the United States Government. 
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The Genier for POW/MIA Accountabllliy 

910i6ih Sireri. NW« Sulie 303 • WashlnRion. DC 20006 


BIO SKErCHES 


John X. Slnglaub, Chairman 

Major General, U. S. Aniv» Xetlred 

Private bualnestinan, . lecturer, writer. 


Barry C. Aderholt, Director 

Brigadier General, 0. S. Air Force, Retired 

Private buaineasnan, consultant. 


.Charles A. Allen, Director and Officer 
bieutenant Colonel, 0. B. Amy, Retired'- ■ 

Veteran combat intelligence expert. Private businessman, 
publisher, editor. 


Don Bailey, Director 

Veteran combat infantry officer. Former U. S. Congressman, 
attomey-at-law. 


Mark £. Berent, Director and Officer 
Lieutenant Colonel, 0. S. Air Force, Retired 
Veteran combat fighter pilot. Private businessman, author, 
aerospace journalist. 


Robert X. Brown, Director 

Lieutenant Colonel, D. S. Amy Reserve 

Veteran combat intelligence officer. Private businessman. 

publisher, journalist. 


Milton Copulos, Director 

Vetemn combat intelligence officer. Syndicated columnist, 
the Heritage Foundation. 
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THE VETERAN'S VIGIL SOCIETY: A nun^pirtlin group of.vitirint organlied in 
1932 by VlatMi vttorani Oav« 'Hor|tn and Tarry NcConnill In Clevtland, Ohio. 

what' ' 

Tbi Socltty li taking (or htlp (roa chc Atarlcan public to: 


0 Support cht POH/NU cauaa. 

0 Writt thtlr.Santtora and Congrtiiaan to appaal (or an 
aecountlog o( t ha 2,300 TOW/HlAa whoae wharaabopta ara 
unknown. 

0 Patlclon Hanoi (or a (ull and coaplata diaeloiura. 

0 Halp ganarata grata roott support In thair hone ttota 
for the ViglX. 


WHY 


Two thoutand (l«a hvindrad loyal Aaerlean eltltana ttlll raaaln 
untccouotad (or In Southaatt Atia. Obviously not all wars klllod in action 
or ditd In .captivity. Sooi, potalbly hUndradt, art pratuaad allva and . 
liprlionad. Pacta act slowly being hfought to light which aupport chit 
— banal, tha unateapabla eonelutlon it that a (ull and coaplata dltclotura 
hai not baan-fandarod by Hanoi. Thara hava baan'aora chan 430 condnaad 
tlghtlng o( Aaarletnt by naw rafugaat. Recant dafaccora idnlt to the 
axitcanea o( prltonar of war ctnpa long alter all our POWe tuppotadly wart 
raturnad. Hanoi haa a hlitory of holding prlaonart after peace it dtclarad. 

Tha Society leakt to aducata. the Aaerlea.: people about tha true 
plight of their unfortunate bratharen. The neabart of the Society and Ita 
aupportart rananber chat thair own ntae could be chlttlad In cold black 
iranlta, along with 30,000 other Viacnaa Veterant. Tha Socltty ballavea 
chat tha public .ill no longer allow. tha POW/MIA topic to be 'swept under 
the rug." —*• . 

WHERE 

txacucive Officaat Vateran'a Vigil Society, c/o of Oavt Morgan, 

' 4201 W. 130 Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44133 
(216) 941-7427 

Plaid Officaat Veteran's Vigil Society, e/o Start 4 Scrlpaa 
40 C Scraat, N.E. 

Waahlngton, DC 20013 
(202) 789-1330 

CONTACT: Jim Pando or Rogar Bumbaugh (2021 780-tSSO 

nOilSiMORlI 




*9 


• f 


• t 


ft 



296 


EDITOR’S NOTE 


M«d4|la| wllh •aolktr (oily it olwayt IkanklMt Work. Rodyaid Klpllngi Tka Hatcua atPluttln 


fortaBab«gtm"niaPOW.MIAPiolaet.’ 

pioblam kii bttn. lo lapiiala Iht tiuth (lom iha 


Hm othar wit an oHlcltl lltltimnl from Raar Adm. 
Allan G. Paulion. who htidi Iht Dtlanit Inlilligtncc 


balm paddlad In Iba nam ol iha caata. 

Whlla iha anllea and achtaMa of taollan nailotdi, 
a PboiMl Notaton and Khani Bou; or tal(-alyltd 
* '“^a Be Qilti, Stan OToollt « Scotl 


amwlm, daallni ndlh tkam la tnormottily tx^lvt 
and UnM4onauailm- And Jantt 0. "Bo" Grit* bat 


vaillyauon ol Iht POW/MIA liiut. 

Ptulaon tald, "What coneanii mt gitilly It Iht a«< 
Itai to which bt. Gtlii, It btcomlag IdtnlKltd with Iht 
Ittua. Tha thouibl taltli lhal l( ht bacomtt dli< 
cndlltd, to mlghl Iht Itiut. Tht (tcl lhal Mr. GrlU 
prtdHcat nothing, dotin'! ttoda tn loia Iht potilblllly 
lhal pilaonaic nay taltl." 

Brooka wrait! “At ont who hat bttn datply Invoivtd 
(or aoiB than 13 ytan In tha ptobltm ol raturnlng 
AnMikani, Ihli It a mtuagt of cencani lor piltontrt In 
Saiilhaatl Atla. I am cooctnwd that a damaging back 
lath nuy dtvtiop at a ittoll ol Iht nctnl Grlu captr. 
What hat CRoatontly bttn Itnnad a latent alltrapl. 
abonld bt known Ipr wbal It mtlly wu, a tddtly prt> 
pabilcltad paitonti altaatlao^tlir. A oMKlntloa may 
bt drawn by tomt ibar tinea Ihli "htrolc aflort wai 
aada" and cami npdiy, Ihtllhattaranopiltoncn hald 
IncapUtHyloLtot. 

"Snch an taty coodatlon wonid By In tha (act ol 
(acta Hthand Itdlontly ottr a long parted ol Umt. 
TotUmody Irom ayawllatataa Ihdleatlag lhat Ihtta an 
Adnilcaat la caplhdiy, la the Iona o( tnccattlnl poly< 
gnph aaaalaalleat dad Ittlbaony ol taeanily itllnd 
DIA Dbtcloi Gm. Eagtat Tigba lhal ha ballnat Amai- 
Icana an balag bald la caplhdiy: Thla gtatnl olllcar't 


-cartalalyuodtk. 

^ngh it U taty to diaadtt Gitto at "Iht ClUlord 
Inlm ol BMTcaaaitaa” at ana akaptlcal Thaa Nagtalat 
oditot did, or aa tha "Efaatr Oaaliy ol BMrctnaitat” at 
on oven non ikapUeal 80F adllor did, wt mail bt 
canfal to katp Ihott lataat anllea In panptcllw tdlh 
IbelaiftrPOW/MlAltoat. 

White Oitta't cndIbUlly anal lUnty ntovtrirom bta 
oitoaipt to atotl a war atom boai a ipal Vtetaaai haio, 
and ny altR may aot toon itcdvtr teatn Iht hoan 
ihty’vt pal Into Ikta apodal Itaat, wt moat itaUad 
owoaltot that OiliB It not nally Ika tetot htn. 

Tka laatMt an Iwodoldi Ona, art Ikon any POWt aim 
balmhaidlB8oulhatotAtUPaBd,two.dldGrllipn- 
^ aay pnol ol Aatailcaa POWi dartag hit lima la 
Soothaaal Aalaf 

Aaawodag Iha laot gaattlon It otty. at Gitli blatall 
^Uod bolon C ongnati No. Hte toartt agtnla wan 

Alwipatak le. hit pkotopapha didn't coma eat and hli (^ oddandt. Onca oat team Uut nita ora balm 
- MdlntortaoatetpMtlty,lltol«pooalblatownlkawty 

^ttorittoilm^CnooiteltU Into Iha atm framlLWbtnyoanadattnlcamaa'tliltartobtewUt, 
*!-* *"* ** WPM o d oKawhctaoad- wtlttoh Inn kit prtaoo coll, can yea niaoo to bt con- 
cBiMdletlMrtrhlm? 

"Ilopanocr 

Howavar many men or itmttea an than tenollm- 
paitaai to'Bt. U II wan only 000 , aw amtudt wonid bt 

Ihaotmo. 

Evoq) tHort ahaald be Itkta to tatch a iceolallon. 

: Etanlllhalnaalallonwontobaotlylhaaodoldoabi 

on lUa apodal pm|act,tnnealvad itrthalamlltet,llwooldbtwMthlLOvtrtbalttllwo 
“ ••■ ****“l*l*'ddnote.Ooawnoletio» ytan. wo haw atpoatd a aanki i ol tkt Ulogltlwtte 
^i?*'^*'^'^**'^'^'***** olodooUcbhattpnyadaotbalanUlataadwahavt 
!iT*.**ZT“‘**^J****‘'^*^ eaotilbolidloaratppaitodaoombarallagimMtoal. 


Bol aogao into nod In (ha ttaitea anMta by NUt 
Copalao and Witt Bnanwn, than It both a logical no- 



OattoKtellhankilorhtIptodat- 
iltltact to: Na). Gao. John K. 
Skigbiib, Ctn. HtIncC Adtrhdl. Col 
Chock AUan, Jamta P. Nonaghoa. 
Fnd ZaUlotky. Earl Blatchaf, Tom 
Smltti. Gtn. Vang Pan MU Capalon 
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TELEX 

> C4341B SENT AT 03 SEP 84 01:39:34 

iTY ,■ 

!CCT C4341B 
iTY 

ACCEPTED 

2589510+/IIS VSH 
T0:C0HMISSI0MEE MSCOE L. ECCER 

TOtlR ASSISTANCE IS RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED IN OBTAINING 
AN ANSWER TO HI PREVIOUS REQUESTS HADE VIA HAIL ON HAR 
10 1984, ON APR 6 1984 AND AGAIN ON HAT 17 1984. FOLLOWED 
BY HANT PHONE CALLS DURING HAT. JUNE, JULT AND AUG. 


HT REQUESTS HERE: 1) THAT 1 BE ADVISED IF 'THE CENTER FOR 
POW/HIA ACCOUNTABILITT* RAD A VALID TAX-EHPT STATUS AND ^ 


2} THAN AN INVESTIGATION BE CONDUCTED INTO THE POLITICIAL 


CONTROLLING RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NR. R.T. CHILDRESS OF THE 


N.S.C. AND THE ; CENTER; AND INTO SPECIFIC CRIMINAL ACTIONS 


TAEEN BT BIN AND/OR BIS AGENTS. 


1 REGRET TO SAT THAT THERE HAS BEEN NO RESPONSE OF ANT TTPE 
TO HT REQUEST BT TOUR SERVICE. 


AS PROVEN BT RECENT BISTORT ‘STONEWALLING’ AND 'COVERUP' ARE 
NOT NEW TO OUR GOVERNMENT BUT POLITICIAL HISOSE OF THE IRS 
WAS SUPPOSED TO BE 'IN THE PAST*. 


HANT PERSONS RAVE ADVISED HE OF THE VINDICTIVE ACTION TOUR 
SERVICE MAT TAEE BECAUSE OF HT COMPLAINT BUT I HILL PURSUE 
THIS HATTER BT ALL POSSIBLE LEGAL AMD CONSTITUTIONAL HEANS 
WITH IN HT POWER. 


I ONLT HOPE THE CONSITITUTION STILL MEANS JTE, HAVE THE RIGHT 
TO SEEK REDRESS OF A WRONG AND tBAT IT DOES NOT PLACE 
•PUBLIC SERVANTS' ABOVE THE LAW. 


TOUR POSTIVE -ASSISTANCE IN RESOLVING THIS HAHER AND THE 
PROTECTION OF CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF NTSELF AND OTHERS 
IS REQUESTED. . - - 


IF TOU CAN NOT - OR WILL* NOT - ADDRESS THIS MAHER REQUEST 
THAT TOD SO ADVISE HE - IN WRITING - AND STATE THE REASON. 


JOHN MEAD 
SUITE 106 
333 COBALT HAT 
SUNNTVALE. CA 9 4 086 
(408) 947 5733 
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C43737 sen AT 03 SEP 84 17:42:21 
,£T C43737 
.CCEPTED 
iTi 

7108221 907+/EVFCH VSH 
TO: Am GEN SMITH 

YOUR ASSISTANCE IS RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED IN OBTAINING 
INFORMATION REGARDING MY CQMPUINT OF CRIMINAL ACnVITY ' 
BY MEMBERS OF THE ADMINISTRATION AND/OR THEIR AGENTS. 

MY REQUEST WAS THAT AN INVESTIGATION BE CONDUCTED INTO 
THE POiniCAL CONTROLLING RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MR. R 
CHILDRESS OF THE N.S.C. AND A NON-PROFn ORGANIZAnON AND 
ALSO INTO SPEanC CRIMINAL ACTIONS TAKEN BY HIM AND/OR 
HIS AGENTS OR ASSOCIATES. 

THERE appears TO HAVE BEEN NO ACnON TAKEN BY YOUR 
department, as far AS I CAN DETERMINE NO PERSON WITH 
DIRECT KNOWLEDGE OF- THE ACTIONS DESCRIBED HAS EVER BEEN 
asked a question or INTERVIEWED. IT HAS BEEN OVER SIX 
MONTHS SINCE MY HRST WRITTEN COMPLAINT ADDRESSD TO YOU 
WAS MAILED. ALSO I AM HOW INFORMED THAT MR. JARREIT 
'IS NOT AND WILL NOT BE AVAILABLE* WHEN I CALL TO CHECK. 

ON THE STATUS. 

THE ILLEGAL ACTIONS (POLmCAL AND CRIMINAL) CONTINUE AND 
THE PERSONS INVOLVED REMAIN IN THEIR POSmONS AND CPNTINUE 
TO ABUSE THEIR OFFICE AND POSmON OF TRUST BY THEIR ACIS^ 

AS PROVEN BY RECENT HISTORY ’STONEWALLING’ AND 'COVERUP' ARE 
NOT NEW TO OUR GOVERNMENT BCT THE JUSTICE DEPARTMENT IS 
SUPPOSED TO BE IMMUNE TO 'POLITICAL MISUSE' - AT LEAST IN 
THIS ADMINISTRATION. 

IF THE ACnONS I HAVE BROUGHT TO YOUR ATTENnON DO IN FACT 
•••REPRESENT THE POLICY OF THE USG THEN WE NP LONGER HAVE A 
'GOVERNEMKT OF UW' OR OONSTITVnONAL PROCESS. 

•MANY PERSONS HAVE ADVISED HE OF THE VINDICTIVE ACTION THAT 
MAY BE TAKEN AND THE PERSONAL DANGER INCURRED BECAUSE OF MY 
COMPUINT BUT TWILL PURSUE THIS MATTER BY AU POSSIBLE 
LEGAL 'AND CONSTIIVnONAL MEANS WITHIN MY POWER. I ONLY 
HOPE THE CONSHTUnON SHLL MEANS THE RIGHT- TO SEEK RORESS 
OF A WRONG AND THAT IT DOES NOT PUCE 'PUBUC SERVANTS' 
ABOVE THE UW. 

TOUR POSTIVE ASSISTANCE IN RESOLVING THIS HATTER AND THE 
PROTECnON OF OONSTlTUnONAL RIGHTS OF MYSELF AND OTHERS IS 
REQUESTED. 

IF TOU CAN NOT - OR WILL NOT - ADDRESS THIS HATTER I REQUEST 
THAT YOU ADVISE HE - IN WRITING - AND STATE TOUR REASONS. 

JOHN MEAD 
SUITE 106 
333 COBALT WAY 
SUNNTVALE. CA 940B6 
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John R Head 
SuiceNbr 106 
333 Cobalt Way 
Sunnyvale, CA 94086 
(408) 947-5733 


August 21, 1984 


The Honorable Fred Fielding 
Counsel to the President 
The White House * 

Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Fielding: 

Your assistance is respectfully requested in having the natters 
described in the attached aaterial investigated. Basic dbcunentation 
on these aatters has been provided to DOJ and DIA. 

the events over the last year have forced ae to accept that aoae 
officials of the USC are villfully and deliberately laintaining a 
policy of deception and self interest which is not in accordance with 
the expressed policy of the current adainiitration nor in the 
interests of the United StaMs,; 

This policy includes preventing inforsatlon and reports fro# reaching 
the president; taking aggressive reprisal iction against those who 
express disagreesant or do not support thair position; suppressing 
data which is not in agreeaent with their interests and illegal 
political interfarence in the affairs of private -organizations. 

The reprisal actions have included threats of prosecution, character 
essassination, violation of civil rights, intiaidation, interference 
in coaaerce and other criainal acts. 

For over six aonths I have been trying to work within the established 
legal channels to have an official inveitigation startad. Until ay 
TELEl to the Attorney General I could not even wbuin acknowledgaent 
that I had aade a-coaplaint. 

• With all ~due respect to the Attorney Cenerals^office and personnel I ‘ 
feel that ay coaplaint will be buried and that no ac|ion will be uken 
imless I continue to press the aetter thru every channel possible. 

As the current focus of coaplaint is within the KSC and DOD 1 hope 
that any action you aay consider would be by persons' who are not under 
the control of nor subject to review by persons within the NSC or DOD. 


Sincarsly, 




US. Department of Justice 



D.C. lOm 


1 ^ AUG 1984 


Hr. John R. flead 

Suita 106 

333 Cobalt Hay 

Sunnyvale, California 94086 

Dear Mr. Mead: 

This will acknowledge the Public Integrity Section's receipt 
of your letter dated July 16, 1984 and the accompanying materials. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald £. McDowell, Chief 
Public Integrity Section 
- Criminal Division 
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John X Mood 
Suite 106 
333 Cobelt Vey 
Sunnyvale, Calif 94066 
(406) 947-5733 
July 16, 1964 • 


Hr. H. Harahall Jarrett 
Attorney at Lav 
Public Integrity Section 
Criainal Division 
U.S. Departaent of Justice 
Washington, DC 


Dear Mr. Jarrett: 

The following infonution ia provided la response to your 
telephone request end Mr. McD^ll'a letter. 

Die attached docuaentation should be reviewed first to estsblish 
the generel background. .It represents pert of the records thst 
have been accnaulated since March 1983 through the present date. 
Much of the supporting docusenution is in the hands of other 
persona-, however, can be obtained oo rsas^ble notice. 

It was not until Jshnar 7 1964 that I relnctsntly accepted the 
probability tlfat individuals at the responsibility level of Nr. 
Childress were involved in the activities described herein. Since 
that tine 1 have, had occasion to be^ln a position to verify that 
Mr. Childress is an active, willing partlclpant_ia these 
activities. 

During ay analysis of events over tbr last eighteen aonthi one . 
thlog hat becoae very visible. Ibere is a serious nisnse of 
official position qpd aythority hy Nr. Childrass and by other 
persons within the Departnent of Defense including Hr: K. L7 
Araltagc. Assistant Secreury of Defense. 

The following is a general braokdown of aone iasuas and general 
supporting infomation for each, lanes aad cootKt infonstion of 
witnesses to each point and supporting docunentatioo is available 
and can be obtained oo rusooable aotlee as aeedad. 

In the following breakdown when 1 atsu Childrass. I an referring 
to Nr. I. T. Childreu of the latieoal SKurity Cooncil, his 
aaaociates and persons under his directieo aad/er control. 
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Illegal PblitlCBl Xelationshlp - Childreta and 'Center for POU/fflA 
Accountability'. 

An Illegal political controlling reletionthip exists between Nr. 
Childress and the Center for POW/NIA Accountability in such a 
nanner that the 'Center' acts for Nr. Oiildress and is his private, 
force. The 'Center' is described si a Non-profit Tax-exeapt 
corporation based in Washington, DC, Soae of the activities of the 
'Center' are described herein. 

Supporting Infornationr 

Represenutives of the 'Center' acknowledged that they were 
political in nature with a political aission and scheduled to go 
out of bualness in Noviaber 1964. This stateaent was Bade during 
a question and answer session after a presentation to ’project 
Freedom' In Phoenix, Arizona. 

Reprenentatlves of the 'Center' stated that they had access tnd 
approval at the highest level including the NSC with instant, 
iccees to an unnsned individual on the White Rouse staff. This 
Stateaent wss asde several tises but specifically during their 
trip to California in July 1983 and in Las Vegas during October 
1983. 

Childress acknowledged on January 13, 1984 that the 'Center* wes 
hie investigative group end his Public Awareness Briefing tees. 

Chlldrese acknowledged on January 13. 1964 that repreeenutlves of 
the 'Canter' vlaltad his office end he approved their travel to 
California to talk to ay aiiocietes rad ai^; 

See the attached docuaentation for sore inforaation on this trip. 
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Kelute of ClABiifled Inforutlon 

ChildrOBs lUB willfully, knovingly and lllegBlly iMthoriud the 
releBBe of, raleated or provided Infcraation that waa claasified 
and furniahad in confidence to the Defenae Intelligence Agency to 
persona without a need to know and who did not hold a valid 
security clearance. 

Supporting Infomtion: 

On his trip to California in July 1963, Allen could quote *word 
for word* Inforaation provided in confidence, to TIA. When queried, 
he said he had received it froo his 'high level* contacts within 
the use. 

Childress stated on January 13, 1964 that personnel of the 
'Center* were provided with all reports froo all sources to 
evaluate and investigate as appropiate. This apparently Included 
whatever reports Mre prepared by DIA during oy discussions with 
thea during June 1983. . 

1 have been assured by representativaa of DIA tliat they did not 
give out the Inforaation provided to then however they had no 
control over the inforaation after it left their office. 

Other cases of selective release have been reported and appear to 
be true. 


Misuse of Office and Authority _ 

Mr. Childress has used his office for political purposes to • 
inurfere and intervene in the actfvities of private 
organiaations. 

Supporting Inforaation: 

Hr. Childress has condoned and possibly a^roved the use of 
attaapted blacksail, threau of official prosacution, threats of 
physical hara and other actions by his agents (Mtrsonnel of the 
'Cnter*, its advisors, aasociatsa and consultants) against ayaclf 
and others. Threats of physical hara were aade by Mr. Monaghan and 
others sgainst ayself and ay associates. Throats of prosacution 
were aade by Hr. Allan and Monaghan. Nr. Allen stated that If we 
did not do as they wanted we would be ruiaed. 

Nr. Childress has asad his position, office and authority to 
deliberately interfare with and influence the actions of private 
■on-profit orgaidutioos interested in the FOV/MIA issue. This has 
apparently bem done to enppress any iadependent iaqniry or 
publicity that say not support his public poeitieo eo the aatter. 
Ifr. Uchard L Anitage, Assistant SacreUry of Ibfeosi has also 
been involved ia this oatter. 
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Childress has used personal iniialdatlon and thrests of 

governaental sanctions against the League in an effort to Insure 

that Ann Griffiths reinalh as the Executive Director of the 
National League of Families (A paid position as an employee of the 
League). Mr. Richard L Araltage, Assistant Secretary of Defense 
has also used this approach. 


See attached documentation for additional information. 



Violation of Civil Rights of ayself and others 


An extensive Character Assasainetion has been conducted against 
ayself and ay associates thru several sources but they appear to 
be coordlninted thru the 'Center*. Everyone involved is associated 
with the 'Center*. 

Supporting Information: 

Representatives of the 'Center* (Butler and Allen) have told third 
parties (in person and via interstate telephone) not to do 
business with ae of ay company is we were under investigation by 
the FBI for Illegal acts and antiamerican activity. 

' Representstives of the 'Center*, their advisors and consultants 
have deliberately, knowingly and willfully Conducted a character 
assassination campaign against sy associates and ayself. They have 
repeatedly told third parties that we ore 'under investigation for 
illegal, crialnal and unaaericiin acts'. This has occurred from 
September 1963 until the present date. 

8ee attached docuaentstion for additional inforaation. 


Threats of Damaging Official Actions: 

It has become apparent during the last few months that the threats 
expressed by Mr. Allen and other persons associated with the 
'Center* had merit and that I ihouIB have been more aware that 
they were serious. 

Supporting Information; 

During their trip to California In July 1964 Hr. Allen and Mr . 
Hebert stated that they had 'arrangements' with both the FBI and 
IRS. The FBI would perfora checks on all personae! they were 
interested in and perfora other services as needed. IRS would 
'take care' of thea and insure that they had no tax probleas and 
provide other aervicas that were sot named. 

Allan atatad atvaral tiaas that if we Aid not do what they wanted 
that things would go very bad for as. 

Froa the ovanU of the last few months It ia apparent that there 
is an actant to carry out tbaie thraaw. 
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attached docuaentition for aore InfbraWlon. 



Illegal Surveillance 


Several tiaes during the last few aontha I have been Inforaed by 
different peraons that Hr. Childreas ind/or DlA Repreaentatives; 
have approached people known to be intereated in FOU/HIA 
activities and aaked then to Join groups and report back on the 
Intentions end actions of these groups. 

Supporting Inforaation: 

It is ay understanding that this type of ’undercover* activity is 
unlawful in general and that the ailitary iii specific is hot 
allowed to infiltrate civilian groups or conduct undercover , 
investigations of sane. 


Statcaents of Individuals approached are available.. 



Conoents 


It has becoise evident that'if a person (or group) does not cabrace 
the position expressed by current USG RepresenUtives (Mr . 
ChildreM and DIA)) and they are active In the issue of POW/HIA 
affairs that they are then In for trouble. It apparently does not 
utter if a person is acting in good faith or is Just expressing a 
political position. 

Character assassinstioh appears to be-a standard tactic eaployed 
by the USG Represffitatl^s and their agehls; Ihe consents sade 
about ayself and others with whos 1 have.coae into contact over 
the last few unths have ranged fros 'Liara* to 'Anti-Aaerlcan 
Radicals' to' 'Senile* and worse. 


The charges I an uking are serious and are not being aade without 
a lot of thought and investigation. It is ay intention to continue 
until the utter is resolved regardless of axpcnse or tlu. 

Additional inforution is available to fully support all charges 1 
aa uking however is in safdceeping at this tlu. 

1 sincerely hope that your office will be able to detenine who is 
responsible for these illegal actlou and can take appropriate 
action. 

neau advise u if I can provide any additioul inforution. 


Sincerely! 


1 
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Mr. John it. Maad 
Suita 10€ . 

3M Cobalt May 
tunayvalti CaUfonia 14016 

Dkar Mr. Maadt 

tha Public Integrity laction has raeaived a telax dat^ 

May ili'lM4 froi« you to the Attorney General. I. ^Marshall 
jairatt. a trial attorney, ia the Public Integrity Section haa 
reTievad your telex and spoken to you on ^the telephone regarding 
the allegations contained therein. Pwsnant to ». JwMtt'e 
telephone reguait to you, please provide to hla J 

detailed description of all the facts ohlch you believe give 
rise to a violation of federal criadnal law. Mr. Jarratt's 
address is P.O. Box S016I, P Strest Station. Washington. D.C. 
20004-0111. 


Sincareiy. ^ 

Gerald I. McDowell, Chief 
Public Xntagrity Section 
Criaiul Division 
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WY il lf84 Mill M79469 
eA ■ 

2CZCUS 3ie OM BTRYKER 
US7ieBMt*e7 CVFCH USH 

ATTNi AHORNEY BCNERfl 
DEPT. OP JUSTICE 

HOVE TRIED SINCE JAN 13, 1984 TO LODGE A CONPLAINT REGARDING ILLEGAL 
POLITICAL •AND CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES ON THE PART OF MR. MICHARO 
CHILDRESS OF THE NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL AND T>C CENTER FOR 
POU/NIA ACC0UNTIA81L1TY INC., A SUPPOSED TAX-EXEMPT CORPORATION. 
INDIVIDUALS ASSOCIATED WITH THE CENTER HAVE ENGAGED IN ATTEMPTED 
•LACKMAIL MD EXTORTION AFTER RECEIVING APPROVAL FROM MR. CHILDRESS 
FOR THEIR TRAVEL. MR. CHILDRESS NAS ADVISED OF THIS ACTIVITY ON 
JANUARY 13TH, 1984 AND JtCKNOULEDGED HIS CONNECTION WITH THE CENTER 
AND INDIVIDUALS ASSOCIATED WITH IT. 

INDIVIDUALS WITH THE CENTER SAID THEY HAD A DIRECT HORKINQ 
RELATIONSHIP WITH THE FDl, IRS AND OTHER U6G AGENCIES. IT APPEARS 
THEY HERE CORRECT AS COMPLAINTS NAVE SEEN MADE TO THE FBI, THE DEPT. 
OF JUSTICE, DIA, AND IRS UIJH NO APPARENT RESULTS. 

REQUEST THAT A FORMAL INVESTIGATION K CONDUCTED OF TIC POLITICAL 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MR. CHILDRESS AND THE CENTER FOR POU/MIA 
^COUNTABILITY AND POSSIBLE VIOLATIONS^OF NATIONAL SECURITY LAWS, 
IHINAL ACTIVITY MD POLITICAL MISUSE OF OFFICE AND AUTHORITY. 

3HN R. mead 

SUITE IBS,' S33 C08AL-T NAY 
SUNNYVALE, CA 94888 
U88I947-S733 


1 MSGS RCVD 
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IOC: 41101222 eSI* 
26 OCI 08 2104 

CN: 25163 
CRBG: 5YC 
CIST: SVC 


C'j 2!lfi2!Z cct ee 
l^ iriMJissi yiiNiiiNi 
TC HUIEC/SICSTITI MSBIC IHf'UIMI 3260 
IKK KlUItfV/NlC VASEtC IhriXIlT) 
BUIlJCS/SICtir 'lASEiC IIICBI1T 
BUIIJCS/IIA AASBIC PKIGRIIT 
BllEIl/AMCZASSI lANUKCi 6041 
RUfJOt/Al'CCNSUl UXCBN !742 
KEQEr.A/CIB JCXC lABZlBS PT El 
IT 

C C h I It 1 N T I A I VIINIIAKI 2745 _ 


C C B E I C T I i CO IT (HIT) 

NSC rcT CEIIIIBSI tlA JOB IC-PVI SlCin lOB ISA 
l.C. 1Z3S6> ElCit OAIB 

lAOSt IBIl, PCPl, CISC (IChO, CONNA), (CCFP, JAMS), lA 
SMJlCTt AIB18T CASIS Cl HS. LONG AND M. COPP 

Bill SlATl 336244 

1. CCKIlJilNllAl IKIIBl lilt. 

2. 11C1 P1NIS11B 8CU1ANB BlTUBNU SATUBBA1 ITININC ANC TfilS 
KBNIHC, ScicllB Is/TBl DIBICTQB 01 IIPABTMHT TXO, MBS. 
lANKlIA PlOPMACBiKB, ASIII MI TO CCKI SII BIB. SHI BAS BILAIII, 
CCOEIICDS ANI IHIIABIT ANl BANTU TO CISCOSS THl ABBISTS OF 
ICKNA ICKO AM JAMIS CCFP. 

2 . .7 P1- TIC AN IT SATING TBAI IBI IA(L ftOTIBlIKlNT .nNMISMfiyfllt^ 
lEI AC1ICKS 01 fE«SI TlTlNinilUAIS BIBI PIITATl, JtBIT_TJl« lUJLl 
IT. TBI US.0. ^TBl „ 

CiJiiJULUJASIS. 

4. NCNIIBIIASS, BBllI IBl DSC III NOT SOPPOIT IHISl IB 1 TATI AN! M 
EABMUI ACTITITIIS, 50M1 BPT.Stri rirlUBfi ^ rj)NgBj|5 8I1H1I-T0.. ^ 


AETlIlBl^nnHrTirPArA IICIABATICN WPIOBINO SPCB ACTITITIIS 

iTTT^lIinilSWl-KrAHBlSrCW^^^ mobi bapiiit. 

«. lAKMIA IBIN BlllBRlI TC T!1 NICOTIA1IONS TBAT 8A1 TAllN PLACl 
iinilf IBI IMBASST AHl Tfil ICBIICN MNIStBT IN 1805/1906 BIGABIIHO 
lii JiaiSI cJ JON BOIIIT PHIIUPS ANC TBI CCMMITMINIS Ml lAO 
TECWBl TBIT BAt BICIIIII IBOf TBI U.S. TO BIPAT IXPINSIS INCOBBII 
IN PB. IBIUIPS' IITIHllCH AN! IN-COONTRI TBATU. SBl BAS HOT. 
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t^NFDENTIAL 


CAP/VLC:PESTAN»ER:Qb7aR 
1.D/S7/A& EXT 7313S 
EAP:PLAnBERTSON 

CAP/VLC:CHTyiNING 

EAP/VLC:t1UnARINE 

CA/OCS/EnR:|inAHONEY 


innEPIATE VIENTIANE 

innEPIATE NSC VAHSPCi SECDEf UASHPC^ BANGKOK^ UPORNv 
RUEtCJCS/PlA NASHPC/m-PB//, RUHflBPA/CPR JCRC BARBERS PT HI* 

NSC FOR CHILPRESSv SECPEF FOR ISA, CINCPAC ALSO FOR POLAP 

PECLiOAPR 

PREL, nOPS, CASC {LONG, PONNA>,{COPP, JANES}, LA 
ARREST CASES OF ns. LONG ANP HR. COPP 
REF: VIENTIANE 27MS 
1. CONFIPENTIAL- ENTIRE TEXT 

B. EHBASSY IS CORRECT IN STATING THAT THE US6 CANHOT " 

ACT AS BROKER OR GUARANTOR FOR THE PAYHENT OF LAO 
CHARGES/FINES OF ANY SORT BUT CAN FACILITATE PAYHENT 
FROn INTERESTEP PARTIES IN THE U-S- THROUGH HOROAL OCS 
TRUST PROCEPURES. WHILE IT IS LIKELY THAT RELATIVELY 
LIGHT FINES NOULP NOT FURTHER COHPLICATE THE RESOLUTION, 
inPOSITION OF HEABY FINES WHICH COPP ANP LONG WERE UNABLE 
TO PAY niCHT STinULATE APPITIONAL ACTION ON THE PART OF 
THEIR SUPPORTERS IN THE U-S-, WHICH WE HARPLY BELIVE THE 
LAO WANT TO ENCOURAGE. 

3. A PRAFT USG STATEHENT ALONG THE LINES IN PARA M WOULP 
BE NAPE AFTER THE RELEASE OF LONG ANP COPP. PLEASE 
SUGGEST THAT THE LAO PREPARE A PRAFT STATEHENT OF THEIR OWN 
WHICH CAN BE USEP TO PRIEF NEHBERS OF CONGRESS ON THE 
OUTCOnE OF THIS CASE ANP TO PROVIPE BACKGROUNP CONCERNING 
COnPLICATIONS CAUSEP BY PRIVATE ACTIVITIES ANP THESE 

If 
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REW Arp OFFERS. 

U BEGIN TEXT: WE WELCOHE THE RELEASE OF ttS,. PONNA LONG 
And hr. JAMES COPP by the lao government 

THE REAFFIRMATION BY THE LA0_0F CONTINUE^COOPERA^^^ ON 

Tur POU/MTA ISSUE DESPITE THIS LATEST INCIDENT. THIS 
EPISODE AGAIN DEMONSTRATES THAT SUCH PRIVATE INITIATIVES 
5rE COUNTERPRODUCTIVE TO RESOLVING THE POU/MIA ISSUE- 
THE U.S. POSITION IS THAT THIS IMPORTANT HSUE^CAN ONLY 

Rr RESOLVED THROUGH GOVERNMENT-TO-GOVERNMENT COOPERATION* 

ALTHOUGH WE UNDERSTAND THE INTENSITY OF 

THIS ISSUE, SUCH ACTIVITIES NEVERTHELESS CAN AND HAVE IN 

THE PAST JEOPARDIZED ONGOING LAO-U.S* COOPERATION* WE. ARE 

ALSO CONCERNED THAT REGARD OFFERS J5oL\EFUGEEsf 
WIDELY HELP IN INDOCHINA, PARTICULARLY AMONG REFUGEES, 
•THAT INFORHATION AND REMAINS ARE ITEMS or BARTER. REWARDS 

THE nONTHS AHEAP. END TEXT* VV 


RUHflHflA/USCINCPAC HONOLULU HI V 
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(VT^fiSMeZ OCT 06 a , 

*.?C*!TATT/Vf«PDC , ' 0^ 

piiMjrj/^HtKpiSS'f VtTflT!,t.S7, II-rStlfTf P2*.S 
ifipo piit:iT)*<v/ nsr MfS^rc 'iC3i 
,R"TirJC<!Mr?. VdfROC ■’323 
sitPjrBy/AMRVRlSST JMJfOK 6il? 

VISOROA/L'SCIHCPIC PONOinin HI 
,H"’’RR>''JCP0 l.lAlSOH.PHNCr'.K T** 

HimppPH/ODR jrsn !H’»F,P3 VT HI 
H^HKHKil/Cl)* PSCllHI FT' SMfVTF^ I!I 
oltPFJCS/ OFCPEF VfSHK ‘’''■’T 
«rPr.TrS/niA i.'A«.nDC//VO-’'<'/' 

C '' N T ,I ® » H T 1 H 1 STATE 3‘’"7«F 

T.O. 12356: TiKl! OAZR 
Tjisi POPT., N0?5. I*. 0* 

SnHJTOP: '»XCAVA'’10'< COHKlWlT AHE H»VAII TEIP 

OET: A. FTPRTIANI PiSS SZCP:* P^22Sl7. OCT 69 

1. (0< - FXTPT "FTT. 


2. VT AopoP.Cl*"” ’Ol'H VTU COVSISPEP TIE-'S OH T1«1K3 
CP OtlH rOHPHC'‘*'INC ACPTTITIES. Vir.j HOTANK 

HPiTTTot'EP "RAT A? IFA'T *'<0 T*CAUtlOHS COCIT 3T 
UHPTPTAfR'l PPPO” T"T ENE OF THf TEAR. II ’'RlS IS HOT 
V!PPT» rnOVN IK TIEKTIANE, TRAT CAN PI A PTOUEfl. »I 
A'lRP". 


3. HTfimTliTLlSS, PSHTATPl TBIN^IKO OH 0«H PART IS TRAT 

r V"m.E R! DOTIlIl TO SCRKOIP AN TtCATATlON FOR TST 
nc-OPEP PZ-’.P. PTRIOD, TRIM PATi: TH2 lAO TISIT PAWAII 
TT-.IKKTKO N0W1PTR 7. VE PEllFfi THAT THIS IS TK? B2ST 
VAT TO »ROOFT.r TO T»AT T^ET caN PI PHESIMT A? CUR LAPS 
A-i SEE jnST HOK « KOET KIT® NUAT ^AS PUN PICAF' OP 
pn*ir. AN T.XCATATION. — ^ 

4. NITP RSTARB TO toy OUVAMITAR TAN ATE ''UESTIOK. THE 
l»n HAT* yopflujiiyt RCTP Tn yoil ANP Tf' HP TR’ NF.FI; TO 

matt PPMPESS in HT1TIN3 TKEIR HDNAHITARUN 
#FO'’T»tit,KTS. Nl rONTlHWT yi; lyiinE TH»T THE 

nHETHSTAKriHr, VORFi^ out kith AtHRICAORS that TFI /. 

''*3AKI2»TT0II VTU CONSIEIP A SECOHP CIIMIC ONCE TBi 
TT*St ONE IS COMPIE'EO IS A SERIOnS SlOK OF O'JH 
yvtfpyPT ANE COMKITHTVT. 

4. PtOOETT "OA* TOn OROCEtp OK lASIS 01 THE FORECOIHO 
I'l tahp DISCUSSIONS KITH 1*0 •UtHORlTIir. P’S KII.L OF 
cnnpcy m baPPT TC ’KTEHTAIM ant THRTPTR 3O0r,TSTION3 
l-PATSY >*41 RAFT AS TO OTEEP HUMNITAhlAN FHEFAIORS TO 
CONSTW TOR TH"' FOTR*.?. P”»IHSI1 






C0NF1JENT14L 

C0Pp"u£RE’uNkRTZKli!6! 

PLEASE AIVISERESUL' 
vv ■ 



IfinEJIATE VIENTIANE 

ROUTINE BANGKOK VUOORN>> SECIEf bASNDC<. DIA UASHK 


SEC5EP FOR ISA^ »IA FOR VO-Pu 
becl: OAJR 

CASCi PREL^ nOPS {LONG-. »0NNA}v {COPPvJAnES>i LA 
ARRESTS: CASE OF flR. JAOES COPP AN® flS- 

bONNA LONG 

1. «> ENTIRE TEXT. 



B. RESFONIZNG to A DESIRE EXPRESSED BY VICE FOREIGN 
fllNlSTER SOUB ANH SR ITH lR AJH. IN NEL YORK Ti<AT yE FIND A 
^JyTO PUTTHM CASL-StNIND USvRlCilA^^ flF . 

NSC AND charge DONE SOnVORACHITlAGREEToVEr THE _ 
hEEK-ENf ON 7 SCERAirlu DLSlbNLD TO EFFECT RAPID RELEASE 
OP THESE TbO INDIVIDUALS /TO BE FOLLOWED BY STATEnENTS^ 
ISSUED BY THE TbO GOVERNHENTS INTENDED TO REEflPHASIZE ^ 
OUR COOPERATION ON POU/RIA ISSUES AND TO NOTE THAT THE 
KIND OF ACTIVITY NHICH LONG AND COPP bERE UNDERTAKING 
JEOPARDIZES THAT bORK. 


a. SOUBANH SUBSEGUENTLY INDICATED TO DONE THAT HE 
THOUGHT THIS KIND OF FORHULA yOULD SERVE THE PURPOSE 
AND THAT HE yOULD CARRY THE IDEA BACK yITH Hin TO 
VIENTIANE. NOTE THAT HE HAS LEFT THE UN AND SHOULD BE 
ARRIVING IN LAOS innlNENTLY. 


M. EhBASSY SHOULD RAKE THE POINT TO FOREIGN niNISTKY 
OFFICIALS THAT THE FASTER THE RELEASES OCCUR AND THE 
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CONFIDENTIAL 8 

nORE LENIENT LAO AUTHORITIES ARE ^^^H THE DETAlNEESv 

THE nORE positive OUR STATENENT CAN BE* AT THE JARE 

TIHEs A GOOD LPDR STATERENT yILL BE ROST USEFUL TO US 

IN OUR EFFORTS ON THE HILL AND ELSEGHERE TO DISCOURAGE ^ 

IN THE FUTURE THE KIND OF INDEPENDENT ACTIVITY LONG AND 

COPP HERE UNDERTAKING. 

H. PLEASE ADVISE RESULTS OF DISCUSSION WITH THE LAO. 

• ■ vv 


I 




I 


% 


IF 

S 
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pTtxr yos l/iP/VlC ONLY l\CTI*'C fHJPGF 


1275P; P^CL:n!\Tit! 

TUG?’ IK 

Si'i'.TrCT! .OPTIC l«l - IvtoBk;,! iic . m 

1. r Pf'^PE T^S’. 

2. ‘'^NT •PHY'' lOBTOTI? O-I. P .HfllVFI' BT JUSTOCHI RIGHT 
VHPf; 'll VP=S, »S TOli »1»T I'AVF PIVINEl'. lElM'I'J A BIT 
miO??FTAN’5 -- ALL TOO VPLl -- POIKTS KAt£ ^iF. PARA 4. 

3. •''RT!!P VT PAY' PlSPt^n'IP (AND HILL REPORT IT 

TOo-ALLT) DIPLO'^A^IO ‘IC'^’E RECDRSTING COHSl'lA?, ACCESS TO lONG 

AMP COPP, and N''T1K3 ^HAT aP ARE PREPARED TC SEND OUfi VIC^-COKS'Jl 
Af'D f. COPSUtAR ISSIS^ANT TO PAfRE AT •HE EARLIiST POSSIBLE 
0’'PO'>TnNTT’. I FO’E •HAT T"!; L‘C WIU RIALIEE THAT CON^lllUEt 
D7TFNTT0N TKF''^’ TVQ O'.’I." 3ISES THEP THE PPELICITY THAT THEY 
DEMBTba^EIY SOITHT. I IIRCED TOMPA^, ACD ANYONE ELSE I CO'JLD 
BD^TONROIF — Kr PID I.T''A - •!) RTLEA'F THE^A TOUT SDITI. YOU 
•jnoniD Pf AWARE. AND PP. ''EIIME''S ,»1AY VAHT TO KKOW. THAT TliF 
LA'' RATE PPE" HANK TO SAT THAT THIS CASE ^TLL HOT AEIECT OH' ^ 
CTTR»LL P.FLAT10MS, OR OIJR COOr^SATION OH POtf /MIA -MATTERS . ^ 

SaPP**'' AOTHAllY 0'E‘IF? Rl*' woUTI' ANE RAISER HIS VOICE TO HA'-'* 

TFA^ POINT Vr’TTB MT T[E<!TT3 i./it iTTtR^oOl. 

4. CP*"*’. VE ARE IC’BH TC ‘OUR OTFICEnS, AND H USA 
"AS •0 nY Tn PfirsE THAT Ull LEAV? PE THE ONLY SODY ON TS* 
DTPYO^A^K LIS^, PIUS CUR NEf ADMINISTRATIVE OJUCEp AND OHE 

COmmu^tchtor. •-'IU s* ONATEFUL if T''') CCID SPAVE oft ha fg? 

•F” VTJT. IF 1 CAN •VF® pIOI'RF Oil" THF.IR FORM«T CKAA'.iS 
(iH’' T HAVE "PAT TO'fiR p.'iltiTUPI'JOUS RTFS) I iILL S‘,"r- IN A 
NFV SECTION f Oil A UO LABOR FOiCF WHICH pOFS «0T t'<'I3T. 


5. "T^ITS. GIVF IIAPRIP* OUR Er’'T. »SS«JnL HKV WE HAVtHT"!' SOIL 
TPF STORE OR Rr'pwOLSTERTD FER SOFA IN TVRHI TPLl PLIIl. J30L 
LMC*’ IP FANDIIHC. roNR CAMHOIIAN ’VISITS. kaT 
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unclassified' 


LAP/VLCiDESTADER:DbfiSR 
lU/2fl/afl EXT. 73132 
EAP/VLC:CHTIiI1HINC. 

EAP/VLCiflunARINE 

EAP/TB:VTOnSET.H 

DOD/ISAUGORriAN 



innEDlATE BANGKOK 

ROUTINE KUALA LUNPUR, USCINCPAC HONOLULU HI, JCS UASHDC, 

DIA UASH DC, SECDEF UASHDC, CDRUESTCOM FT SHAFTER HI//APOP/n//+ 

NSC FOR CHILDRESS, CINCPAC ALSO FOR FPA, SECDEF FOR ISA4 

N/A 

PREL, HOPS, PREF, Vn, LA, HY, US 

SRV. INflUIRY ON ALLEGED USG REUARD TO 
REFUGEES FOR fllA REflAINS 

DIA FOR VO-PU 

REF: BANGKOK SNSTO DTG abllim OCt a.ft {NOTAD 


1. ASSISTANT SECRETARY REDNAN'S WORDS AS flUOTED BY - 
RADIO IHAILAND {REF> EXPRESS USG POLICY. UE flAINTAIN 
THAT THE ISSUE IS BASED ON HUHANIIAKIAN CONCERNS AND UE ' 


DO NOT OFFER REUARDS FOR INFORNATION OR RENAINS.’ “ ^ 

2. THREE AHERICANS WERE IDENTIFIED FROfl THE REMAINS 
RETURNED BY REFUGEES FROH LAvS IN THE EARLY 1160' S, BUT 
NONE SINCE HAVE BEEN POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED. A 
yiETNAflESE REFUGEE IN NALAYSIA TURNED OVER REMAINS 
DURING AN INTERVIEW IN JUNE 1166. THESE REMAINS PROVED 
TO BE THOSE OF A U.S. SERVICEMAN. THE REFUGEE 
QUALIFIED FOR RESETTLEMENT WITHOUT REGARD TO THIS 
ACTION AS HIS flUALIFICATlONS AS A REFUGEE WERE CLEARLY 
EVIDENT UNDER THE LAW. THERE WAS NO LINKAGE AND NO 
REUARD WAS OFFERED NOR PROVIDED. ^ 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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. ft 1809401 OCT 00 
m AMEMBAS3Y VIENTIAHC 
TO RIJMOTiPrt/CDft JCRC HARCr'K',. PT lil 
RUHHHMA,:CDI< USCILHT FT SHAFTEft HI 
RUFHBK/JCftC LIAISON DAHOKOK TH 
INFO RUEHC/SECoTATE NASHDC 5'J?.5 
RIJHUHQA/OOCINCPAC HONOLULU HI 
RUEKJC 5 /' 5 F.CrjEF MASHTjOZ/OASO/ISA-PW/HIA// 
RUEKJr.S/JGS WASHDC//'0r.JCS-F‘0H/MIA/J-S/7 
RUEADHW/NSr. UASHDC 
.DT 

CO N F I D E H T t A L 

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE VIEHTIAIIE 20^ 




NSC Fdft CHILDRESS! 


STATE FUR EAP/VLCI 

USCINCPAC ALSO FOR FPA 

E.Oi 1233G« M/A 

TAOSi OTRAf MOPS* LA/ US 

SUBJECT: LAO HAUAII TRIP 

REFS: A. JCRC LlAl'JON 3461 (BANGKOK 52665)/ B, CDR 
JCRC 180517Z OCT 08. 

1. LAO ACCEPTED SCHEDULE PROPOSED REF A FOR THEIR HONOLULU TRIP 

WITHOUT ANY PROBLEMS/ AND REUIIESTED EMBASSY CONVEY THEIR THANKS 
FOR THE EFFORTS ADDRESSEES HAVE HADE ON THEIR^EHALFi ^ 

2. EMBASSY OFFICER EXPLAINED THAT THE TOTAL PER DIEM SUMS 

WOULD BE HANDED TO THE DELF.GATTOH BY SM8GT OADOURY AT BANGKOK 
AIRPORT THE MORNING OF OCT. 24/ AND THAT THOSE MONIES WOULD HAVE 
TO COVER THEIR EXPENSES THROUGHOUT THE TRIP. THERE WAS NO , 

DEMUR TO THAT ARRANOF.HEHT / AND AGAIN THE LAO SAID THANK YOU FOR 
U.S, ASSISTANCE. MAY v 

Qa... 


NNN177413 
M A F 
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SniVIV'’, -"H; PHCil.if'. 

-If!. A/S T'' >1. . 

mT;KNA’'10‘HL ?FSrr-KrrpiM2 vr.prT (Tpv-), ci tr ' 

T««T THX .TIirn:HP,73?'’ P>.-:?IC-J us rT TC A't'5cVLE-",I ‘ 

■ ".N.,R-;s''ruTicri o:. ca'^oi/ia . hca'isf ti-'' n k - 
p.Ecc'jNizss orT ^ipi'-: 

IT tv IPfT. VrP.T arTATTr "-o T?F ".N’./ IT i'O'ilT' .‘E 
DITTICIT TP tCCPiPT IT. A ’" SIS'tR SAIP T^AT Al. 

IP»^F AS NECESSARY , PUT VT FNEV IT PAP TP pr *rcv:Trr, , ' 
Atl ^MT PAT-^irS; IT CAr? h?. If^FOSED. "• 

11. SPUBANa N'^TEP TR«T T°t 1354 INT-RSATION AL CON?H?.Nri. 

VAS A GOOD SINT" IT' WAS HOT U!iC” T:!?. M.;), A/S 

SIPIIP ASTRI) VEETHEP. the LAO SUPPO’^TIH tRInCH PEVJn.vjT 
HIT’^tpR.AMP'S C''»RENT IDM to HPIP AK IHTERNATICH* i, 
COHFEPENCE ON CAMiodi'a. ■soiTEAKH SAID THE I, AC Snijir HOT 
ZirUlPT tpt ipei, put THU”' TH*'?' TUT SIHAt.O"VHIJ}; SEN 

MEETING SHOULD PE TB? FPTHART TOR'IM TO DECIDE ON 
.SyTTT.EMIN-^ opoCEOrPES - AN INTERNATIONAL COKEERTNC. DOTS 
NO" HAVE THE RIGHT TO ESCTDE VRAT THE: CAHPOEIAN rSOFlS 
CAN DO., A/S.SI.OOo ENDED BT NOTING THE SPUATION APPEARS 
MOPP HOPTEUL, VITH TPF Y.AbIOUo PAR"nS TAl^•ING AND 
meeting. SOUBAMH responded BT PEnrhAPINO THAT T^I 
jPEFOH PT PRESIDENT REAGAN HAD A GOOD IKFACT. A/S SIGUR 
.ADDED TPA? the SOVIETS APPEARED INCLINED TOVASD A 
CONSTRUCTIVE ROLE, AND TRA" NOUID ?,S MEETING vid 
jJJJJj;J5”p'^INI?TEi! EOGACPEV IN PARIS IH LATE OCTOJEH/iARLI 

12. MR. l*MPTRTSON N''TJu tpat '‘'I SOL'LD APPRECIATE 
SOIIBAHP'S CONTIWUED ATTENTION T'' THE ADMIN! pTEATIVE 
PROPLEMS FACED BT OUR EMEASST Ifi VIENTIANE. E.G.. LIMITS 
ON STATE -AND SPOUSE K'JMPTRS, im:. EASING ^KESE 
RESTRICTIONS NOULD ENABLE THE EMBASSY Tfl. OPERATE- MORE 
E'TICTIVELT AND WOULD BE 500D FOR OUR BILATERAL 
P.EIA"I0NS. SOUBAKH SAID HE_WOULD SERIOUSLY CONSIDZH 
THESE ISSUE'. 

WAITERS 



|1F 


T • 



PM .’♦RMTSSTON USHN; NFN "0«“ 

TO PMEHC/SECSTATE WiSBDC immediate 78PI5 
INFO RUERCR/AMEMBASST RAHDAR SERI pEGAVAN IMMEDIATE 0414 
RUEPHE/AMEMBISS" BANGKOK IMMEDIATE 4S52 
ROEHPJ/A^^EMRASST BEIJING IMMEDIATE 7fi59 
R”E«JA/AMEhBASST JAEARTA iMMtDlATi «<?76 
pUERtI/AMEMBASST T'lilA LUMPPR IMMEDIATE 3582 
RniHMl/AMEMBASSt MANILA IMMEDIATE 4952 

RUEPmO/AMIMBASST MOSCOW, IMMEDIATE 0334 . 

RUEPFR/AMEMBASST PARIS IMMEDIATE 58fiP 
pnEHGP/AMEMBASST SIHGAPOPE IMMEDIATE 1996 
RnMJTS/AMP**BASST VIENTIANE IMMEDIATP 1927 
BT 

C 0 N E 1 D E. r T I A L USUN NEV YORK PP960 

PARIS FOB WAHEDA 

I. O’. 12356: DECl: OADR 
TAGS: PREL, ONGA, C«. US 

SUBJECT: A/S SinUR'S MET"! RG WITH LAO VICE FM SOUBASB, 
SEPTEMBER 28, 1986 

1. COHEIDINTIAL - SNTIRT TEXT 

2. lAP ASSISTANT SECRTTAHT SIGUR, ACCOMPAKIED BY DAS 
lAMBERTSON, SPECIAL ASSISTANT DALIT, AND FA? /TIC SOMERS 
(wOTETAIER) met WITH iPDR TICE TORIIGN MINISTER SOUBANP. 
SBI’THIRATP., -MTA OPyiCBS BOUHMOTT fiORMER CBAB01_IH 
WASPINGTON) AND CmiKT CHARGE, DONE SpMVOHACBIT ON 
SFPTPMBT.P. 20 IH NEW TORf. 

POW/t'IA IS. SUE 

3. A/S SIGUP TPANTED SOUBAHH TOR l»DR COOPLSATIOfl ON THE 
pf'V/MlA ISSni. SOUBANB SAID IT WAS TPE POSITION 01 TH* 

LPDR TO Trt ITS UTMOS" TO rULPILl THE ACRnMlNTS 
DISCUSSED DURING BIS MEITIKO LAST NEE^ WITH NSC DIRECTOR o 
FOR *5tAH AFFAIRS CHILDRESS, NATIONAL LEAGUP OF FAMILIES 4 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTO? OSIFTITES AND SAP/TLC DIRECTOR TWINING ) 
(TO ONDERTACF. TWO SITE EXCAVATIONS BEFORE THE FND OF THE/ 
TEAR ) . 



4 . SOUIINR SAID THAT BE HAD TOLD THE CHIIDEISS GROUP 
THAT "BX n.S. HAD TO FUlFUl ITS COMMITMENT TO RESPOND 
POSriTFLT TO "HE NIED« OF THE LAO POPULATION. MR. 


IAM|*BTS0N ROTED THAT THE lElATS IH SHIPMENT OF MATERIALS 
FOP A CllHlC TO B! BUILT IN'SAVANMAXPXT PAD BEEH OVERCOMI 
AND tee MaTIRIAIS NOV SHOULD BATE ARHITID IN BANGXOK. 
ATTFR PHOCISSING Tp.l MATERIALS SHOULD REACH LAOS BT 
OCTOBIR 7. SOUBAHH VOTED THAT ATTIR MEETIKO THE 
CPILURFSS GROUP BT. HAD SENT A TllIGRAM TO lAOS TO CAIM 
IRPI-ATTOK THFRF. OVER DILATS IN TEE CLINIC PROJECT. - 

HAHCOTICS I V V 
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T'TS nVTDAC HT ‘DPEP Tl-fAT T!IF V.S. VAS ANIICUS 

TO COO?r;‘'AT^ VI"’H T"^ !?ri IN T'*? f!*«COTIC£- ‘"lEA '■CTH 
?”®''r5‘l "NPOflC ANn J’VrMi'iiAT^I.v ])m-]«py,LlY , 

RFSPCNPETi '^•f'ftT ppAT'^RAL Assistance "AY be po-sibU. p . " 

E|ifBY vpp,^ ^ Epo.iPCT -PROPOSAL '•'EV7,ii|5', T;jr ,V-T,JS r.j ‘ . 

L,*0 OOVERNMpMT.' *11,, leMfriTS^i; vO’'’’- lOOf INTO ' ' 

BFVET.noi.WQ ?lic« A PROPOSAL. "0’'BA}.H APPEp tr;: *1!? il.c, 
I'^PASRE IN VTE«,TTi,M CO'iiT' COOP nv AT? THESE ACTIojir. .. ’ 

6. SojibaNH ?.etEr'reI) BRITILY T'> T»'? Pibijc -^-r-ApjiKrrjTR • 
CONCTININC, LAOS AY ASiISTA»r SECRTTARY VRCpIESKI IK 
CONHECTION WITH ?«£ ISSUANCE OF A RecIKT RTP-ORT TO 
COVflBTAS ON NARCOTICS . KE RTCALLTP THAT HE HAD: MET m 
IN JilN? AND T7 IiE vtrj ^0 f-EET eer AGAIN -''Ult'.FMPHASIZI 
^vj. Ri-SPs taern at ^HE IPDP. IN NARCOTICS CONTROL. "R . 
LAMPERTSON KOTEI) THAT THE REPORT HAE BE?N ^LEASED IN 
A^GI'ST RUT PAD PEFN PRFPAREp TOO lARlT TO T*.»'Y INTO 
ACCOUNT CERTAIN ST^os . ME RE IT FRA TED THAT vi, lOOFER 
F''RyARD TO FURTHER COOPERATION ON NARCOTICS IN' TPE FUTUHF 

REIA'^IONS VITD, THAILAND ^ 


7. A/S SIOUR ASHED A.POUT LAO SZIATIOKS VITN THAILAND. 
SOUBANH said TRAt MANT DEITGAT'ICNS HAD' VISITED FETVEEH 
TFT TWO COUKTRtRS, RANGING rR0*1 OTFICIAIS TO ACROBATS . 
LENDING AN APPEARANCE 07 NORMAL RELATION?, BUT 
rUKDAHEKTAT, PROBLEMS REMAINED. NEVEHTH7LESS. “HI 
ATMOSPHERE WAS CONpriciVJ; TO SAVING THE BORDER PROBLEM 
AND THE LAO WERE ea^jj t() dq sq. CONTACT HAD ALREADY 
BEEN ESTABLISHED between THE TWO ARMIES, .SO THERI WAS NO 
REASON FOR DIPLOMATS NOT TO SPIAK T0C7TPER. .SOOBA.NP .SAID 
r WOULD BE PElPFni FOR THE U,S. TO HELP REALIZI A 
MEETING BETWEEN THE TWO SIDES, VHIC3 WOULD ALSO 
CONTRIBUTE TO BETTER RELATIONS BETWEEN ‘IKDOCEINA AND THE 
U.S. (A/S SIOOR DID NOT RTSPOND.) 


8. MR. LAHB^RTEON AS FED ABOUT SOUBANR'S lYPECTATIONS FOR 
TRJ OCTOBER MEETING OF T!iT WORriNO GROUP OF THE JAKARTA 
INFORMAL MEE'^INC (JIM). SCUBANR SAID TEAT THE LAO 
pPPOVEM OE THE UNGA SPEECH BY PRESIDENT RLAGAK BECAUSE 
IT nmiCTED TPT RESULT, S OP THE JIM (I.E., RIIERHIHG BOTH 
TO VITTNAM’SE WITHDRAWAL AND TFT PREVENTION Of A RITUSK 
TO pnvER HT THE KHMER ROUGE). SOUBANH SAID THE JIM 
WORriKG CROUP MTETIno IN OCTOBER SHOULD HELP PRIFART THE 
OwnnND TOP. trt DISCUSSIONS BETWtEN HON SEN AND PRINCE 
SIHANOUK IN HARIS IN NOVEMBER. SOUJANE SAID RE 
PEW’?OHALLT ’•HINTS THE NOVEMRtr MEETING WILL El DECISIVE; 

ANTICIPATED trat HDH SEN WOULD PRESENT CCHCHETE 
PROPOSALS FOR CREATION OE A COUNCIL OF NATIONAL 
RECONCTIIATION. IT WOULD BE U«> TO PRINCE SIHAHOUE TO 
IjESPOHD. ALTPCUGH PRINCE S-lHANOUK HAS MAHT COMMITMENTS 
WITH TWE other .side AND IS "SCBJICT TO MAST OUTSIDE 
forces. SOUBANR NOTED THAT NOT EVERTOHE UNDERSTANDS 
PRINCE SITANOUT S TRIN'TIHC.. PUT A SOLUTION RlOUIfiSS 
PRINCE SIHANOUK TO "BF HIMSEIV". 

0. A/S SIGUB TOLD SOCBANH TRAT THE U.S. SUPPORTS PRINCE .1^ 
•SIPANOUr vert STROHGLTS WE THIN' RE UNDERSTANDS "OW TO |UP 
BWING ’•OOETRER VARIOUS FORCE.S TO RE.STORr PEACE TO PIS ll* 
COHSTRT. SODBANH said the LAO DO NCI OPPOSE PRIHCI 
SIBANOUK. AGREEING TO TUP PROPOSAL FOR HIM TO FF.AU TKF, 
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P 0i0i24Z OCT 80 ZDK CTP HCH 23541 V 
FM JCRC LIAISON BANGKOK ,TH ^ ^ 

TO RiUEKJCS/OABD MABHINOTON I'C//Pm//^PRIOkITY 
RUHQHQA/UBCINCPAC HONOI.l)LU\HI //J032// PRIORITY 

INFS ZEN/AMEHBAS8Y BANOKOK//IJSIB/PMO// 
RUHJWT/AMEMBA88Y VIEHTIANE//USI6/PA0// ^ 

RUHQBPA/JCRC BARBERS PT HI 1 

BT 

UNCLA8 LIAISON BANGKOK 50833 


SUBJi PUBLIC AFFAIRB-NEHS QUERIES RF.SARDINO ARRF.ST OF 
U.S. C1T1ZEN8 IN LAOS/ REi PUH/HIA ISSUE 

REF« TELECOM BETHEEN MAJ BOYD/ USCIHCPAC/J0323 AHU LTC 
SCHNEIDER <OASD/PA> » 5 OCT 

1. AT SAME TIME A8 THE CURRENT POH/MIA^^INMEBTIGATION 
MISSION HAS IN VIETNAM » THO AMERICAN CITIZENS »*EftF 
5 JrEB?ED ?? JaO ScE WHILE THEY HERE PaSBING OUT 
RPUAftli notices ALONG’ THE MEKONG RIVER I’OR THu ShPE 
MIWN OF roS/MIA'S THIS OEKERHTED HEHS HCBIA OIIESIES 
fSiTldcL UPI (Shd IO YORK TIHEE CORRESPOHOENTE HHO 
HERE ALSO COVERING THE POH/MIA MISBIOHS. 

9 THE QUERIES ASKED IF HE HAD ANY INFORMATION ABOUT 
T« U 8 NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS SUPPOSEDLY SPONSORYhu 
?!!I«e1nDIUIDUAI: 8. THE PAD REFERRED THESE QUESTIONS TO 
0A8D/PA. "THE QUESTION HAS ASKED IF THIS AlTlVI lY 
HINDERED U.S. GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS » SUCH Ab JHE - 
riRRENT operations IN LAOS AND VIETNAM. PAO vIT'-LINED 
TO COMMENT ON THE INCIDENT IN LAOS AMD THAT* IN 
GENERAL* THE U.S. DISCOURAGES PRIVATE PDH/MIA LH 
ATTEHPTS BECAUSE THEY HAY BE IN VIOLATION 
AND THE EFFORTS MAY HOT HAVE THE TECHNICAl. MfcAriS NOR 
EXPERTISE TO DEAL WITH ANY FINIUNGS. 

3. AN OCT 6 BANGKOK POET STORY SAID THAT A SECOND 
»DUP OF MIA ACTIVISTS HAS ARRIVED IN SANGnOK Ju PAbb 
OUT HONEY STAMPED WITH A REWARD At'lup 

A LIVE U.S. POH. MR. TED SAMPLEY* TDElinFIr.D Ab THE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL STEERING COMMITTEE FOR 

American war veterans# said a four-person group PuAnnet 

TO DUMP (2i000 WORTH OF U.S. * VIETNAHESEp LAG* SOVItT 
ISd UHSoSIsJJn cIjRRENCY in PLASTIC BAGS INTO THE MEKONG 
RIVER BORDER OF THAILAND AND LAOS. 


4. HAJ BOYD SENDS. 
BT 


; Freed Activists To Return 
; From Laos After A Month 

• Associated Press 

' The U.S. State Department has no reason to de- . 
; brief freed POW-MIA activists Donna Long and 
‘ James Copp when they return Wednesday after be- 
! ing held more than a month in Laos, a department 
; spokesman said Monday. 

' “Even though Laos is a communist country, we 
! have people Who live there permanently/’ Donald 
; Stader said in a telephone interview from Washlhg- 
i ton. *'We have an embassy there. What inside scoop 
! could Ms. Long and Mr. Copp provide? Who did 
; they talk to? ^ • 

{ “Our role was to see that Ms, Loiig and Mr. Copp 
> were treated properly and released," Stader said. 

'• “From what we were told by the Laotian embassy, 

; we were pleased. We had no reason to protest. Ms. 

• Long and Mr. Copp never complained to our con- 
1 sulate that they were not being treated well. Aoy- 
[ thing else is somebody's image of a Hollywood 
1 world.” 

I Ms. Long, of Jacksonville, and 
V stead, were released i^turday 


I Copp, of Hamp- 

—mIjM 




cial meets wii 
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-SUB'JICT! PStVATT POV/‘iIA ACTITITIIS: THAI SHOUiD BE CONCtRHIS TOO 
«in:'BAN0r0T 'tfV' , 

1 . C WHH Tir, 

2. "T’TEl REPORTS THAT A SICOHB GROtlP OF POV/MIA ACTI7I3! MAT 

RAT: AREITID IN THAIIAHD INTENT ON TIOATING TET MORE CmENCT 

-CnMESSAOE IN THE ME^ONO. IF ZMRASST HAS MOT BOHI SO ALRIACT, 

REQUEST TOU CONSIDER ON AH URGENT BASIS A WR: WITH THE . 

THAI AUTHOR ITUS TO DISSUADE THESE ACTIONS. TEET DO NOT HELP 1 

THAI-UO RELATIONS, THET MAT BE IN TIOLATION OF TSAI LAN, TRET J 

CERTAINIT DO NOT HELP OUR TIES VITR TIE LAO OR OUR EFFORTS TO J 
HESOT.TE POV/MIA CASES IN THIS COUNTRT. MAT 









kiltMORANDUM 

national SECURITY COUNCIL 


ACTIOH 

January 21, 1980 

MEMORAHDUK FORi MICNIEW BRZE21NSKI 
MICHEL OKSENBERG |l|0 
Ranawad lieague of HIA Pamiliea Raqueat 

for Appointmant 


Onca again, tha National Uagua^Vf Pamlllag of Ainarloan 
you ttab'er** Southaaat Aala atald to ^naat 

Thayhava nothing now to iBy, and I am capable of aununarlslno 
^ racoinraand turning down the 

raquaat, and I will call Ann Griffiths aeparately to aay 
you have Instruotad na to aae har. ^ ^ ^ 

IS!*!!!!' * from you la Important to Indicate that 

lighting of live AmaVlcans 

aJ! “ limply good political DIA and Stata 

SSuSr y®“ ■hould not ba the whlatla 

to Praildant .il datarmlnad 

to pursue any lead oonoarnlng poaalble live MIAa. 

not offer an opinion aa to whether these leads are raalistj 
y*!!*^*^ ihaptipiam to Congressman Gilman, and 
■y raconaended latter to the League walks you back from that. 

MCONNCMDATZONi 

*hat you sign tha latter at Tab A to Ann Griffiths. 
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MEMORANDUM 


NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 


??? .1 1 il1iuv:i 

(add-oniiu'J 


LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 
INFORMATION 




March 12, 1979 


MEMORANDUM FOR: DAVID AARON 


PROM: ^ • MICHEL OKSENBERG 

SUBJECT: League of Families Meeting with the 

Praaldent 


Your raaponia to my mamorandum'df March 7 asks why State 
cannot pursue the Issue of the American defector. 

Stata haa pursued this lasue^ and the defector la now on his 
way home. 

The point la that his return will generate new stories 
about the MIA Issue and particularly about the possibility 
that additional Americans remain In Hanoi. 


Hy own view is that It would be po litically wise v 
for tha Prasidant to inlieabe "Hil SCiTcontlliUSI* cOAceifn 
with the MIAa. ^ 

Thin ia a *rlght wing* lisua, and I think It gains the 
Prasidant soma polltioally to Indicate his continued interest 
in the Issua -*• particularly since he may. be movinc.on the 
Vietnam front In the months ahead and since the Administration 
had implied earlier that it believed Vietnamese assurances 
that there ware no live Americana left in Hanoi./ 


AaX<V^ 


'A*, T,^ ^ 





t 




# 


# 




KhiMMtMingMfvteMMn 
IM glMamlM hi ika nMht 
niwi—tiwfrMimw 

Bv^CWir^iDooohoe 

Tht yowB wgmin (pproochci. 
wds.ipMki cmndmiiitlr. TVwnty- 
i<lhi ynn old. dnihitr oT « Nm-)- 
him domod 26 yon aio owir the 
julf o( IbnUn, ili« oflon whti m 
bu Httini it dlnppravtd infonni- 

‘I havc.'ibtii)i,wUwuiMont 
Blfhl UM 10 biak coniribOBd. 
coriiu of the SiMIc Fortlin RtU- 


Uoni minority lUlT fopon." 

Welcome to the July timiul meet ' 
ini of the Niiloul UepK of Fein. 
Iliu of Prliontrt end MUilni in 
Soothcui Alla, ibe iiMion i larynt 
uruupof POW-MjA nloilni. ehtre 
nuiuii)' uket the Mbtlen of fomu 

Here ihtro ii ibo mutiny of m ID 
bid|tiiKorrfctlr«iom,iliei«intm- 
ptniliiible queiUon uktd aloud. 
Mutiny U biapproprlatohiiplauaf or 
poaituioa of matarlal that catiri- 
diett Iht orianitatlonli omdal line 
- meh u the youni womanli copy 
ofilieSoaaiecoinfBliiMrtpon.pul>- 
Htked In May, that accutti the Ui. 


iwammani of tbondiminii tlio no- 
iWn-oPOtt'a 

Once litlleknown, the J.fHJ' 
tnamher Leaiuc of Famlllat drew 
paiiotial aiufliion early ihli year 
with the reiiiniikm of the POW- 
MIA chief a| the Dafenw Inielll- 
fence Aiency. 

That offldat. Col. Millard A. Peck, 
chatted at the lime that the Itaiuah 
aaccuiivo director, Ann MiUi Crif- 
fuhi—amemliarofiliaadminittra- 
ilonliiap policy body on POWddlA 
. iuuet - not only oppoeat aitampii 
to aulti the quailion of mluinf 
Amerlcant. but acilealy aabotaiei 


uichelTgru. 

. Slnceth€h.iht2l-|iaroldLeaBut 
nf Familial hai been in iheipuilifhi. 
At lime Can an orfaniiallon that 
repreianti famillea lackini help 
fram the U.S. lovemmeni elm apeak 
for the fintmmeni iiwlf without 
ilowtni proftata in the learch for 
the miialnf! Ihmioil within iha 
irouptiUithaiiory. 

Thli month a newly Maud Senate 
Niaci commiiiM - ipurrtd by Col. 

irr KIN, poff >46 

• SfltUK*fcn,ntA7. 


# 




• # 

5?/- 

E^lr\iWi+ K 
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iiifu'iiilt uiiil miliiary 
; nuhilc iifiii of mutiny 
« U'l ilic leafut'i cuuniar- 


'alilrla. kiitnvn lulcafue nieiphenaa 
"bouiiccfr," "Rouiii'' ur “Ctaiapo," 
uunrd fiiHir iiilkoi af ulnii Imitermli- 
; aihio queilliiiii. Tliii t«ll patrol 
aualiiii iiilrrlnpcra. aquliillilf at the 
ID badaui ntentbera mual wpar, on 
; paiiiiirejcciiuii.oitMndlluirnecka. 

• Hero I Iclon lluiioriy, the Navy pi- 
kii'a duuuliicr wlai imv ii a Hill' 
invrr OtiirNciuwncr. illpi copy 
after cup-, nf tlio SeiUiW report im- 
pmUuceil III her inen oapenaal to 
other iiiviiiltcn- Tlwy do not kiawr of 
ilui r%iMrt‘a exIaieiK-a - bacauao to 
' the U-uuiie <if FamlllM' board of dl 
reelura ihc Kiiun la analheina. M 
iticli. It In^ Riiiic uiiiiicnlloiKd hi 


uf .N il. Hi. the bill ilui nvuld iim 
rlkO In lliv Sviuitek aulcct cuiiiiiilllec 
tiiilH\Viuiidl.llAa. 

Tlw leiutuen bieii'd liaa oppiiied 


! L''i«ItwVS^Tnl*wdy1wnio^^^^ 


Ii II. 0 Kciuriu played out repui' 
cdly III the five yurt ilnce llie board 
ruixd Ilic qiHirum reuuirenieni 
Innn Ml iiiemlivn lu JUO. up n- 
iiml Army Col. Carl I! Hopper of 
ClcnJaW. Ana. Col Hopper. 7u. the 
fiiilier uf an Air Force pdul ihol 
down III IIWI. II a charter member 
, uf ilK leofuc and o tenner board 

Tlio aiiffnied ipiurum ttuolrv 


Alawit ai If M proae It. u Col. 
Hopper lupa up loipcak for SK. U 
ho will flad Ihe haadi of white ahini 
laihlinoarmlht. 

Wera thty trylm to atopMffl f ram 


ballitaiin. Still laur ilM m, Radnor 
A. Aaderaon uf Wmt Baaiun. Maine, 
paatcfealrmaaoribiMilno VUinam 
ItettnM'VliilCamnMut.ieUiare' 
paiier what he iMaka of Iha laatiu 

'OMiaeiwy lalfca hr Kielf.* Mr. 
Aadanan ■]». niwi mlithi aot be 
tlwMalcMtdomiUNri.' 

The l«|iM bai baan dttcribtd ai 
a*familyaapport'|rMip.llba|Mla 
IfM ai jMi Ibal - aa an btfariMl 
amtaturwrlim byi POW wifb la 
OHihmii. Thi nawMaiwr waa dr 


cnifmatlc "MIA" plioiu on fninl 
puf ci over tint auniineri dltcutvrcd 
llwt when they approuclied Mri 
Grlffllhi ai the July conference, 
rheyailied hrr why. wiili her mildc 
kiunrltdpc, ihe hud nut infnrmed 
ituiin uf Ihe phoiu early un. Hi nut 
leofuo pulley, ihty wore told 

“My ion Hid, 'Du you mean, Ann, 
Ihol ihii la nui a luppuri yruup fur 
fanillkaf"' layi Gludyi Flocheii- 
ilelti of Bill Diiur. Calif., a dote 
friend of Mri. Grlffllhi' ai uni time. 
“Slie kMhad dauf era at ui and laid. 
'Cu ace your caiualiy uITlcar. Mm 
needpiychiatriclulp.'’ 

Mn. GrIITIilia: wIm rcfuied rc' 
piolod re<|ucilu lor u funual uiler- 
view ter ililt arlielo, dcelarn by 
leloplume oi deadline: ‘I dul mn any. 
‘Vou nmd ptyxiilairic help.' Thai u 
hluiuiily ntil Irue" hlurcuver, alic 
iiiyi. It la llio reipuualUlliiy uf llie 
nilllury icrvicu caaualiy ufl leer, nut 
ilio Icoiiue. 10 repuri m Iiiml!ii!a wi 
IndiilUuul cliMa. 

Ii niiiy he u nioaiure of .the 
chaiiaed rclallwiililp bolween iIk 
two wuiKit llut Mri. Grin Hill adJi 
“IhixvfflUKlieiaaKell.'' . 

Cone ii tlic tmct-upeit eominuni- | 
cation amuitf fanillic'i. oicept 
thnufli MfimMl ncimirki of llioir 
own. Tb preaern “family pnracy.“ 
leacur mombera' name* an hepi 
from all but the ataff and Hi iiiuii 
Irvaied nfflceri. even fruni IIk 
eloetcd buurd uf Ulrectur*. Tlut 
rIwi the ataff. pniKipully Mr*. 
GrilTiUil.unbreacluiMeciintnil 

Ibday. In fact. Ann hlllU GrtlTiilia 


Her older biuiher, III. Cnidr. 
Jamea MilU. wu atiot down over 
North Vietnam in IVOt. Tlieir father. 
E.C. 'Bui“ Slllli. NIped ipark Ihe 
POIV'MIA famillea monmcni In 
Calltemli. He became the kaiiuei 
eucuitwdliieiur farayTar bt l«7J 
But MilU' daushler. Ann. napped 
mtu Iha tab bl Iy7t and baa nurked 
at It ilnci. Ibdoy licr itllir. Judith 
Ihbtr. U the leaiuat matem ra- 
■jtenal euardlniior. 

" Ibt. at MMO a ywr. Alili MUU 
Criflliha It a hlnnl bond who aenii 
at Hm buanli pitaiurt. And il u a 
meaourt of hor power that eicn 
when the board tried to dlimui her. 
itcouldni. 

It hmponed m iMH. any tetput 
momben who aamed un the board 
then. Spurnd by whti iheyoBiwd- 
end aaoutbomad acHvny by Mn. 
Crtmthi. bMrd membtn adttr- 
Iliad for a new tMcuim director. 
Tliey found not. only to hne Mn. 
Griintha' doat frhnd and tVhlie 
Hanatcantact IUcliirdCMldntt.iir 
the Nailanat Security Ceoncll luff. 


would activate Ihe uiher iiriicf)'' 
Tlut "nthef iiruicf) " would dch. 
any new' direeiur ucccai toClaaiifleJ 
Jiia and memberihip In iha Inter' 
liicncy Croup. Iha lovernmenii top 
policy body on POW MIAilfairi. 

"We tvbuld then ho conildend on 
the lanie level ii any other POW'' 
Ml A sroup." Mr. CUrk aiyi. "and we 
miulJ nut have Hio ipecial lliiui 
ihaiihaleaiiuthaiiiow.'; 

Rather ihan forfo III privileiei. 
Iha board caved In. recalU M r. Clark, 
who lat In on the meeilni u i ro' 
f lonal conrdinaiar. 


So II Ii |ht power uf Mcrcia - 
lecrcia Ihe board liiclf li denied - 
that Mri. GrlfTIlhi wkidi. even nuw 
that Mr. ChlMren liii htfi Rovuni 

Given cteiilfied acceu ui ivn 
ihnwBh a Uinpiu acvTicv t«ret' 
' mem. Mn. Crilflilii luday buaiii a 
tup'ieciel Stole Hcpaniiient clear- 
once. 

Apyiuinled lit llWt) lu a newly 
Inniwd Iniarayency Gnwp fur I'UW- 
MIA offalri Hut iho brnetf liaa do- 
lenbeU ru n latt in the fomlllii, Mri 
Grlffitha hae inmitemicd the paml 
Inlu llie Ruvenimeiil'a lop pulley 
body on Hie liiue. llie I AG Indudei 
Kprewmaiivti from Hie State and 
IKifeme dtponnenii, the Naiionat 
Security Cinindl. Ihc Julni Clilefi uf 
ibair. the UIA -1- and Aim Milli 
nrllfiiliL 

‘Hiui leuRuo policy mirrori od- 
minlitniiun policy “IVhm the US. 
Ruvemnicnl wlilieii lu apeak nul 
wlHiout tear uf lebuitol. they wriK 
It and Ann iIriu It." Earl Hopper 


“'llwiv II auinethlnR wiwir when 
yvior nujur advucncy Rioop la part 
of Ihc rnemmem elfurl. ^bu can't 
diiiuuiulili lieiwecnihuie that wont 
lunicthlni done and Hm* that may 
mil wont lameihkiR danc.‘nrt n- 
Hrcd Air Furca U. Gen. Ciiftne 
TIrIk 

(Met dlracturof Hie Deftnie la- 
Ktliienc* ARcncy Gen. rifha orlfi- 
noted the Idea of ilrini Mri. 
Griffllha cUiilfM acctti. 

Jail ai. to the public. Mri. 
GiilTlihi appeari a fennunini- 
aanciMnid ipuktimin, wlihin lov- 
nrimem Hadf Mn. Grimihi icti ai 
family advocate. 11w ttdmhpie ii 
laid to work mnden. 

“She (ueiup Hw bneind ap Iha 
line unlU aomebuly nlli ovtr. And 
aomabody will olwayi nil o«ir bc- 
cauie they rteni worn la pa oplnai 
the teiiHUai.' iiya one ubatner of 
Mn Griintha' approach to Pcnti- 
pun bran 

Somtlkacaoven hetdt roll A Drr- 
panmeiu of Drianaa aGIcW la- 
formed t cfoMvI-duur mitUni of Iha 
iNtmihuMd in July Him Ami MIUi 
C rimihi had la ntifd Col. Pack, the 
DtAb cUef tf POW-MIA alftin. 


Incorporattd In WiihlnRlon In 
iy7U and Hill headquartered there 
— wher* Execulivrt Dlreciur Am 
MUli Criirilha new wrtiaa ibt bl- 


2.K 


&fe jUkioff iiii|roii Sluice 
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. HonolJ J. Rncuhi, whu 
giied Cul Pack! chiinii lor StC' 
roiirr ol Dtlmie Olvk Clitno)'. loli) 
ih( botrd that "torMiimo liii fill'' 
Itlri. Criltniu iwiiucled Ihe Dc' 
(vliie Deixrimciil "lu uv ptck 
itHiuld be niliovtd of hi i duiloi,’ wv> 
Jinrtr C DuHOhuo ul Dsnburv. 
Conn,,* nt»ly olwued board tiieni- 


•Mlifltd." Mri, Criirilhi »»ymn,. 
ply;^»lhi»BOibllUyU)luv..nyone 
In ih* i;.S, tavtmmmi rtmovtd." 
Bui II may not b« niMrtyi the brill 

ihit Id* hun. Duilil Mulowikl. a 
loilnd Army llMitnim colml who 
In IW? u I POW-MIA «d, 
vl**r 10 Ri^ Armll«|« (iben i 
^uiy auldmit oKrttary o( do 

f*n**j.**yi Mr*. Grimihi' lni»rf*r. 
•nwW^ibqulii/iwainmonih*. 
TTi* l*« atiwC Mr. Mialowki 
Criiriihi 

‘-St 

10 Um hmUy Ewoflo* to my omc* 

“ ■» «>;« hwily All of 
DOU amid Mill Au Mid; <No 
« Mtol In toll Umn. Tlie 
^ Iw, daditod.' Afiir uw I 

|i^cu^«..fMdlyah.M.M 
. “'f‘**.*»«'1l«mio«*body,ih*: 


MraGriimiMallaUMU’cniy* 
Horn CM Ri dtflM mmylMni d» 
hMtitrdOMlofiOTopkironMtlon. 
‘I donl know «bii ha^ lalktoi 
abwl.'' 

'I knoai of na man Nccaatrul *d‘ 
««c*ey iraup Uwi tha Ut|iH ol 
ramlllii,* Un. GiBTUbi aayi *Wc 
iMlbe US. ■owtnmam toadopi our 
prtorlutaaadiollqr 


e 
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Memo may bolster critics 
of fiimily support group 


B^Ca|hr^^tonotioe 

Wlwn an Army colunol cliarged 

wtih monliorlna the r*le* of Anier* 
Ian prisoner* of wor reiiined In 
February, eccuiing hlihcr-upi of 
roedblocks and coverupi, he iinglcil 
out the head of the nation's largeil 
support group for POVV fomlliu as 
‘‘intentionally Impeding the eirort* 
tn rind lurviving soldiers in Indo- 
china. 

Ibday, againit the backdrop of a 
new Senate inquiry into how thor- 
oughly tha govdmment la invasilgii- 
Ing raporti.of lo-eillid "live 
lighllnii," a memorandum haa lu^ 
faetd that may glwcredencatocril- 
Ici' claimi that Ann Mlili Griffllhs, 
eseeutiva diractor of ihi private 
lupporl group, It improperly help- 
ing govemment olTIcialt mollify 
POWfamitiet 

In a Fab. 24 memo, ■ copy of 
which hu been obtained by The 
Wuhington Timea, Mri. Qriffiihs 
tpecirically advisua PinU|on rear 
■dmlral on how to respond lo i letter 
from a former member of her own 
group, the Nitlonal Laigue of Fam- 
ilies of Priaonart and Mining in 
Southeast Asia. 

The Oriffithi memo, labeled 
''SENSinVE,''could become a point 
of laatlmony today u Col. Millard 
Pack, who risigntd in February u 
chief of Ihe Defenie Intelligence 
Agencyk OITlca of POW-MIA Af- 
fairs, testiriu before the Senate 
Cmtmitiee on Rules. 

The panel is looking Into eiiab- 
liihlng a select Sqnite commItiH to 
Investigate charg^ by CoL Peck and 
others that the goyammant ia at- 
tempting to cover up evidence of live 
Americans in Southeast Asia. 

‘‘She needs to hair tha folkwing 
from DOO (the Dapattmtnt of Dm 
feme)," Mri. Qrilfithi wrota to Adm. 
Michael McDavlti fat luiiestini the 
tack he should uka toward Lea 


KMoaiweuM NeDivnT/iii.L ^eu 


Ml Mnlelien Dtekteiie esii JMtk L liMny vHh W* Mljw; eyjn 

• jeeltrtUn’ef bniwBt l*V«y w 
Ivpindea by vtut •!*« 1*4 lAp*' 

fevartta laifity by kht iulMueaia el IW ailem if teaeive 
-tti iea»»i ■ I : 

• lies sse evase el as •elialniki tke ••*JffMlie* eMiW, nej 
•vseia yau aenaeae avebi 4 mhM lesefemea Ihil Men were 
levirtlyfui e( Hlll|a*Y iHMy eel lew ***^*** 

.tkliatlen by u* duT. | 

■ ^ ' • •••v Mii|gni l-»enMleo ef — •»* 

e«at*laMrtintly*‘t« 'iiaMi untsh Wi the 
; »,Uel^ln VlatMi as wall is eras 111 in OiMMt* eed Ui*i 

liikil Alter yew OreCti eeM ever end I’ll give lefib- 


Danielson Dickinson oribthill, S.D. 

Mrs. Dickinson had written to the 
idmini in'.January, asking his help 
In finding her brother, an Air Force 
ciptain shot down over Vietnam in 
•1972. 

As background, Mn. Grlfflthi 
lold the admiral tlut Mrs. Dickinson 
had become ‘Increailngly diiaf- 
fecled" from Ihe support group and 
"ncepiiw" to diiiidents who have 
challenged Mrs. Griffiths' teider- 
ihlp. 

‘A check with DIA rorinsighli on 
(Mrs. DIckInsonbI eiianions that 
Mirk Danislion wu 'reported to be 
alive on the grtMnd' would be en- 
lightening," Mrs. Qri ffilhi suggests. 

"All information which peruinior 
may pertain to her brother hu been 
provided; no new Inibrmaikm has 
been coUeeted or reciivad which 
could mul 'hli wherubouu; ” Is 
the wording Mrs. Grifflllu sugguii 


to the admiral fore reply. 

Mrs. Oiiirithi gave him the itrat- 
igy ilpi in her rola u a member of 
the Interagency Group for POW- 
MIA Affaln, ihe goveminentk top 
policy-making body on ihe issue. 
Some of her critics have charged 
lhat Mrs. Grifnihi' dual niu ta 
boih governmenl ofnelal and iKid of 
.a POW advocacy group seiiouily 
(compromise Ihe Inleresii of fam- 
'illes hoping for information about 
missing loved onu. 

Ruchtd by phone last night, Mrs. 
Griffiths defended her memo ii o 
proper ese^lu of both ralu. 

"There Is nothing there that is 
wrong,” she nid. "I'm edvoatlng 
lhat the US. government be direct 
It Mounds responsible and factual, 
•niat Is my Job, to be responsible and 
febtual and try to get this issue re- 
solved." 
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The Honorable Manuel Xu j an 
Secretary of the Interior 
18th and, C Street, , MW , 

Washington, DC 20040 

Dear Mr. Secretary; 

As previously noted in my correspondence of April 19th, the League 
of Families has undertaken a national project condemning the 
exploitation of the POW/HIA \issua how taking place at the National 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial by those .'standing vigil on a permanent • 
or semi-permanent basis. 

At the six League regional meetings recently concluded, tremendous 
support for this project was received from , family members, 
concerned citizens and veterans .group representatives in 
attendance, Representing all POW/HIA family members of the League, 
the following resolution was overwhelmingly passed in all regions: 

RESOLVED, that the National League of Families condemns the 
exploitation of the POW/HIA issue taking place at the National 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial; and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the National League of Families calls upon the 
Department of Interior arid all veterans organizations to take 
. appropriate action to eliminate this desecration. 

Prior efforts to dissuade the illicit activity at the Memorials were 
unsuccessful. While we recognize that legal ramifications bear on - 
this matter, it is our hope that the Department of Interior will 
aggressively seek to restore appropriate honor and dignity to the 
most actively visited memorial in bur nation. 



cc: Honorable Edward J. Derwinski 

Secretary, Depa^ent of Veterans Affairs 

Honorable C.V. Montgomery . • 

Chairmen, Committee on Veterans Affairs 

Honorable Robert J. Lagomarsino 
Chairman, House Task Force on POW/HIA 



§ 




• • 


.. 
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The Honorable Manuel Lujan 
Secretary of the Interior 
18th and C Streets, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20040 

Dear Secretary Lujan: 

The League has long been concerned about the desecration gccurring 
at the National Vietnam Veterans Memorial, using the issue of our 
missing relatives as the basis. The nearly 3^600 POW/MlA , family 
members who comprise the League have witnessed this specUCle since 
Christmas Eve, 1982. 

As Executive Director, I- tried for quite a long time to work with 
those holding POW/HIA vigil* at the Memorial in an effort to ensure 
that illegalities and unsavory incidents did not occur. The 
League's efforts in this regard were to no avail. 

There have been viable groups of individuals who have manned 
POW/MIA information booths at this site, but they are the minority. 
They come to Washington for a specified period, such as veterans 
Day, National POW/MIA Recognition Day and on other occasions which 
lend themselves to public focus on the issue. The problems 
associated are too difficult to convey in a single latter, but it 
is our hope that you will assign someone to look into this natter 
and meet with the League as well as veterans organizations' 
representatives to soak a solution. 

The individuals and organizations now "permanentily installed" at 
this highly visible site are desecrating the sanctity and serenity 
of the Memorial, its purpose and the service of those Americans 
whose names are listed, including our missing relatives. The 
misinformation being spread on the POW/HIA issue is undermining 
League and U.S. Government efforts to resolve this humanitarian 
problem. Sadly, the American piople are being misled into donating 
funds which are not accounted for in compliance with Federal. or 
District of Columbia law for non-profit organizations. 


• h 
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AtU»8£ 


comer I Cox 

703/768-7445 
April 30, 19901 
aOa/333-6846 


lOV/KZA fulllfi Rttet to onvirrtAtod xttaok 


IMBARaOlD OHTIL Amt 31, 1990 
fftihlngton, D.c. 




I) 




Jack Andoraon'i and D«l« Van Atta'a April 39th ooluan, "POW/NXA 
group .baoonas part of buraaucraoy," is a ravaaling axampla of tha 
dlotortion and axploitation for which thay hava bacoM waU-known, 
tragi^liy thia tliM at tha arpansa of tha POH/MIA faalUai. 

Hr. Andaraon'a and Mr. Van Atta'a involvaaant In tha POH/NfA laaua | 

haa ranaad froa aupport of irraaponaibla purpertad raacua biaalena 
to providing a forua for eonaplraoy and oovarup thaoriata. Zn both 
Inatanoaa, oradlbillty and avidanoa vara laoklng. Attaapta to 
provila Mr. Van Atta with factual inf eraatlen, inoludlng 

aubatantiva briaflngi froa the Dafanaa IntalUganoa Aganoy^ hava 
baan ignotod and rafuaad. Be ohoaa inataad to indulge in auoh 
taotioa aa attaapting to ooarot goyamaant offioiala to illegally 
paaa elaaaified doouaanta. 

The vaat aajority of ever 3 , coo poh/hia faaily aeabara of tha 
Uagua andoraa League policy and hava a great deal aora at^at^a 
than either Nr. Andaraon or Nr. van Atta. Rather than liatanlng 
to a few aalf-appointad •axparta," Mr. Andaraon and » . Van^Wta 
would hava been wiae to reeognisa the tragedy that tha foW/MZA 
taailiaa have endured for over two decadaa. Their failure to do 
BO aakaa thin aheap and unfounded attack all the nora pathetic. 





KEMOI^DUK HOLFOWITZ 

Ffoai ' MmKilli Orlffltha 


Access to ciASSiTito poh/mia materzal 
A ugust 2, 1990 ' 


On Auguat 1, latteri froa A8D/LA Dava oribbin vara aant to sanatora 
Jaaaa Halva (R-HC) and Charlaa Graaalay (R-lA) giving than full 
accaa a to waaa of intaraat on tha POH/kxa ieaua. in addltioni Mr. 
GriMin auggaatad that the sanatora nay wiah to. invite ataff of the 
roralgn Halations. Anad Sarvioaa or intailiganoa coanittaaa, with 
the appropriate olaaranoaa and with raaponaibiUty for tha poh/MZA 
ia.aua,. to aoeonpany than to review of the olaasifiad aatarial. 

An addTti^ritowarrTattar waa 'aent to RaprWantativa ’ BailanBon' 
stating that Congraaaaan Bob Balth (R-nh) would be provided tha 
aiM OPpOttunity, along with staff '‘of the Araad Baryicaa or 
intailiganoa CoMittaaa, under the aana claaranda criteria.^ Hr. 
orlbbin'a -daolalon to pursue this course (which X 
strongly Opposed by XSA, DIA and the Deputy Chief of staffs for 
ZBtaUlganea» Dapartsant of the Amy) ha far rMchlng 
raiificationa about which Z feel you and tha Secretary should be 
awara. 

AS you know, tha praaidant, vice Praaidant, Secretary chanay^ you 
Bob Mianitt and otbara hava flrvly ooiwlttad the ^avarnaant 
to pursuing resolution of the pow/hia iiaua aa a aattar of highest 
national priority. Thaaa pladgaa ware taken at face vajda .J™ 
gntafully raeaivad by poh/mia faniliaa. ; ,Xf Itolasentad, this 
oouraa MMS a boo)(ary of .tha Bush Adainiatrition'a oeaaltvanti. 


on any Mttar of highaat national priority, lanaitiva infomation 
ii not aubjaot to Indliorlilnato ralaaea outeida of .the partnatara 
aatablianaid by the congrui itself, l.a. tha ; raapaotiya Salaot 
Coaaittaas on intailiganoa and raaponalbia a|iaff ntnbara with 
sppropjjildia ojaaranca. Thia path, if followed, aata a praoadant 
£S"i«5[Sr aoeasB' on other iaautar iuoh-;a-atop-4iould^t. be 
oonaidarad. moh laia approved, on Caabc^in, soviet, Chlnaia, 
Middle last or other setter of Inportanca to the U.B. In short 


■ora than hollow tokania. 

Mr. dribbln'acomunloitioni authoriia »cca»a to individual Masbara 
of Congraaa who have bean loudaat in proelalaing that VSO offioiala 
SaunSpS ylV 

"ottSgh^aaaartiio^^ 

oovarup avidanoa that Anarloans are being held captive in Southeast 
Asia. ‘ 


12 K 
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I hm no oonoom thot Menboro of congrftil or ittff will uncovor 
•nythlng which would lond erodonot to thi oharooi of oonipirtoy 
. ogtinot which wo' hivt ooHootlyoly fought olnoo tho tino 

frm. On tho oontrory, while probloos are oontinuoualy Identified 
• great well of talent in DlA'e Special 

FOK/MXA Offflce. 

Ky concern ia that If thla declilon la iBplenentdd. the above 
POW/HIA ieeue ie one folely of rhetorical 
clear throughout the U.a. Oovernnent. 
will perceive that etated V,8. 
polipy on thio leaue is no longer valid and that resolution of - the 
seriously ^dcm* ^’^'^*** >hAch they- need to. 

^„.-^Beybnd these signifioant policy ooneiderationsi there will be a 

intelllgenos ocSunlty. One 
" t and inftitM CI A and HSh aotion to pull their doounents 


{fSSSKL^f^^ cowratioh oii' m/m related istters. 

^ md uwodt Vlll b| Aiwosed vhloh will hive an 

^ In?*?! ■o«o» eooperation end reporting. Stretegiei 

bs^ coaproaised by revealing 

W Ott'. Iptolil Mtlo. tor 

v\ toSiiX bailable to Mslst the KSnbers 

«»• wterlsl. this 

liil-Sf i2 i«portant ind serious efforts to 

!S5S^‘'!L the Bresident snd ieeretary 

level of personnel m DIAL'S POW/XXA office was 
12*5125*! f* • ef-the Raagan/Buih priority, hard earned 
i^ebsoltttely la^tow. figuenderlng their tiae and efforts to 
partielpate In a "witch hunt" against thensslves does .nothing to 
^* eredencs to those nost 

involved in goousations that a "sindeet to debunJc" ierlsU in that 


Bin^ly, Indiscrininate release such as Mr. oribbin has now invliid " 
will Mtentielly subject PCW/XXA fasily neahersto further, tragie 
•xploitatlon ^ "aotlviste." i an appalled by this aotion froa an 
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. . NATIONAL LEAGUE OF FAMILIES 
OF AMERICAN. PRISONERS AND MISSING IN SOUTHEAST ASIA 
ItM K STREET, H W„ WASHINQTOR O. C. 30006 IM 3 I »] 4 I 40 


HrHORANlHlM TO THE HOARD OF 01 RECTORS, REGIONAL COORD I IIATOKS 
F:p|; .V 'Ann HilU Griffith, Executive Olraclof . 


SUBJECT; HORE ALLEGATIONS FROM THE DESPERATE 


Unnined persons (Ted Saapley ls' reportedly Involved tiong Mlth soioe cohorts of 
Bo Gritz) held I press conference on June 5th to liunch another unfounded iiucli 
on Assistant Secretary, of Defense Richard Annitage, National Sacurlt/ Council 
Director for Aslan Affairs Richard Chlldriss and oe. They now allege that I 
conspired to Maunder Money for the White Hpuiel* This ludicrous thargi, like 
those heforti Is untrufi however, It again proves the Increased desperation of 
soee Individuals who apparently will stop at nothing to try to discredit and 
underalne those directly lMp1iMentlng erforts-to resolve the issue. 

The truth Is that aoney which went: to Thailand was Solicited and spent by John 
LeBoutllHir. not by the White House, In his atteapt to gain proof of live 
priioners, supposedly a priority of those asking the accusations. Foraer 
Congressaan John HBoutlllier asked for e valid non-profit group which, could 
accipt contributions and disperse then In support of his efforts to iiek 
Inforaatlon and evidence of living U.S. POUa. Since, it was not a League project 
and knowing that Support Our POU/HIAs still retained that status, I contactid 
Betty Cartels about the. possibility. LiBoutI I Her had not yet fomed Skyhook II 
(Account for POU/HIAs) but mis atteapting to raise funds to support his 
inforaatlon.gathiring activities and pledged to turn over any Infomatlon to the 
U.S. Govornaent. Batty agreed to recelyi and disperse the funds, based on 
LdBoutllllef's assurance is a sitting Haaber of Congrass thit nothing Illegal 
wouirbe undirtakin and that the effortiLwere not counter toMI.S. Governaent 
policy or law; howaver, tielthar tha Liague nor Betty knew how the funds were 
spent. This was and Is cliirly under John LeBoutll tier's purview, but we have 
no reaion toibillive his funds were ever spent Illegally. LaBoutllller's 
tourres of funds fro* conservativis, at a conservative Rtpubllctn, are logical. 
Obviously, soai of the naaes Involved would overlap 'with consirvatlve 
contributors to the Centres. To Infer LeBoutlllTer’s efforts h*d a connection to 
lren>Contri, five years later, again shows a lack of knowledge end sleazy 
tactics by those seeking to exploit the current political envlroiwenl. 


ledge end sleazy / 
owenl. . / 

n any source for 


Haidicss to say, I have never accepted iny PDW/HIA funds from any source for J 
unofficial uses, nor would I driaa of doing to. The slanderous accusation 'that 
, 1 'was secritly paid at least J4,000 of the laundered Money* 1$ else Included In 
the public release. -The "fringes' appear to have finally stepped across the 
line legally. I received a cashier's check for $3,500 in OeceMber 1983 for the 
February 19M tHp to VlatnsM and Laos. I was unable to-Alscuss the trip with 
■ the board in advance due to governaent classification. A private donation wit. 

used. I alto received a Support Our POW/NlA's check In October, 1983, In the 
, laount of $362, Z5 to relaburie ny personal expandituri for hosting a dinner for 
^ VlttniMeie Foreign Hlnlster Thech and his dilagatlon, the Initial session which 
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r'.tjbl lilifd liiijli ijiiiloijuf lnlw'.'i;n tl.'i. .mil Viiftiwm In .fuliru.iry HIM. Thesi; 
‘gitifliiittt expehdltiirO'w wure prl/uU'l/ lunduO uiid Ihe iJi<<bun‘<i;iiivnl^ iiri! 
ocuinented on Uie August. 1904 $tJte of Call fornf d- u;i Return .(Form 199) of 
Suiipbrt. Uur PO'd/HIA's. !• 

interestingly, those who cldliii that 1 have no Interest In ll/e POHs. use as 
negative my efforts Soi«e five years ago tn support what was then a responsible: 
private Initiative to obtain evidunru of llvtny POHs. . The contradiction Is 
obvious, but It Is, clear that these people. Hill try anything tu remove those 
directly •Involved In Implementing the President's priority.. In eUrHer years, 
before the Issue gained the level of attention and serious policy It deserves 
and now has, all of us si!>irr|ied for any possible means uf getting. evidence tu 
return our men, The list now Is extensive; howevc,' numerous tndTvidua Is have 
been taken In by the likes of , Bo Gri ta , Jack 8a1 ley, Scott Barnes and Hark 
Smith, to name a few. These circunstances have generated serious caution, and 
the. League has not endorsed the activities of LeBoutllller's Skyhook IL 
Attempting, In 1982, to assist a Humber of Congress wliu had been helpful In 1901 
by gaining official White House approval oMhe SIOO.OOO In medical; assistance 
to a hospital In Vientiane made senie In the Issue's history. 

This la test attempt also regurgitated old'allegatlons that Amltage Is a drug 
trafficker, using the most notorious drug trafficlier In Southeast Asia as a 
"reliable source," Interviewed by (of all people) Bo. GriU, another "reliable 
source." Also they falsely claimed that Childress Is under Investigation for 
trying to bribe LeBoutIDIer to dIscredU.OI )1y Hendon, charges previously 
addressed by Congress and found to be untrue: and even denied by LeDoutflHer. 


One must wonder 1 f these latest activities are due to recent legal probl.eis of 
r Q *hd company or the known competition between Gritz's operatives and those 
of LeBoutllller, , The unscrupulous tactics being used should result In U.S. 
Government offlclils backing off direct Involvement, and It would If they wbre 
•X) V notmen of character. I've cautioned before that such a result Is predictable. 

« ^The vvlsdom of public visibility on the POH/HIA issue can be questioned when all 
^ it gets you is attacks, unfounded allegations and accusations of wruny*do1ng. | 
^ n, urge serious thought by those of you In Leadership positions. Tou, not only the 
Board Chairman and the League staff, mutt continue to visibly speak out In 
^ f' support of, those In whom you have confidence^ I have yet to hear any viable 
^ substitute policy to return our men.rlf we lose^people Like ArmTtage, Childress 
J others' I could name who are less wTIIIng To be visible, the Issue will 
^ ^ suffer immcisurably, perhaps fatally. ' 


The support of high level 000, lISC, State Diparlment, JCS and OlA officials Is 
critical tu the Issue. The same holds true for the Congress; yet recall how 
k viciously Congressmen Solarz, Gilman and Solomon, plus Senator HurkowskI, have 
' been attacked. Now that policy Is In place and being Implemented, attacking 
those responsible for bringing the priority Into reality Is Ignuranl, -foolish 
and totally destructive. 


As for myself. I'm very tired of such stupidity and vlclousness; however, wc 
must again recognize that the nature of this latest attack proves that those who 
so desperately are trying to force my resignation' from the League or the 
resignation of government officials do not care about our loved ones, alive or 
dead. I deeply resent the unnecessary time which must be spent answering false 
charges or reacting to other demands which have absolutely nothing Co do with 
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achlaving the League's objectives. 1 have never wa.ited League time or msuirces 
. and >1u not Intepd to Start now! Our efforts muit fbcus on working to return our 

* me eat on Chose who apparently concentrate on nothing but attacking the League 

and the government. 

Host of us have quite understandably become cynical about Individuals (k groups 

who come to us claiming they can. resolve the Issue, have proof of POHs, can work 

with the resistance to get proof, etc. He have paid our dues and tried 
everything we could Chink of through the years. Even now, we listen to every 
llroposal, hoping that this time it will be valid. The Illusive Snlth video tape 
Is just another example of family-member vulnerability and how much we all want 
to believe. 

Ironicilly, those who demand, accuse, allege, play on frustration and emotion or 
otherwise distort the truth, are despprately concerned that President Reagan will 
leave office wl'thout the Issue Having been. resolved. Ulth alUtIm complaints, 
attempts to rembw the President's designated representatives arid allegations of 
covtrup or worst, you would question why they are concerned? Do they actually 
recognize the value of current policy and priority? I hope lo; yet they 
continue to abuse those responsible for bringing us as far as we have come, 
unsatisfactory as is the- pace of results. You can't have It both ways. 

Should anyone think that the President It not fully aware of the current 
tUiiatlOn, don't kid yourselves. This President Is Involved and will be until 
he leaves office. Regardless of allegations to the contrary, he Is knowledgeable 
and lupp'ortt those Implementing his policies, as does the President’s special 
.PN/MIA emissary, General Vestey. 

t Ilk your support and priyari for strength, confident that the 1937-B8 election 
will again signal those trying to destroy the Lnague that the fanillcs recognize 
the truth. Each year, there Is great concern about the outcome of the 
elections. I know some are apprehensfvi now, rncognizing that those elected to 
represent the fimllles are crucial to continued viehlllty of the organization. 
It would. Indeed, be tragic if the League opted out of the process at this 
critical juncture. You should take lome comfort, however. In learning that 
despite the minority extrmalit eetivttles, they all focus on the League and even 
\ _ run for league office. Obviously, they ire not making It outside of the League, 
should be clear to all that If the Leagui becomes unfiallsilc and 
Irresponsible, thi_ Congress and the Executive Branch as wall at tha media, not 
to mention the Indochinese Governments, will dUassoctati. Some In the Congress 
cnB the media alreidy believe those Involved In the Issue are not rational due 
LriCT/ko minority activities. Should thi Lligui join them, we will have no one to 
rv blame but ourselves; however, those who will suffer the most ar* thosu we are 
fighting to return, and their ramlMcs. 

Such responsibility It not easy, and there are no promises of success. All wc 
can do 1$ make the best effort, tell the t^uth and hold firm In the face of 
Irrational attack and adversity. Our misting loved ones and the League's 
memherthip deserve no less. 

' On a final nota, I will continue to pursue all possible channels to return our 
men illve it long at Jt Is reasonable and'legaTT which this was. In addition, 1 
.* will not support efforts that are Illegal or counterproductive. Should the 
League not want this from thalr executlvi dirtetor, then the League should find 
someone else to do the job. 





856 


Griffiths: No clear evid^e^ 


Executive Director ofi 
National League of 
Families also says she 
]aiovv$ of no wrongdo- 
ing by POW/MIA 
groups at Vietnam 
Memorial vigil sites 


ForUS.VaeranNemandHeiion 


The executive director of the Nuliunai 
League of Ftimitics uf Prisoners and Miss*, 
ing in Souilicast Asia says she only oc- 
casionally reviews livc-si'phtinj' reports, 
frequently forgets key details of the 
POw/MlA issue and docs not believe 
tbcfc is any evidence of live POWs. 

T think there is nOt yet clear evidence 
that there arc live nrisoners uf war,” Aiin 
Mills Griffiths saiiJ in a deposition civen 
recently in a $60,000 slander and libel law- 
suit filed against the League of Families. 

In the deposition, Griffiths portrayed 
herself as little more than a pawn of the 
League's hoard uf directors who has be- 
come increasingly reliant on the befense 
Intelligence Agency (DIA) for her infor- 
mation and opinions on the POW/MIA 
Issue. 

Griffiths also said she supports tiglit 
controls on government release of inlor- 
maiion about POWs and MiAS'beciiuie 
members of the public interested in the 
issue are not intefli^nt enough to assimi- 
late such information and form the ap- 
promiate concluiions. 

'The possibility always exists . . . that 
put ail together and distributed selective- 
ly, (information) can get taken out of con- 
text or inadvertently mixed up, which 
l^uld cause difficulties in pursuing the 
iuue as best it could be pursued, *^said 
GrilTitlu. 

Griffiths's d^sition was taken July 6 
in Washington, D.C., as a result of the law- 
suit filed against the Leojpie of Families by 
Homecoming 11, a non-profit POW ac- 
tivist organization based in Kinston, N.C 
The year- old suit charges that offiaals of 
the League of Families disseminated false 
information about the activities of 
Homeimroing II to damage its public 
reputation and cut into its fund-raising ac- 
tivities. 


I One (il ihc imiic .vurprisin(t luvulutiuns 
' made by ( iriffillis under (|uc.slioning by at- 
torney Uill Bennett, who represented 
Homecoming II in the deposition, was that 
she pays little uticniion to the most recent 
live sighting reports and frequently forgets 
information given her about theni. 

On a recent trip to Vietnam, long-dis- 
tance runner Stan Cottrell said he saw a 
group uf men he believed were 
Aincricans; Col. Joseph Schlatter of the 
DIA said analysis have spoken with Cot- 
trell several limes but are still evaluating 
, Itissigliling , 


Giilliilisi'Onlya 
not statu that hesqv 
He wiis unclear abo 
The suit, filcdJul 
Court in New Ben 
League of Family ol 
fillis, tried to public 
ing II as "corrup 
sensationalizing the 
personal and financ 
The League lla^ 
but in the deposilio 
support several Ic. 
; liuvu l.<ecn highly cr 



Ann Mills GrifTitlis: Site refused (o suppui 
employees who have been highly critical of the Home) 


Griffiilis, however, did nut lake the 
report seriously enough to study it in detail 
herself, instead relying on the DIA and a 
subordinate to evaluate die information. 

Bennett; *What League officials have 
talked to Mr. Cottrell?' 

Griffiths: 'Mary Currall (the League's 
director of operations).* 

Bennett: ''What is wur understanding 
of how that conversation went?' 

Griffiths: 'I don't recall the details of 
it.' 

Bennett; 'She did not give you a report 
uf that conversation?' 

Griffiths: 'I'm uying I don't recall Ihc 
details of the conversation.' . 

Bennett: 'Do you recall any of the 
details of the conversation?' 


II activities. Among 
Betsy Cox, the Lcag 
relations. 

Cox and Currall \ 
10, 198*J issue of Slat 
that some of the 'P' 
the Vietnam Mem 
D.C,wcrcdislribul 
ing information abo 
Homecoming II 
most popular ^1 s> 
Cox called somi 
'blatantly false. We 
people misinformci: 

Currall chargci 
'POW/MIA vendor 
image of Vicinan: 


endence of live POWs 


ons Griffiths: 'Only a synopsis that he could 

ai- , not state that he saw American prisoners, 
led He was unclear about that." 
hat Thesuii,filedJuly,1989inU,S.District 

cm Court in New^Beiu N.C, charjjcs that 
;cts League ofFamilyonipials, including Grif- 
filhs, tried to publicly portray Homccom- 
iis- mg 1 1 as 'corruptly and dishonestly 
v a sensationalizing the POW/MIA issue for 
rc personal and financial gain.' 
ihe The League hu denied the charges, 

pt- but in the deposition Griffiths refused to 
)ng support several league employees who 
have been highly aiiical of Homecoming 



badgering and misleading people who 
come to ine memorial, 

Griffiths refused to support Cox and 
Currall or their statements. 

Bennett: 'Do you have aiiy reason to 
believe that either one of them were ac- 
curately ouoted in this article?" 

Gritfiins; 'I can't attest to the accuracy 
of the quotation.' 

Bennett: "Do you have any reason to 
believe that either one of them were Inac- 
curately ouoted?' 

Grimihs: 'I simply cannot attest to the 
accuracy of the quotations since they 
weren't mine." 

Strips article, 
Grufiths had written twice to ihd 
SbCTclaiy of the Interior Manuel Lujan 
^mtng 'desccralion' of the memorial by 
*rOW/MLA vendors' and vigils and asked* 
for an investigation. 

‘The individuals and organizations 
installed' at this highly 
vmblesileartdesecritingthesanciiiyand _ 

: Mrenity of the Memorial, its purpose and 
the service of those Americans whose 
narou ore listed, including our missing 
relai|V|^'' Griffiths wrote to Lujan on 

Apnl 19, 1989. The misinformation king 
spread on the POW/MIA issue is under- 
mining League and U.S. Government cf- 
forts to resolve this humanitarian 
problem. Sadly, the American people arc 
being misled into donating funds which 
are not accounted for in compliance with 
Federal or District of Columbia law for 


to support sevtral league 
critical or the Homecoming II group. 

lie ft activities. Among them are Currall and 

'• ,ftS5*.'«*CunillwerequotcdmtheJuIy 
ve 10,1989iMtteofStarsandStripeiuuyuia 
ihat^eoflhe'POW/MIAvBndori'at 
u's the Vietnam Memorial in Wuhinatoa. 

p.(^ were distributing false and misiMd* 
ng mg information about the issue. 

Homecoming II malntaini one of the 
of roost popuhtf vigil sites at the memorial. 

*0'"® Ihe information 
>ri blatantly false. We cannot ifford to have 
peonlemisinrorroed.' 

TOW/MIA veiuon'.are Itamishing the 
lie image of Vietnam veterans" and are 


Although she signed the letter, Grif- . 

. fitlis ttid in the deposilionsheiiad no oer- ' 
jtdhW'lriibWWdgtf-^r'iifhpItl'W. 
badKfcd at the memorial, or of any if- '"f 
legalities or of any desecration because 
she has visited the Vietnam Memorial only, a 
once since it wu erected in I98Z [ 
Benneii; ;‘Can you tell us from yilur 
personal opinion and understanding k)f '. 
how the memorial hu been desecrated?” ' 
Oriniite:*'No." 

Bennett: "You don’t have a personal 

ppmiOT u to whether the memorial hu 

been desecrated?” 

Griffiths: “An opmion?” 

Bennett; "Any personal under- 
standing? 

Griiiiths: "1 have no direct cx- 
periencc.^’ 

Bennett: "What do you mean by direct I 
experience?” ! 

Griffiths: “Visits to the memorial." 
Bennett: 'Have you ever visited the 
memonalyourseli?' •' mk • ^ 
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GRlIFimS DODGES DUE PROCESS TO AVOID. LIBEL SUIT 


SPECIAL TQ US mSMN 
ItyTomCarlwrlclit 

Ann Milk OrilTiilu, coniravctilol execuiive (lirccior of ihc National Lcogue 
of Families of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia, has made 
.scores of trips to communist Vietnam, thcqonriuantc arid traveling companion 
of U.S. government officials, supposedly seeking an accounting oru.S. missing 
in action from the Vieinnm War. 1, 

They have accounted for none alive, not even with lier 'help,' hut GrifTiilis 
opparentiy lias no equal when it comes to Incoming missing iiersclf, nnrticular- 
ly to ovoid due process of law. ' 

GrirnUiS is under suhprnna of the United Slates District 0)url for the 
Eastern District of North Carolina, New Bern Division, to provide oral tes> 
timony in a libel and slander action broujlit against the League by a volunteer 

POW-MIA group, the Homecoming II Project, based In Kinston, N.C 

Griffiths successfully avoided process servers for montlu. . 

NEVERATOFFICE 

Grifnihs is supposed to be the full lime executive director of the League, a 
post which pays her ]75,000 annually, plus perks, but she was, according to un> 
.derlings,neverinheroincewheniheprocttssefvetsap|^FedwithliieFederal 
subpo^ When they wailed auUldeof .lhe Leatue onice to serve her when 
she was arriving or'icaving, Ihn were hairanguedin the hallways by her auk* 
lants, who uid they were interiering with the conduct of League busirieu. 

Nor does Ms. Griffiths have a personal phone, or a home vdiere she con be 
served, at lent proceu servers could not and one. ; 

•You would think that her board of directors, If they have any power or in- 
fluence over her at all, would inski that she comply with the lsw,n ed Snmpl^, 
national director Of Homecoming II, stated. 

•It is one Ihingfor her to ksue memorandums and mnsives from the inner- 
sanctum of her ollioe, slandering and libeling people, good and decent peoiple 
who are volunteering their lime lor acause ariu not for pieces ofsitver,* Sampley 
added, 'but obviously quite another 10 have tolupnorl such libel under oath.' 

Finally, on June 28, Griniihs attorney aecepied service of the subpoena at 
‘ 'his ofnee, since it wu fell tint proceu servers would use the opportunity of 
Griflilhs scheduled j^rance before a House subcommiuee public hearing 
los^lbepapeis.Thehearingwuscbeduledf6r2p.m. the unMiday before 
‘he Subcommittee on Eut Asian and Pa^m Affairs, ehaired by Rep. Stephen 
J. wlari ^N.Y.) Her attorney threatened Tunciions^ apinsi Homecoming 
II ifany effort wu made to serve her, to '^bamn^ her at the hearing. 

The hearing on the POW-MIA iuue wu widety viewed u 'a dog and pony 
*hoWhyminy who attended, loprovi^somelhingforGriinihsio impreu the 
ever-dwindling number of League famllks who would be holding their annual 
meeting m Wuhingion two vjteb later, featuring Vice Praidenl Dan Quaylc 
and Senate Minority Leader, Robert Dole (R-Kan.). 

^ . FURTHmSTALLINGTACmeS 

Gnfnihsatiqmcys had nomore than accepted setviqeof the subpoena, which 
set the dale for her oral leslirooinforJulydin Wuhingion (for her convenience 
Sinn h» oQioe k located iherel wbenib^ palled further sulling lactia 

GrifOlhs attorneys peiilhMiea tbe court to delay the presentation of oral la- 
limony until after the Leatue's annual meeting, which wu set for July 12 to 15 
in ibeWtthIngtoh area, aiKt Uiqr were well aware ^wben they aocemted ser- 
vic& Thqr contended that due to her supposed h^ scbddule leading up to 
and during the annual meetini it would be veiy dlCDcult for her to prepare and 
pr^ilheoraltesiimoayoo7u|y& 

Fu^,lte Leatue's dippeiyeneulhe director nelilkmed the court that 
^pleybebarrdTnimlhesenioowfaenshe,(i^,pteseaUberoratiet* 
UmMy under oath. ^ wu an Hiounding request since Sampley, u chairman 
of Horneo^g lL is OIK of the targeu 01 her alli^ libel and slander. 

^^“hpoer^jnthecue'byHomecoiAiiniiCoLJoiephSchlai- 
^.wtohuterveduiheofficerbchamorPOW-MUallairtfoiibeDelente 
lntelli|caoeAgea9(DlA). •> 

One subnena sent to the DeaaitiaentorDefeaie to call OoL Sehluier to 
prmtoid leaUmonywu served (m the wrong Sehlailer by Pentann security 
oludals, Thus, more wHied time 

Ilietub^atm^IlyaevetedoollwrighLbuliehietanLScliUl^ 

beappeaied,wiihQrifnihs,fogivetalIaoiqfatlbeSoUrsiulKaainiitleeheu- 

' In the laiui sulling tactk^Uie DOD dahb that the subpoena wu not 
mnibiicyit regarding the subpoenaing of 



Ann Grimihf (lifl) ind Mart Carrtll, Dinclor ofOpcmlioni for 
the Laagnt of Families, al a IMS eonsmiional hearing. Grimihi 
is the only membtr of the League ilan who ii related lo n missing 
serviceman. 

an oflicer attached to DOD. The problem is, Col. &blalier is soon to be trans- 
ferred to a new poll in Japan, which will further complicate service of a sub- 
poena. 

•All of this is Jiist an effort to subvert the due process Of law, to stall and 
delay, • Sampley lai^ 

And, to make roitien more dinicult, Qtiillths attorneys are petitioning the 
court for a chanp of venue, finm North Ouoiina to Washington, D.C., irgu- 
ing that wUneues the plans to adl for her defense would have to ti^ at grest 
expense plw (ind lodiing, niealt, etCi If a trial h held in NdtUrCarollna. 

Her Ihcmdibb fot of wilnesKs indudes Richard Armilsge, former Assistant 
Secretary of DddM and now U.S. inedal emny to arranie for an extension 
of a miliioiy bate igreement with the Phiiippina; Richard Cheneyflhe current 
Secretary of Defense Robert MuFarion^ former National Security Adviser 
to Pretioeni Ronild luagan; Oea Odin PoweiL Chairman of the Joint Chielt 
ofSufE Rkhard Chikiieat, formerdiieciorof Asian and Padneaffairt for Prai- 
denl Ream's National Snurity CoundhCoL Schlatter, ei& 

Tbisitjutt another apparenteflort of Orinilhtlodaxxietheooun,''Sampkw 
said. •!( we agree to the aonge of venue, tliei) the probably will never call Mlf 
of the pet^ the claiffli ihe > going to at Ihb poinL As far u the expense in- 
volved in her witnesaa being subpoenaed to oourt in North Carolina it con* 
oerned, tnany of them are U.S. fournment ofndols and it would not cast them 
anything. On the other hand, u she don't subpoena them, we Just mighL It's 
liine Ih^ were all on tbe record under oath, on this ksue.'' 

*It would seem to me that if Oriflllhs and her friendi fed secure about what « 
they have uid and dime, Ihqr would welooau the chance to support it in oouit,^ 
Sampley idded. 

Homecomkm n oOefa fat ha idt that the League bu slandered and libeled 
kbynanie,bolblhRM|nthepiiblicmediiorpiivateineaaoranda,wilhdaina|- 
Ini and Csaw fafar m a u oo abcait tonctivltfct 

Homeeoiningn b the IIUniionkseekingSSiMIM in damaga rctuliingfrom 
bn of remue that reauhed fiom the Leanels drodatbo M all^ (ue b- 
foruatfon about the ortanbatian, and at M $I(^ b punitive danagu 
inultbg torn ba of lepuUtba, good name and ability to rain fundi. 

IWynyERTNOSEWHODIS^ 

•GrflDihi and the Laague hu the attitude that evaqr organbation and every 
iuiMdud Anurhu who dkaareu with thab Kn^ the gomnum 1^ 
oqrmbdagPOWkiadMIAibcnqr,orwane,BadtrbaiohuanerthoMwto 
diiaeotliroailhebffidariiaa,*SaB)^iaii ' V 

flnmrrwBhgn,beeq>lihiBd,boaen(aeicralorgaahalhina,whiehOrg* 
Ihfohuaecturiofobtiahitfiudatluoughidibfeimatlnnatdbyharui^ 
paueri- by at The Wall f the Vielaaa Vatqmi' MeamrU fa Watmgioa). 

Aaamg oihen Muled by Qrifliihiwu lae Aueiiean Defaaae lailltute and 
ks dkeeior, U.S. Ibvy Oi^ (RaL) Eugeae Ited* McDaniel, a Vbtnam War 


vcnil ycurs of caiiliviiy. 

Snmpicy, iiitnsclr n liiglily decoraied Orccn Durcl with two louts of duty in 
Vjeln8m,acpliiinc(l lliaitirirnilis iind thus llic League 'is ollcmnting to slunJcr 
our organization, niudu up of volunteers, to tarnish our Image wliich will in turn 
debilitate ourruml-rnising abilities." . . ' 

In n letter, dated ApriFl!), I9B9, Griffiths charged that 'individuals and or- 
ennizutioDS now ‘permanently installed' at this highly visible site are desecrat- 
ing the sanctity and serenity of the.Memoriali its purpose and the service of 
lliasc Americans whose names are luted, Including our missing relatives. Hie 
niisinformoiion being spread on the POW/MIA issue is undermining League 
and U.S. Government efforts io resolve (his humanitarian problem . . . ' 

^ The letter was addressed to Sectelary of the InleriorManuel Lujan, with the 
intention of getting his office to curtail the efforts of the organizations Ihot she 
was attacking. 

BOOKS OPEN TO.THEPUBUC 

"We have a marginal pcrcentMe in overhead and the majority of the money 
that we raise is returned to the POW issue in literature and printed material,* 
Sumpley apluined. *We have never exploited or capitalized on this issue. Our 
organizational by-laws are set up so that none of the officers, including myself, 
receive a salary. Our books are open to the public.' 

'We have a valid permit to operate an information booth m the Lincoln 
Mcmoriul, near the Vietnam Veterans’ Memorial,' Sample added. Hie per- 
mit is issued by the U.S. Porks Service to operate andobtain funds solely through 
sales, which includes the sale ofT-shirts, POW-M lA bumper stickers and other 
POW-MIA and, American war veterans' materials.* 

'Unlike the League, we don’t nlny patty-cake with the U.S. government on 
the issue of our niitsinc POWt and MIAs, we are not spoon-fed the 
government's line,* Sampley continued. 'And, yes, unlike llie League, wc do 


t Ilf the lorlurcs of the North Vietnamese during 


Today, the I^gue Says POWS Must Take Second 
Place to Otlier USG Foreign Policy Interests 

Now, after years of claiming to bean independent, non-nolilicul advocate 
for the families of Americans missing In Southeast Asia and the voice of those 
still being held in captivity, the icadenhip of the League is finally publicly 
revealing its true colors. 

Tho revelation came ina feeble aticmpttw the Leagiiein itsMay 21 newslet- 
ter to juitily !u complete support of a Ui. Government jnlicy, that if not 
changed, will end the POW/MIA iiiue with the return of a ‘'reasonable' num- 
ber oT remains and abandon those atilt alive in captivity. 

The newsletter (luotes colunmist Willam'RaspDeny as uying in a recent ar- 
ticle on the I ranian tioslage crisis. The answer it that IM president knows wha l 
the anguished families may find difTicult to accept; that the interesu of the 
liostaga must take second place to the inlereiu of America*. 

Raspberry's comment, which Kcurately explains why the Bush Adminisltn- 
lion has adopted a 'do nothing* policy on teiumlni live hosuges in ilie Mid- 
dle East, is then increduloiuly used oy the League as an excuse for nibber 
stamping the Bush’s 'do nothing* poli^ on reluming live POWs in Southeast 
Alia, 

'Mr., mspber^'s comment demonstrates precisely why the League must no t 
come into conDici with existing foreign policy and nalionil security interests 
of the U JS.*, says the League. 

In other, leu patriotic sounding words, what the League is saying is that ii 
has accepted what the anguiilied noatage families havM'l been able to accept 
• that Ihe'inlcreiliof unrclumed POWs in Souiheiil must take second 
place to other American interests. i 

But rather than flatly admit it has sold out the men abd families it professes 
to reprcKnl, the League wants its membenhip to believe that by continuing 
to be a team playa and not rocking the political boat, the interests of the un- 
*eiumed POWs will aomehow take fitit place over other foreign policy inter- 
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Wieve that our govemracnl has for yean covered up tnformailon about the 
fate of our mining, and we want to see the truth prevail and a full accounting 
of our mtoing. For that reaion, wc, along with other organiutions who don't 
toe the ofnciol line, have become targeted and slandered as exploiten, lian and 
unnalriolic.' , 

Homecomirig II has a board of directon which includes four Vietnam 
veterans and four family memben of Americaniitlll listed as missing in action. 

4 MAJOR PROJECTS 

Homecoming II operaiei four major projecit, including a biognphy collec- 
tion effort, in which the biographies of alt Vietnam War POWs ana MIAi are 
being formulated and comnulcrized In cooperation with the POW-MIA Net- 
work, a Computer bank of Information rejardina POWs and MIAa based in 
Iowa. From all available aourtes, the ^Bio-Project/ « It ii called, collecu infor- 
mation on each POW and MIA, including in particular details concerning how 
and where the individual became lost and any information that may relate to 
his survival. 1116 information isTree to the public. 

Hirough 'truth litigation,'* Homecoming II is folMg the legal process in 
demanding aecesi to intelligence reports pertaining to the live sightings of men 
stillheld incaptivityandiuppticongreaionil leghlition that will make public 
such information. 

Tlirough iu Mekong Project, Homecoming H maintains a presence fri Nak- 
lion PhanoitL Thailind, which generates support for a {14 million reward for 
the return of a live POW and collects data from neighboring Laos and Cam- 
bodia about the missing Americans. 

Homecoming II operates a house in Washington, D.C, for housing and feed- 
ine scores of volunteers who maintain a vigil ilte near the Vietnam Veterans' 
Memorial. At the site, information packeii are distributed for creating 'public 
awareness of the POW-MIA cause,' one of the stated principal aims of the 
Reagan and Bush administrations. 







% Nulionnt League of Faniilicit of Prisoners and Missing it) 

W W Soulliciisl Asia WHS formed in 1970, ii dedicated itself to protect- 

T T iiig lltc interests of American POWsundMIAs. 

'riie League ubo assumed tiie responsibility of providing a needed voice in 
Wnshingloii, D.C., fur rclulives of the missing men, wliasc voices often were 
callously ianored by mcniben of Congress. 

As the Nationnl Lengue of Families prepares for iis 21st annual meeting in 
Wusliingiun. D.C, July 12<15, it has Krame painfully obvious even to the 
cnsii;i| observer Inal the leadership of this once noble orgonization has 
bciraj'ccl not only the MIAs and POWs it vowed to represent, but also has 
abiiiKloncd tinU humiliated llic rclatists win) once sought solace In its nicm- 
Iwnshij), 

The National League of 
Families is miw stronger iliari 
csvr in ils |H)liiiuil |)o\vcr base 
und ties (o the federal govern- 
mcnt. At the same time, the 
League is wvaikcr than ever in 
its moral resolve to bring a con- 
clusion to this thamcful chap- 
ter of U.S. government 
abandonment of American 
militoiy men overseas. 

Ttie League’s leadership has 
either been co-opted hy tlx: 

U.S, government, or, in the 
ease oT executive director Ann 
Mills GrilTilItt, bought out l» 
government officials who 
recognize the politbi liability 
the issue represents, to. 
presidential administmtions. ' 

Even the League's board of 
directors, once a group of feis- - - 

ly, independent thinking in- 
dividuals whose primary goal 
was accounting for the missing 
men, has become a herd ni 
sliccirinstallcd by<|uatianabte 

interest is to follow in lockito) 
the whims of the diclalurial 
Griflilhs. 

Orifntlis is a prime example 

of the old saying Ihat power irrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely. 
Tlic more p^r llie government gave her, the more she wanted. She has in- 
stalls herself os "cxeculivc dirccior for life," mucli as Manuel Noriega did in 
Panama. When it conies to diclalotial demeanors, Homanii's Nicolic 
Ccauscscu had nothing on OrifTilhi; 

OrilElhs and the League’s board of direclon long ago abandoned tlieir 
qual for the truth on the POW/MIA iauc. Instead, Incy saw in the issue an 
opportunity to obtain power, however illusory; to cosy up to foreign govern-, 
mcnt ofTiaals; and to parlicinnte in government- sponsored junxets to 
Tliaiiand, Vietnam and Laos, llirough some strange turn of cvenu it became 
more imporiani for them to feel important than to fiihi for llie issue. 

Tlw League’s leadership has iiecomc like a ventrlioquisl’s dummy. When 
the governmcnlspeaks, the wordscomc out of their mouths. Griflilhs and the 
league’s board pf directors long ago abandoned any independent lliuughi 
processes on the bsue. 

How far the League lesJctsiiip has fallen in a few short years is readily ap- 
parent in the manner in which it now conducu its affairs. 

Tht Ltapu met nhmtntlj nutt burials wkhMpnptrUaii^- 

(lm,dalml}igtuchactlotttwmM4ForthlhtBmfwmtlock>stlhiboaaon 
POn's and MlAs. Itt 1994, CtUJUks md (Jw Lumt apposid thi buryint Hu 
rmalruqftluuiduwmsaldltrjnmsluyidiim nartdilAwtnburkdbUiylS 
rtflhatjurluArUtiglMNellaiiBlCuuliry. 

Now, the League Icadetihip rcadilyendoises such burials. Wiihlhe Central 
Idcniiflcaiion Laboratory’s routed ability to identify ah individual from ilw 
smallai scrap of bone, wlmievcr went into the Tomb of I he Unknown Soldier 
must liavc been small enough lo fit through the eye of a needle. 'This year the 
League has endorsed several moss burials wiihoulindividunlklcnliricolionone 
in laic February when remains the government said belonged losis Americans 
and two Vietnamese wlio died in a 1968 helicopter cruh in Loos were iiiler- 
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I5nci"on'i!jif“’" I«rticipiled in ihe ceremony, thereby 

ihn might mdiute there ore hve Americani In Southeast Asia. It has fought 

SSSSSi-'*-’* 

But the question remains: If the government liclicves all those people are 
dcad, why Is the informslion 
classified? 

Tilt League once en- 
couraged diverse opinions 
among Us members as a 
meansrtf^rallngpubllc In- 
terest In llie issue. 

Now, the League Icider- 
ship actively dtscour'sges 
views and optnions different 
from iu own and excom- 
municates those members 
who publicly voice those 
opinions. Wives, rnothen, 
fiiheti, daughlerS and ions 
of missing men have been 
expungetffrom iheLeague’s 
membership role because 
.they disagree with the 
, vituperative and vindictive 
Griffiths. These relatives 
■ also have been denied ae- 
ous to classified informa- 
tion that Grifnths, b alkn^ 
to lee. even thought she 
does not have tne ip- 
_ pmpriate security clearan- 
ces. _ 

Tke League once sought 
- hdp from any telerans or> 


ianiutionbemstpftkedose 
oond veterans have with the 

totheconvention indonly those with 


r e^ ^na or. By rn ixting attendance to IhOK memben'and eon- 
cerned (tons whose rminknu are viewed ’iceepUblc,' the League has 

ng specific embauies for proteii 

of war in Southeast Asia now represent noth- 
ing but the U.S. government and its own self-serving intemii. 
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Letters 


MONDAY, OCTOBER 28, 1991 


No one has ‘determined’ that this is a hoax 


I’tii wriiing in response lo the 
Oct. 13 news article by Susan Katz 
Keating. “Scams raise false 
hopes.” This article was pan of 
your Special RepOtf on POW. 
MlAs. 

In the article, Mrs. Keating 
writes that “letters in conjunction 
with a much publicized photo- 
graph were viewed by family 
members as proof that Albro 
Lundy Jr„ John Robenson and 
Larry Stevens were alive. The let- 
ters and photograph have been de- 
termined to be fakes." 

1 am the daughter of Col. John 
Leighton Robertson, the man pic- 
tured on the left in the "much pub- 
licized photogroph." This photo- 
graph has never been determined 
to be a fake. The' Pentagon has' 
spoken several times regarding 
other photographs that were 
found in a Soviet magazine; the 
photo of my father was never 
found in a magazine and was 
nen’er said to be a fake. Tlte iden- 
tification of till- photograph has 
not been discredited by the Penta- 
gon: officials haw nct-er said tlut 
is not John Leighton Kobertson, 
Albro Lundy Jr. or Larry J. Ste- 
vens in tiie picture. 

After reading the article, I 
called the Pentagon and spoke 
with Li. Ibm Dowdy and Maj. 
Charlie Gittens of the Depan- 
ment of Defense Southeast Asia 
Office; 1 was assured that this 
photo had never been called a 
fake. Asa matterof fact, I was told 
that on Oct. 12, at a meeting in 
New York, Carl Ford, acting assis- 
tant defense secreury for inter- 
national security affairs, assured 


the audience that at w time hud 
the Pentagon established this 
photo to be a fake or a hoax. 

I don’t know whether my father 
is still alive or not. 

I do know that he is pictured in 
a photograph taken sometime 
after Sept. 16, 1966 (Ins shtxrt- 
down date). 

I do know that I have received 
more than 10 live sighting reports 
of my father in Southeast Asia. 

I do know that I have never been 
askedfor money lofind my father. 

I do know that a returned 1»UW 
was interrogated with my father's 
ID card and dug togs, ip perfect 
condition. 

1 do know that'my father didn't 
explode with his plane. 

I do know' thathis remains huvi- 
neverbeen rctunicd to the United 
Stales. 

1 do know that the Vietnamese 


returned nearly 1,OUO French 
PQWs from the Frencli Indochina 
war 16 years after they claimed 
that they no longer held them. 

'fhere is compelling evidence 
that my father may still be alive 
and in capti yity in Southeast Asia. 
Asa daughter, it is tny responsibil- 
ity to seek the truth regarding my 
father and bring him home if I 
can. But it is not only my respon- 
sibility, it is the responsibility of 
the American public and the US. 
administration to seek the truth 
regarding our POWs; it just hap- 
pens to be my father. 

It may be easier to just discount 
this photo as a fake or a hoax; but 
we deserve the truth, we must de- 
mand the truth. My father de- 
sermat least that miich. 

SHELBY KOBEUTSON gUAST 
Oakton 



Fan% nwmbtn hm idtnWild Ihm men u 
Robertson (M), HUj. Albro Umdy (oen^ 
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U.S. Pepartmenl of Jaitice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


WukmftoH^D.C. ms 

August 27, 1991 


Honorablo Stophon J. Solars 
Chalnaii, Subconittss on Aslan 
and Paolflo Affairs 
Conittaa on Foralgn Affairs 
Housa of Raprasantatlvas 
Hashihgton,, D.C. 

Daar Nr. Chairaan: 

On July list and August 2nd, you conductad haarings 
concaming KIAs f ros tha Viatnaa Har, in particular, the racantly 
surfacad photograph that dapicta thraa individuals that are 
purportad to ba MIAa. Carl H. Ford, Jr., Principal Daputy 
Aasiataht Sacratary for Intarhational Sacurity Affairs, 

Oapartasnt of Dafanss (DOD) , vas tha principal vitnass for^the 
Adainiatration at tha haarings. At tha raquaat of OOD, the' FBI 
had baan raquaatad to -conduct analysts on tha photograph and _ 
docuaanti assoolatad with that doousant. Additionally, tha FBI 
oonduotad othar analyaaa in rslation to tha HIAs. 

As you art avara, OOD ramastad tha praaanoe of FBI 
rapraaantativaa in tha avant oartain topioa surfaoad in tha 
couraa of tha hsaring.' Na providad axparta on fingarprinta and 
ptotography. la baliavad that thair prasanoa vas naoasaary so 
that an accurata and ooaplata rsoord would ba aatablishad if 
quastiona arosa oonoamlng thosa issuaa. Thasa latuaa vara 
aantionad in tha ooursa of tha haarlng, but sort inforaation ia 
availabla that will aaka tha rsoord aoxs eoaplats. I aa talcing 
thia opportunity to provida that inforaation and oosaant on 
anothar issua that via raiaad at tha haaringa. 

By lattar froa you to Nr. Ford datad July 26, 1991, you 
raquaatad an analyaia of "fingar and pals printa that tha Lundy 
and Robartaon fauliaa hava raoaivad and hava aasoolatsd with 
thair aissing rslativas." (In oonvarsationa with ataff, it has 
baan datarainad that thia vaa a joint raquast with Congraassjan 
Robart J . Ugoaarsino. ) siim Jtbm FBI la, thjf^J|fsp6a|tory, for. - 
f ^arprints 
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■^■lUtery P««oMel , DOD requested the print* for these 
U^vldualSi in addltioh to the third person linked to the 
Kotwaph, Lieutenant commander Larry J. Stevens. A search of 
TO^flnge^rint files did not disolose a record for these three 
. i^ividuals. ^ There are many reasons why we say not cunently 
beneficjal •" explanation for the record may be 

The most, logical reason for the absence of thMe nfint-e 

reports an individual killed-in-aotion 
otherwise deceased, the print is placed in a spISal flU for 
seven years and ^en destroyed unless then is additional 
Inforntlon furnished by the military. In testimony, S. Pord 
advised that the DpD had listed HajS Albro L. Lundy, Jr., and 
Lieutenant Commander suvens as m based on eye witnesses' 
accounts of each incident. Relevant herein is a list of 2,483 
J? ^ Ihey were Identified 

»y Dop as being "Americans Unaccounted for in Southeast Asia." A 
sea^ of our fingerprint files identified prints for 9ia 

for the three individuals 
those with prints in 

file. All , existing prints from that list are being maintained 
and are not subject to being purged. ^ 

nrihf. that we never received flnger- 

prints of those in question. But, it would perhaps be more' than 
tot three Individuals linked to a 

single photograph would not have been sufiatted. This is 

military 

personnel. Unfortunate!^, due to the volume of civil prints 
aton^ approximately 35. million individuals and 90 million cards, 
r^rds of receipts are not maintained. In moat Instanoes, the 
only m^ to determine if there is a print on file is to ohook 
tndex. The abseaoa of en Individual from the Index only 
indicates the PBX does not currently have a file. This would not . 
necessarily mean that the FBX never had a file. Xt could hive < « 
been previously purged from the system, but, in most instanoes, 
there would be no reoord of the purge. 

Plnoerprints are frequently not capable of olassif i- 
oation/retention due to their Illegibility based on the quality 
of the inked prints that are submitted. When this occurs, the 
prints are sent back to the contributor with a request to obtain 
a legible fingerprint card for resubmission. It is not unusual 
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to not receive a follow-up set of prints. As above, there would 
be no record if this occurred. As a point of reference, in the 
first three quarters of Fiscal Year 1991, the FBI Identification 
Division rejected over 790,000 fingerprint cards for this reason. 
Although historical figures are not available for the Vietnam War 
era, rejection rates for prints submitted by the military in the 
early 1980 b vers about 15 percent. Anecdotal information from 
the Vietnam War era indicates rejection rates say have been as 
high as 25 to 30 percent. 

In the. course of the, hearing there was testimony 
that the photograph had been submitted to s photographic expert 
to determine if the middle individual was identical to Kajor 
Lundy. According to the testimony of Kajor Lundy's son, 16 
positive points of identification were made. It is the opinion 
of the FBI's photographic experts that due to the poor quality of 
the photograph such an identification process is not possible. 
Further, positive identifications from photographs are dependent 
on scats, marks, and other individually unique features. 
Additionally, the positive identification points that were 
recited by the witness are broad-based characteristics common in 
large segments of the population. This does not reject the 
possibility that an individual may 'recognize* a particular 
person in a photograph, but it does reject the capability to make 
a positive identification through analysis, given the quality, of 
the photograph and the absence of Identlfiably unique features. 

One other issue raised at the hearing bears clarifi- 
cation. A Member raised the issue that the FBI hsd in its 
possession photographs of a possible KCA approximately six months 
before they were made available to DOD, , As stated By the Member, 
these photograpto were furnished to the FBI by a Congressman. 
However, no spwif Ic information was furnished the FBI that these 
photogra]^ concerned a possible MIA. Even if they bad toen 
suspected to be MIA related, the FBI bad no reason to ^l^ove 
that the photographs had not already ^ 

within a matter of a few days, these photograp hs we re returned to 
the Congressman. I would also note ^t many oommanlcations 
between Congress and the FBI are consider^ to be privileged 
unless otherwise indicated. This Is • .'T J® not toke 

lightly, given the eensltlvlty of oonstltoent^ other 
thit are nferred regularly to the FBI. The FBI does not believe 
we acted improperly in this Instance. 
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The FBI reBainB COBanitted to aeeietlng Congress and 

telephone nuBber 324-6028. 


rtr-r r 


rhllBB 8. seiBlons 
Director 


' Mr. CerL H. Fordi Jt. 
prlnoiDBl Deputy, Assistant Secretary 
for International Security Affairs 
DepartBsnt of DefMse 
RooB 4E813, The 
Washington, D.C. 20301-2000 
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Intends to leave Thailand Sunday, 3 Hov. 
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, - ') Ociolwi- |')9I 

HIMOIIAMDIIM ion COI. COU. , ] 

SUBJECT; Hfetinq With Jack Bailey 

1. Yesterday, Jack Balley.i HcCloskey, Ford and another Congressman 
met with SECOEF to discuss his new Infomiatlon. Attached next under Is 
a paper provided by Jack Bailey, which was used during the meeting. 

2. At 1000 hours Bob Sheeti, Chuck Trowbridge, Tom Doughty and I met 
with Bailey to discuss the new Inrarmtlon/lntelllgance on Carr, The 
following Items were discussed: 

- Item fl on the enclosure, statement' that Carr Is alive Is 

actually hearsay Inforiatlon from his source, 

- Item 12, Carr and 20 - 30 PWs have been, moved Into Luang Namtha 
Province (extroM northwestern Ups), within 22 kllcM of the Burma and 
Chinese borders. 

^ He praviiM two^new ptotos. both of which are reported to show 
his source Nr. X, and he providdd the imm of the Individual: 
apparently he goes hy several nIcknaMs. This Is the same individual 
^ In tta earlier Cari-releW photos, next to the guy with the beer 
hi y. Th s source s locaUd In Uos between Vientiane and Thakhek; 

I'*’*,**?!!* * telephone nwdser when he 

gets back^to Bangkok. I will send you copies of the photos, now being 
ftprouuctde 

« “ ^ <"fon«t1on 

personally, but works through a awn and woiih In Hong Khal: he will 
2l!II ][!“ ?!!!•* Hong Khal connKtIon 

wntn M gttt thtri. 

about’th!*(iJj'sir ' ^ 

belno"mn!lJ’hjl*«.!’jLS!*Jw!?’'^ H*o>»rlcan POHs 

"ov^ from the Khaag Khal - Ban Ban area towards the Vietnam 
hrhr. This group Includes Mrdllcka, Allen, Blllipp, Lilly, Hagen 
Jack gets this leforMtlon from a Pathet Ue fienaral located In * 
Bangkok; he will put you In touch with the General when he gots there. 

h. He wanted to make him a deal: that 

^1 ** to awet with you and Jack Bailey to get 

all the Information mentioned above. It was emphasized that wa hara to 
move on the Carr Information. Jack does not know exactly when he will 
Mtom to Bangkok, but did Indluta that he would let us know. Hill 
kaep you potted. »* ~imw. nni 


WARREN 



1 Inci 

at 

CF: Jack Bailey via fax. 
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11 OCTOBER 1991 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT ; Conversation with Jack Bailey 


1. At 1715 hours I called Jack Bailey id tell him to stop answering 
the telephone connected to his fax since I had a paper to send to him. 
Jack wanted to talk and told me the following; 

- Said something Important Is going down In Thailand, that he has 
had several telephone calls from there, and CARR HAS NOT BEEN MOVED! 
therefore he needs to return to Thailand av soon as possible. He asked 
that I arrange for him to return on a military aircraft, or that I 
arrange for the Government to pay for his trip. Told him that I would 
forward his request to OSD/ISA. 

" He says he has a videotape of Nr. X and that lie wants to bring 
it to Thailand for our review. 

- He stated that the Thai certificate In the new photos he has 
provided may actually be In an office In Burma, but he stated, ”00 NOT 
RULE OUT THAILAND AS THE LOCATION". He also stated that based upon his 
review of the Carr photos, he thinks they were taken on a farm where 
the two Lao Princes lived, somewhere In PhongSaly Province/ 

2. Subsequent to Bailey's comments I called COL Jordan, OSO/ISA and 
relayed Bailey's request for transportation to Thailand. 


D. WARREN GRAY 



THIS DOCUMENT (REDUCED SAMPLE ABOVE) 
WAS SENT 

t* COUNT t* 


tmwODtm 
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H nCTORER 1991 


. MEMORANOUH FOR HR. JACK BAILEY 
SUEUECT; .Meeting In Bangkok 

Jack: Bob SheeU has directed that I Initiate travel plans for him and 
eie to travel to Bangkok to Meet with you and obtain the Infonaatlon on 
the sources In^Hong Khal. In Vientiane and the Pathet Lao General In 
CoMMittee on POW-HIA will hold hearings on 
29, 30 and 31 October; Bob wants to. leave iMMediately after the 
hearings. 

I have been asked to pass the following questions to you:, 

- Oo you know exactly when you will be returning to Bangkok? 

- If wu plan. to return eprlier thin the fianate. hearings, would 

you please let us know so that we can alert COL John Cole? If you do 
arrive there pHor to the hearings, Bob Sheetz and I will Join ^ In 
Bangkok and assist COL Cole in the investigation. ' 

- Based upon our Meting with you on 9 October, this office is 
now^obligat^^by law to notify^the neat of kin of the five individuals 
that you identified as iWs. Do you have further inforution about any 

Hrtlicka. BilMpp,. Allen. Hagen and 
Lilly? ^Kould like to know full naMs, locations, and what proof it 
there Uiat any are alive? ^ 

- Ha u^rtund fro* your aweting with the Secretary of Defense 
that ywr priMry source for the Carr inforMtiort, Mr, K, can be Mde 
avai able to interviewers, and that ha will uke a polygraph 

**• aYaJUble and that he will 

polygriphr 

- It there anything^se can do to help in this utur? - 

Mjuid appreciaU your response; 1 will le on leave next wMk. therefore 
please past any response to Chuck Trowbridge. Telephone nuaeiart are 
WMIMTO or 6S7-J4Se; U. t.. ..hr fi tllk ” 

advance. 


VARREN GRAY 

Chief, Current Operations Branch 
DIA/POIHIIA. 
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C 0 |llj)V MtlV.^I - 

IftUiUAO OANOtiOt, lH//PW*mA// 

TO DIA WASHINCTOM OC//DAn- 2 /pW-nlA// , 

, BANGKOK TH 53838 

SB-0079 NOV 91 


, AT IJ30 HNS, 1 NOV. CALLED THE . 

STONY BEACH OFFICE AND SPOKE HITH 

ASKED IF HE KHEV THE FIRST NAME OF 

SENATOR GRASSLEY. REPLIED NE6ATIVELY AN0 

•ENQUIRED ABOUT THE STATUS OF hSlIED 

a.kaitinc oahe". wen asked 
wat he uant, he expuiheo 

THAT "THEf HAD FEELERS OUT- HIT STILL HAD HOT lOCATEO 
.1 MIEN ASKED, WHO THEY WERE. IREPIIEO 
ADDED THAT HE AND JACK IHTEHOEO TO 
LEAVE BANGKOK ON SUNDAY, (5 NOV) IF THEY COULD HOT 
tOCATT 'SAID THAT JACK HAY RETURN NEXT 

FIONrH BUT HE DID NOT INTEND TO RETURN. 






DETAILED CHRONOLbGr. CARR PHOTO INVESTIGATION 


- march 1989 ! LTC (RET) BAILEY INFORHED COL HIKt, THE CHIEF OF THE DIA/ 
STONY BEACH TtAfllH BANGKOK THAT HE HAD PICTURES OF CARR WHICH HE WOULD MAKE 
AVAIWBLE; BAILEY NEVER PROVIDED THE CARR PHOTOS TO THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. 


- JULY 1991 : THE ALLEGED CARR PHOTOS HERE HADE PUB|.IC IN NATIONAL NEWS 
MEDIA. ACCOROINO TO JACK BAILEY, THE PHOTOS WERE TAKEN IN FEBRUARY 1990. 


- B/9 AUGUST : AT THE REQUEST OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, BAILEY MET 
WITH DIA^ra REPS IN THE PENTAGON. . PRIOR TO THE MEETING BAILEY AGREED TO 
PROVIDE THE NAMES OF ALL OF HIS SOURCES FOR THE CARR PHOTOS. 

> DURING THE MEETING. BAILEY REFUSED TO DISCUSS HIS SOURCES. # 

- BAILEY IDENTIFIED AN AREA IN LAOS, BETWEEN KHANG KHAI AND BAN BAN, 

AS THE LOCATION FOR THE ENCUSURE HOLDING CAPTAIN 

- BAILEY PROMISED TO PROVIDE HIS SOURCE INFORMATION TO STONY BEACH 
REPS IN BANGKOK WHEN HE ARRIVED THERE LATER IN THE MONT^^ 


- 4 SEPTBBE8 ! BAILEY AND SEVERAL OF HIS ASSOCIATES NET WITH STONY BEACH 
AND JCRC LIAI’SOHPERSONNEL IN BANGKOK. g 

- ONCE AMIN BAILEY. REFUSED TO PROVIDE SOURCE INR^ 

- HE DIO BWASIZE THAT THE CARR ENCLOSURE WAS IN THE AREA OF KHANG 
KHAI - BAN BAN, LADS 


HE HAD 


11 SEPTBBER t 'STONY BEACH PERSONNEL CALLED BAILEY IN BANGKOK TO SEE IF 
ADOmSlS^^ HE OIO'HOT 


- 19 SEWHBER ! STONY BEACH PERSONNEL CONTACTED BAILEY TO DETERMINE IF HE 
HAD Ha INFORNATIW; HE DIO NOT. 


t 


INPORMATl 


BAILEY WAS CALLED BY STONY BEACH PERSONNEL; HE HAD NO NEW 
BAILEY WAS TOLD THAT IN THE ABSENCE OF ANY NEW 


INFORMATION FROM HIM. STONY BEACH WAS OBLIGATED TO BBIIN A SEARCH WITH THE HELP 
OF THAI AUTHORITIES. BAILEY ASKED FOR MORE TINE TO GAIN ACCESS TO HIS SOURCES. 


- xsmam : bailey met with congressman nccldskey and stated that he 

DESIRED TO TURN^ TO PRESIOBLT BUSH AU INFORMATION HE HAS ON CARR, TO 
INCLUDE FILES, SOURCE NAMES, LOCATIONAL DATA, ETC. HE CLAIMED THAT THE 
INFORMATION HAD TO BO TO THE PRESIDENT BECAUSE HE COULD TRUST NO ONE ELSE. 
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- a OCTOBER ; BAILEY, ACCOMPANIED BY CONGRESSMEN HCCLOSKEY AND VISLOSKEY, 
MET WITH THeHcrETARY OF DEFENSE IN THE PENTAGON. 

- BAILEY CLAIMED THAT CARR WAS ALIVE, AND THAT HE AND 2D - 30 OTHER 

AMERICAN PRISONERS HAD BEEN MOVED TO NORTHWESTERN LAOS. 

- BAILEY TOLD THE SECDEF THAT HE WOULD PROVIDE the name OF HIS 
PRIMARY SOURCE FOR THE CARR INFORMATION, A MR. X, ALONG WITH HIS TELEPHONE 
NUMBER IN LAOS, AND THAT HR. X WOULD BE MADE AVAILABLE FOR POLYGRAPH IN BANGKOK. 

- BAILEY ASKED THAT THE 000 INVESTIGATION INTO THE CARR PHOTOS BE 
DELAYEO FOR 10 DAYS TO Al,LOW HIM TO CONTACT HIS SOURCES. 


- 9 OCTOBER : BAILEY MET WITH DIA AND OSD REPS IN THE PENTAGON. 

- WHEN ASKED ABOUT HIS STATEMENT THAT CARR WAS ALIVE, BAILEY STATED 
THAT HE HAD HO PROOF OF THIS INFORHATION. THAT IT WAS HEARSAY. 

- HE STATED THAT CARR HAD BEEN MOVED TO LUANG NAM THA PROVINCE TO A 
LOCATION WITHIN 22 KlLOHETERS OF THE BURM BORDER, 

- BAILEY PROVIDED SEVERAL MICKMAHES FOR MR. X, BUT HOT THE COMPLETE 
NAME. HE STAtS mT HE HAD HOT PERSONALLY TALKED TO THE IHOIVIDUALTOR A U)NQ 
time! bailey also provided two AOOItlOMAL PHOTOS ()F HIS PRIMARY MURCE, MR. X. 

- WILEY PROMISED TO PROVIDE STONY BEACH PERSONNEL WITH THE NAMES ^ 
TELEPHONE NUHBE^ MS INTERMEDIARIES IN THAI lANO. THROUGH WHOM HE KEEPS IN 
SScT WITHMR; X. HE S PROVIDE THIS INFORMATION AFTER HIS RETURN TO 
THAIIAMO. 

- BAILEY STATED THAT HE ALSO KNEW OF ANOTHER GROUP OF 5 miCAN ^ 
IN LAOS AND THAT HE RECEIVED THIS INFORMATION FROM A PATHET LAD GENERAL LIVIW 
IN BANGKOK. HE PROMISED TO MAKE THE GENERAL AVAILABLE TO STONY BEACH PERSOHH^ 
FOR IMTERVIBf, AFTfR HIS RETURN. 


- 11 OCTDBBL : DIA TRAHSHinED TWO IBORAMOUMS FOR RE(MRD OF THE^^^ 

WITH BAILEVIy W TO BAILEY IN CALIFORNIA. BAILEY WAS RBHNOED OF ALL OF HIS 
PRflMISB TO SECoS AMO OIA, AMD WAS ASKED IF HE HAD FURTHER INFORHATION ABOUT 
CARR OR THE 5 AMERICAN POWS. :HE DID NOT. 

- DURING A TELEPHONE CONVERSATION THE SAME EVENING, BAILEY TOLD OIA 
THAT HE HAD JUST LEAMO THAT CARR HAD MOT BEEN MOVED. 

- BAILEY ALSO VOLUNTEERED THAT THE CARR PHOTOS MAY HAVE BEEN IN 
NORTHERN IADS OR IN BURMA, AMD HE CAUTIONED TO MOT RULE OUT THAILAND AS THE 
LOCATION OF THE CARR PHOTOS. 

- BAILEY STATED THAT IT WAS HIS OPINION THAT THE PHOTOS HAD BEEN 
TAKEH ON A ROYAL FARM IN PHOMGSALY PROVIMCE. 

- HE ASKED THAT DOO ARRANGE FOR HIS RETURN TO THAILAND. 
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- 11 OCTOBER: BASED UPON BAILEY'S MEETING WITH SECDEF AND HIS SPECIFIC 
REQUEST THAT THE CARR INVESTIGATION BE PUT ON HOLD FOR 10 DAYS, OIA NOTIFIED 
STONY BEACH TO CEASE AND DESIST IN ITS INVESTIGATION FOR TWO WEEKS; 


- 22 OCTOBER ; DIA AND OSD PERSONNEL TRAVELLED TO CALIFORNIA TO MEET WITH 
BAILEY AnOAC®IY HIM TO THAILAND TO CONTINUE THE INVESTIGATION INTO THE CARR 


- BAILEY STATED THAT MR. X WAS TRAVELLING TO BANGKOK FROM LAOS AND 
THAT HE WOULD BE AVAILABLE FOR INTERVIEW ON 25 OCTOBER. 


- BAILEY WAS UNABLE TO TRAVEL ON THE 23RD BECAUSE OF A DEATH IN HIS 

FAMILY, HOWEVER, DIO ARRIVE IN BANGKOK ON 25 OCTOBER, ACCOMPANIED BY NORM 
TURNER. 




' 4 ^ 


- 26 0CT0Ba : THE DIA/OSO/STONY BEACH TEAM MET WITH BAILEY AND TURNER IN 


- BAILEY COMPLAINED THAT HE WAS BEING FOLLOWED, PROBABLY BY CIA, AND 
THAT HIS TELEPHONE AND FAX HAD BEEN TAPPED- IT WAS EMPHASIZED TO HIM THAT DOO 
HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH SUCH ACTIVITIES. 

- BAILEY STATTO THAT MR. X WAS MOT AVAILABLE, AMO THAT HE DIO NOT 

KNOW WHEN MR. X WOULD BE AVAILABLE, THAT HE HAD A TEAM UP COUNTRY LOOKING FOR • 

THE INDIVIDUAL. HE ADMITTED THAT PHUMANO NOSAVAN WAS PART OF THE TEAM LOOKING 
FOR MR. X. IT SHOULD BE NOTED THAT PHUMANO IS A LONG-TIME REPORTER OF 
FABRICATED PW-RELATED INFORMATION. 

- BAILEY WAS REMINDED OF ALL THE PROMISES HE HAD MADE TO THE SECDEF 
AND DIA. BUT HAS UNABLE TO PROVIDE ANY OF THE INFORMATION REQUESTED, 

- BAILEY STATEIT THAT THE CARITPHOTOS WERE TAKBL OM FARM IN LUANG 
NAM THA PROVINCE, NORTHWESTERN LAOS. IT WAS POINTED OUT TO HIM THAT HE TOLD DIA 

THE PHOTOS WERE TAKEN AT KHANG KHAI - BAN BAN AND THAT HE TOLD SECDEF THE ^ 

LOCATION HAS NEAR THE BURMA BORDER. HE STATED THAT HE HAD PROVIDED DIA AND 
SECDEF SECONDHAND HEARSAY INFORMATION. 


- 26 OCTOBER ; BAILEY VISITED THE AMERICAN MASSY AND SHOWED A VIDEO TAPE 
REPORTED to CONTMH BAILEY'S INTERVIEW OF MR. X. 

- IT WAS DETERMINED THAT THE VIDEO TAPE WAS OVER THREE YEARS OLD, 

MADE SOMETIME IN 1988. •# 

- THE TAPE HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH THE CARR CASE. BAILEY STATED THAT 
THE CARR PHOTO APPEARED ABOUT A YEAR AFTER THE VIDEO TAPE WAS MADE. 

- NR X. HAS SHOWN IN SILilOUEnE ONLY, ALONG WITH OTHER LAO AND THAI 

PERSONNEL. 


% 
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- 29 OCTOBER : THE JOINT TEAK MET WlIK CARET AND TURHEH A£AIN. CHL': Tn 
LEARi; THAT ‘bailey HAD NO NEW INFORMATION ON MR. X. HAILEY DIO O'^t'er to MAKE 
ANOTHER IHTERHEDTARY, MARIO, AVAILABLE, 

- BAILEY GUiMEO THAT MARIO HAD BEEN INVOLVED IN THE CaRR CASE ONE 
AND ONE-HALF YEARS EARLIER WHEN HE WAS APPROACHED BY AN EMPLOYEE OF THE AMERICAN 
EMBASSY, BANGKOK. REPORTEDLY, THE EMPLOYEE TOLD MARIO THAT BAILEY WAS KEEPING 

^ HONEY FROM HIM, WHICH RESULTED IN MARIO DROPPING OUTiOF THE OPERATION. BAILEY 

BLAMED THIS INCIDENT FOR HIS FAILURE TO RESCUE CARR. 

- WHEN REMINDED ONCE AGAIN OF THE PROMISES THAT HE HAD MADE TO SECDEF 
AND DIA, BAILEY STATED THAT HE DIO NOT REMEMBER STATING THAT HE WOULD PROVIDE 
THA NAMES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS FOR HIS INTERMEDIARIES IN NONG KHAI. 


- 29 OCmBER : TEAM MEMBERS MET WITH MARIO TO DISCUSS MR. X AND THE CARR 
PHOTOS; mMo WAS UNABLE TO DESCRIBE MR. X. ALTHOUGH HE HAD KNOWN X FOR SEVERAL 
YEARS, AND KNEW NOTHING ABOUT THE CARR PHOTOS. 

- MARIO WOULD HOT PROVIDE THE NAME OF THE AMERICAN EMBASSY EMPLOYEE 
WHO REPORTEDLY APPROACHED HIM ABOUT BAILEY. , 


- 30/31 OCTOBER ; THE DIA AND OSD TEAM MEMBERS RETURNED TO THE U.S. 


#> 
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THE ASSIST ANT SECRETAR Y OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON, D C 20301 2400 , 


«) 


INFORMATION PAPER on POW/MIA Source Khambang Sibounheuang 


Khambang Sibounheuang Is a former Royal Lao Army serviceman, 
now a naturalized US citizen tesiding in Memphis, Tennessee. He 
states he was a Captain in the Royal Lao Army. Our best • 

information is that he was an enlisted man in the Royal Lao Army. 

He is now bailiff for Judge Hamilton Gayden, a aelf-described. 

POW/MIA activist. Khambang has been active in the POM/MIA issue 
for a number of years . This paper will outline Khambang ' s 
activities as known and documented by the Department of Defense. 

, Khambang is a former member of the Neutralist faction of the 
Lao resistance. He lead the organization in the United States for 
several years and at one point may have been its elected leader. 

Khambang was removed from his position with the Neutralist faction 
after the leader of the Neutralists, former Lao General Kong Le 
learned that Khambang had fabricated PON-related information and 
had atteugjted to use the POW issue for personal gain. 

In the past, Khambang was associated with Bo Gritz and he was 
for a period Gritz 's primary source of information for POW' a. 

Khambang later became associated with fetiredrMajor Mark Smith, 

another POW/MlA activist. His current relationship with Smith is 

unknown. - (Aj 

DoD's first involvement with Khambang occurred in 1985 when 
he approached DZA and offered to work the POW issue in exchange 
for $4,000, which was to be used to support the Neutralist faction 
of the Lao resistance. Khambang* s offer was rejected by DIA. 

In November 1987, Life Magazine published an article about 
POW/MIAs. A prominent portion of that article was devoted to a 
photograph purported to depict an Mr Force Lieutenant Colonel, ^ 

Charles S. Rowley. The photograph was provided by Khambang to “ 

Captain Eugene "Red" McDaniel, USN (Rat.) . Captain McDaniel 
provided the photo to DIA in August of 1987, and investigation was 
underway when the photo was published by Life Magazine. Photo 
analysis established that the individual pictured was not 
Lieutenant Colonel Rowley. The Rowley family confirmed the photo 
analysis. 

In 1990, Khambang passed bogus dog-tag information to his 
superiors in the Arlington (Virginia) Police Department where he « 

worked as a clerk. The information was determined to be 
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fabricated and DIA traced the information back through the 
Arlington Police Department to Khambang. The Department was 
informed that Khambang was an established POW/MIA source of 
questionable reliability. 

In the, fall of 1990, Khambang passed a roll of film and other 
information related to the purported Borah photograph to Judge 
Hamilton Gaydenr then his employer in Tennessee. Khambang 
received the information from a blood relative now residing in 
Thailand. Judge Gayden. provided the. Information to the family, 
who then contacted Senator BOb Smith for assistance. The photos 
had not. been made available to DoD until July 1991, when Senator 
Smith appeared on the Today Show with Daniel Borah, Sr. and the 
photographs. After receipt of the information, a joint Lao-U.S. 
team interviewed, photographed and fingerprinted the individual 
identified as Borah and photographed in Laos: The photo depicted 
not LT Daniel V, Borah, but rather a 77 year old Lao highland 
tribesman, Mr. Ahrao. Khambang told Bill Gadoury, a U.S. POW/MIA 
Investigator in Bangkok, that tbe individuals who passed him the 
roll of film did so for the purpose of obtaining a reward. 

Sometime during the sunnar of 1991, Khambang obtained another 
photograph, this purported to depict Navy Lieutenant Commander 
Larry Stevens, DSN. (Stevens was also said to be depicted in the 
photograph of three Individuals, positively identified by their 
families as Colonel John L. Robertson, LCDR Stevens and Major 
Albro Lundy. The Stevens photo was said to have been taken in 
Vietnam and the individual identified as Stevens is pictured with 
his arm arodnd an Asian woman. At tbe request of members of 
Congress, the staff of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee was 
provided a DoD aircraft to transport Khambang to Southeast Asia to 
locate his sources of the "Stevens" photo. Khambang produced his 
source and the individual was polygraphed. He failed the 
polygraph -and indicated deception in nearly all of his responses. 
DoD is continuing to investigate the "Stevens" photograph. 

To date, Khambang has provided information on a number of 
occasions to POW/MIA activists and others interested in the 
POW/MIA issue. The descriptions above are illustrative, not 
exhaustive. Every dog-tag report, every report of remains, every 
photograph and every other report about POW/MIAs, with the 
exception of the as yet unsolved "Stevens" photo, provided by 
Khambang has proven to be false. 


Prepared by Major C. N. Gittins, DSMC, EAPR (BON-MIA), and Warren 
Gray, DIA (PW-HIA), x70555/4470B 
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
' WASHINGTON. 0,C 20301 -2400 


DoD RecponM to Robeitoon, Stcvnu 
and Lundy Tcitiiiioiiy 





The Miming aUcgatibnt wm niied I 7 the jbmUy menbim leg^ 
inveetigiitive effoito on behalf of the pi;^tted Robeiteon, Stevens and Lundy 
photographs. DoD IRcsponsci follow. 

(Ms. FUckmtein): As of SefAeaber 16th, I recdvtd the infomation from 
the Defense Department that the picture had been analyud by Dr. Chamey, who I 
just told you that they didn't accept that, and that they would analyu it their sdoes, 
And I waited up until now. I've called , and called trying to get the anmlysis to me, 
whic I did not get, and didn't know about It until I arrived here yesterday morning 
and it was handed to me by Major Giddens. . 

The Departinent of Defeim sent Oie photograph purported to depict 
Commander Steven* to Sandia National Laboratory on 13 September 1991. When 
Sandia completed its analysis die report wu reviewed at DIA and then ibrwiuded it 
to the Assistant Secretary of Defense/Intemational Security AMrs (ASD/BA) in 
order to respond to direct family requ^ts made b Carl Ford's Milllaiy Assistant 
The rqx)rt was obtained on late 5 November and was provided b Fleckenstein 
pers^y Gittins rather than forwarding it dirough be Navy Casualty 
Asslstanoe Office. This aooomodationjwas made in order to minimizelhe dday to 
Lieutenant Commander Steven's family in ii^t of their partidpatim in the 
Committee Hearings. 




an Eastem-bloc magazine in Phnom Penh and whldi depicted a Soviet sjpecial forces 
military officer* The report that accompanied the fbst pusing of die photo was that 
the two photos depicted four Americans fiom the same prison in Vietaam and that 
the three were friends and the fourth was separate from die other three, so two 
photos were taken. 

2) There are no first luhd live sighting reports of the three individuals that 
correlate to Robertson, Stevens and Limdy. In every case, the reports are hearsay, 
second or third hand reporb. The first report, does not have any niune association 
to Robertson, Stevens or Limdy. 

3) Flyers widely circulated in Southeast Asia by Red McDaniel's American 
Defense Institute provide biulc UpgrapMcal data oh Coloiud Robertson and 

Lieutenant CoDunander Stevens. Ihfonnation contained within die flyer forms the 
basis for informadmi assodated widi later iterations of die {titotograph. AsMciated 

reporting dmt goes beydb dte basic fafographkal data is quite obdoualy wnn^ 

almost huinoi^y -so. 

4) The photograph hu been altered. The placard that the men^q 

* holding was added to the photograph after it was taken and printed, and a photo 
. made of the aittoatkm The pla^ reflecte basic date that appears on aeverd 
idwti^raphh, also reported ^ the sources of dioie idiolos to depict Ainer^ 

The writ^ on the pUcard is by the same hand u the writing on a number of other 
alterations to photos purported to depict American PPWs and iatcr located in Soviet 
magazines. 

5) The inen in the photo appear to be holding rifles in the phot^ U.S. 
Government photo jnalyM have itetified the butt of a rifle on die left side of the 
pluto and tiiejriffies are apiMTcnt under dw placud. 

^ A tepereinrdlngreoeivadwidi the photograph by one source and 
Identified as the voice of Coiond Robertson by the sourm wu rejected as a fraud b^ 
die Robertson family. 


(Ms. Shdby Quast): And I guess I'm asking for some hdp. We have said this 
so many times, yet I continue to hear that It [the three nan photol has been in a 
magazine. It's simply people don't unat to hear that. And 1 would like to, for the 
record, set It straight. It has never been found to be a fake or a hoax, or ever found to 
be in a magazine. 

The Departrnent of Defense has never stated that the diree rnan photo is a 
hoaxorfake. The facts suriouridtog the |diotograidi of the three individuals 
identified by farnily members as Colond RobolBon, lieutenant Coirunander 
Stevens, and Major Lundy areas follows: 


7) C^)tatoBudianari, Coloiid Robertson's WSO stated that he did not know 
whether Odondltobertsori got out of the aircM He did not see Colonel Robertson 
subsequent to ^acting from die aireraft 

8 ) Congreasrnan iteterson testified before the House CoonrrtittM on Foi^ 
Affairs, Subcomraittee on Asian and Pacific Affiin, that he wu interrogated by the 
VietnairMse about Oiloncl Robertson with COhmel RobcMson'i dogtag a^ 
idndflcatiaoanL He also stettd that the Yictnameseapton told him that Colonel 
Robertson had died and it wu his (Peterson's) opinion that Robertson had died 
either in die crash or shordy diereofter. 


1) The photograph first surfaced during August 1990 in Thailand along with 
a report whldi wu not ooirdated to Robertson, Stevens and Lundy. The 
photograph wu received along with a second {diotograph diat wu later loated in 




0 


(Ms. Quast) (Page 332): Hu third part I just wanted to touch upon guicUy to 
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address the accea to ihformUoH> I have bm promised at a very high policy level 
access to my father's file, but denied access by those people that have tatified before 
this committee when I went to see the file: I'm asking what Is the policy and who 
run's the show for POW policy. 

Ms. Quast lus met on several passions with Principal Deputy Assistant 
Secret^ of Defense Carl W. Ford/ Jr. On one occasion in Mr. Ford's office on 
August 22 at 1:30PM/ Ms. Quast requested to see die entire DIA file on her father. 

Mr. Ford did not promise 1^. Quast diat she could see the file. He stated that he 
would look into the matter because the file may contain sensitive classified 
Information. 

When Ms. Qiiast returned to see Mr. Ford, she reiterated her request to see 
the entire file She was again told that die file contained dassified information and 
she would not be provided access to the file. Mr. Ford assured Ms. Quast that his 
staff would compare die DIA ^ widi the Casualty Assistance Officer's file 
maintained by die Air Force to ensure that she was in pt^sessimi of of the 
unclassified informadon on her father. Lieutenant Ihanas Doughty) of Mr. Ford's 
staff, reviewed the DIA file and die Air Force file widi Mr. George Addnson, tlSAF 
Missing Persons Office, on 5 November 1991 and determine diat Ms. Ouut had 
been prthdded ad but one document from dw DIA file, 'nils i^^ 
commtmiated pemonally by lieutenant Ddtighty and Mr. George AddnSon to Ms. 
Quast during one of die recesses to the hearings. 

(Senator Smith): Sol am g^ng to put all officials in control of these Ifingerprinlsl 
on notice that / fotemf to know why, in the case of all of the live sighting reports, 
and all of the individuals involved in those reports, why we. do not hdve 
fingerprints in the service fadcets of those individu^. And if you do not know 
why, you better start looking because I want to know why . ' 

- The Federal Bureau of Invesdgatiqn is die sole USG agency with die 
responsibility for maintaining fingerprints ^ American citizens. The Department 
of Defense does no4 maintain fingerj^t records on serviceinen. None of die 
services are required by law or r^uladon to maintain fingerprints in die service 
records of their individual servicemen. The nadonal fin^rprint database within 
the FBI maintains all aervice fingerprint records as wdl as the fingerprints of 
civilians v/ho may be fingerprinted and their prints retained by the Government. 

Congressman Solarz, the Chairman of the House Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs, requested an explanatfon of why 
the fingerprints of Colonel Robertson, Lieutenant Commander Stevens and Major 
Lundy all are missing from die FBI database At die Department of Defense request, 
FBI I^cctor William Sessiont provided die possible ^ diis state of 

afiairs. Director Sessions' response Is provided in pertinent part: 

Since die FBI is the reposilory for fingerprints for military 
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personnel, DoD requested die prints for these Individuals, in 
addition to the third person linked to the photograph. 

Lieutenant Comrhander Larry J. Stevens. A search of FBI 
fingerprint files did not disclose a reard for these three 
individuals. There aremany reasons why we may not durendy 
have those fingerprints and an explanation for the record may be 
beriefidal.' 

Hie most logical reason for the abiwnoe of these prints 
may be the poUcy for purging files, b the case of inllllary prints, 
if DoD reprm an individual Idlled-in-acdon (KIA) or otherwise 
deceased,, the print is (daced in a special file for aeven years and 
then destroyed unless tiiere is additional information furnished 
by tiw rniUtary. fo t^^ Mr. Ford advised ^t tiie DoD had 
listed Major Albto L Lundy, Jr., and Lieutenant Commander 
Stevens as KIA based on eye witnasaes' accourtts of each 
inddent Relevant herein is a list of 2A83 narncs furiiis^ 
dm FBI by DioD b 1981 They iwere iddililM by DoD u being 
'^Aiiiericans Unaccounted for in Soufoeast Asia." A search of 
our fingerprbt files identified prbts for 9U bdividuab from 
that list Tlie prbts for be tfarw individuals linked to the 
photograph were ofit .among tluse wib prints b file. All 
edsting prbts from bat Ust are bebg mablained and are not 
subject to being purged. 

Another eiqilariation is that we never received fingerprint 
of tiioeeb question. But, it would periupa be more than 
coincidental tiiat the prints for brae individuals linked to a 
sbgfojbotographwi^notluvebeaiiubinit^ Thbis 
partiaduly true given the policy of fingerprinting all military 
pcrsoniiiL Unfortunately, diK to tiie ^ume of dvil prints 
alone, approximatdy 35 million individuaU and 90 nnillion 
cards, reoo^ of reodpted are not maintained, b moat instances, 
be only means to determine if tiiere is a print on file is to died: 
tiie bd^ The absence of an individual from the index only 
indicates the FBI does not currently have a file. Thbwouldnot 
necessarily mean that tiie FBI never had a file. Itoould have 
been previoualy purged from tiie system, but, b most instances, 
there would be no record of the purge 

Hngerprints are frequently not capaUe of 
dasrification/ietcntion due to tiieir illegibility based on tiie 
quality of tiie inked prints that are submitted. When tills occurs, 
tiie prints are sent back to tiie contributor wib a request to 
obtabalegbbfingeqnbtcardforresubmissioii. Itisnot 
unusual to not receive a follow-up act of prints. As above, tiiere 
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would be no record if this occuned. As a point of reference, in 
the first three quarters of Fiscal Year 1991, the FBI Identification 
Division rejected over 790,000 fingerprints cards for this reason. 
Although historical figures are not available for the Vietnam 
Vyar era, rejection rates for prints submitted by the military in 
the early 1980s were about 15 percent. Anecdotal information 
from the Vletruun War era indicates rejection rates may have 
been as high as 25 to 30 percent. 

It should be noted that the Department of Defense requested in 1984, well 
before this photo surfaced, a list of POW/MIAs for whom the FBI had fingerprints 
on file, At that time, Kobertson, Stevens and Lundy's fingerprints were not within 
the FBI database. We can provide no further explanation for this phenomenon 

beyond that provided by the Director of the FBI, however, there is no cons^cy, 
cover-up or otherwise mysterious dreumstanoes surrounding the loss of these files 
as has been suggested by some individuals at these hearings. 

Ihe fingerprints record of Captain Donald G. Carr another individual with a 
high profile POW/MIA photograph case, h on file with the FBI and available for 
comparison if that individual is loated 

(Mr. Albro Lundy) (Page 345): I have asked one photoanalysis that we've 
done to be passed around to the Senators. It's a simple photo overlay. Its done on 
acetate, and if you take a look at it-you fust lift the acetate up-one of the photos is 
my father as a younger man and then the other photo is the copy of the photo 
drawn out. You see that it matches perfectly. All the features are the same, the head 
shape is the same, everything in regmi to the photo is exact. That's a very simple 
analysis, something that could have been done very easily, I think by the 
(kmmment immediately, but has never been done, or at least has never been 
provided to us. “ 

The simple analy^ described by Mr. Lundy was provided to Government 
photo analysis experts at the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The FBI experts 
reaction was that the *anal]^'' had no basis in sdetus, was not acceptable 
methodology in any profeanonal association that they were aware of, and would not 
be accepted for admission as evidence in any court in the United States on the issue 

of identification by photograph. Despite its simplicity, the method deoibed in the 
testimony is patently unreliable. 


Mr. Lu^y (Page 347): So I mote a FOIA. ... So ^ you can not rmd it, but the 
part that is highlighted says specifically, this is all the information in the file, there 
were no witnesses to this incident. 

Mr. Lundy's FOIA request in 1985 was directed to the USAF. Their records 
had no indication that titere were any witnesses to the incident in which Major 


Lundy was lost. The sole witness statement was localeo. In a file iri JCRC cliirin; .- 
records search conducted pitrsuant to |us 1991 FQIA requwf to ICKC Thi- report 
vjas pro\ided to Mr, l,vn.dy immeiliatcly K Ihe staff of ‘ho Assistant Secreiavy o' 
Oerensc for Internruonu ferity Affairs when Its jncamc V.no‘.w.' 

(Mr. Lundy/ lit, -tovenst’ tc (he sudement "Appmnh som other 
daim (the indbiduaiit: the three person photo) is theirs) (Pugs 354/; Aiul none., of 
the families tket the DIA h/u talked about have come forward, have called and said, 
let me help you here, this is my son or this is my brother. Would it not be a relief to 
me? ... I asked Chuck Gittins, I said please Chuck, contact those people. Please write 
them and tell them to contact me. I need to know, I need to know. I don't knou> if 
Chuck has done it or not, but they have rtol contacted me. 

In a September meeting in PDASD Ford s office with PDASD Ford, Shelby 
Quast and Major Gittins, Mr. Ford explain^ to Mr. Lundy the fact that two other 
families had come forward to daim foe pidiired individual as fodr umacocunted for 
loved one. He also explained that the individuals daisied by foe other families 
also bore a striking resemblance to foe Individual in the three-person photo. Mr. 
Ford reiterated that these families did not want to be thrust in foe limelight and 
requested that the DoD not share their identities. Mr. Ford told Mr. Lundy that he 
intended to honor that request. 

While Major Gittins was escorting Mr. Lundy out of the Pentagon after the 
meeting with Mr. Ford, Mr Lundy stated in passing that he would like to speak to 
the two other families. Major Gittins reiterated Mr. Ford's explanation and stated 
that DoD Would respect the request of foe families. Mr. Lundy never requested 
Major Gittins make contact wifo the families. Mr. Lundy couched it as he would 
"really like to talk to the other families." Major Gittins surmises that foe actual 
question was not asked so that it would not appear that Mr. Lundy was trying to get 
around foe decision of PDASDJford, but rather that Major Gittins would do so on 
his own initiative.. - 


t 
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fE^t.^V, VC^ >.S.M 


29. Senator McCain asked Hr. Ford to provide, In writing, any DoD analyses done 
by the FBI, Sandia National Laboratory, Los Alamos Natlona.1 Laboratory or any 
other government scientific organization, of the quality of the forensic 
anthropological work of Dr. Michael Charney of Colorado State University. Mr. 
Sheetz also offered to provide for the record a copy of the report Dr. Charney 
did which positively Identified a picture as MIA LT Daniel Borah, which 
subsequently turned out to be a 77-year old hill tribesman. 

See eitached. 
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michael ch.irncy, ph H, d abi.i 


Mr Tricy t Usry, Chief Investigator 
U S Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
Washington, 0 C 2051C 

Dear Mr Usry: 

On 26 July you brought me a photograph, 2x,2, of a N,vy pilot and 24 negatives 
and their prints of a nan in a wooded area, Ihe Navy pilot photograph I was 
told was that of Daniel V Borah, Jr, shot down over Laos during the Vietnam War. 
Some of the photographs from the wooded area, said to have been taken in Laos, 
contain two men, one a young liian of obvious mongoloid racial affinity. The 
other, an older man, appears to be a caucasoid. 

The question, is the older man Lieutenant Daniel V Bo oh, Or, U5NR? 

All twenty-four photos were examined by Dr Fitzhorn, tjculty of Mechanical Engin- 
eering, Colorado State University and myself to se'ie.i one for comparison with 
the 2x2 photo of Lieutenant Borah Problems arose in selecting a photo from the 
twenty-fo'.'r to match, closely, with the angling o' 2orah. We petitioned Hr Usry 
i to obtain other photos of Borah from his family- Sever-')! were sent by Borah's 

j sister and father. Or Fitzhorn chose one of Bortk at :ge ?2, as an usher at a 

I wedding. 


The photo from the twenty-four and that of Borah at U .''-'irs were then digitized 
end superimposed. The technique 1s described in ti*; atl',-(.hed report of Dr Fitzhorn. 

An examination of the superlmposition raises qutstl-.-tiS jlout the lack of closeness 
t. the chin and left jawline. This Is due to the r-’iglit differences between the 
v--. photos with that of Borah?, 1990,. tilted fowarC sligifily and turned to the left. 
T'>bt of Borah, 1968, 1$ full face and not tilted. Those differences are not enough 
to make for a mlin^tch. All other features birt fo'' the" ri- treated hairline, coincide 
pv'fectly. 

The man In the 1990 photo supposedly taken In Lao; is Danic-l V Borah, Jr. 


fai ^ul lj^ 


michael charney 



fc3.S peicnon. Ion collini. color.de Il052< ph (JOJ) 491-1486 Id.yO or 49J-4107 |evtnin|i| 
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Colora^ 

I -nivcrsin 



R'. Digital PSolojTnfhii' iiiptnmfictilinn i>f Stpirmhfr l9/;o. 199! 


*’• "^'.f nir..rio, nr .hr FomOMC, Sn.nrM !.,ho,..orv .. 

IT PT?'’'"'''' “’f ■' '^"■1 ‘•'’C PMrp-.,(,:.llv ...kr,, 

bouihLui Aii 4 f»itly r^enily. W« >d<cted one photogr»ph from eich «i ih« provided il.e Pe.i ii.otch 
in faci.ll angulation (Ii.m.I p.uli. roll, and .ingln) 

Onn photograph w.ia a I2..S a 13 eni color print ..f a m.ilo figure aniiatting in .in open .area outdoor, Thu 
photograph wa. previoMly «„outed on the reverie with the following .equence, 38 12 N N.2.2 2 83 
I placed a aecond ,et of iiiark., PAF-IO. on the lo-er .ide of the fever,* of the photograph for my «.vi, 
deni.fi ation. The .eeoad photograph, appe.ved to be taken at a formal function (wedding?) and ia a 
U.5 X 18 cm blick/white print. I annotated the reverie with the mark, PAF-ll for identification. ' 

lo,h IlLi computer, flic .M.icinloah computer run, Adobe Photchop Software for image acquiiition .and 
procesiing. ® ^ 

Photograph 1 . (Pi) 

1 . The image na, cropped to the facial region, including hair and beard. ~ 

60*2 j ToTni!!! “tT'"’’' ““ “"*) “> “ '“"'“‘io" “f 

It .h„ M K IT “* *"* described below. 

.n ormat|on. Thu photograph i resuing resulted in each original, utacaled pbcel supplying 
.nfcrmation for apnroaimately I .S re*.dii„j pirel, Tbi, in .a increase ,n noise and 

a decreaM in high frequency information. 

3. A histogram equaliiation was performed to equalise color diiiributioo. 

^ T"™"*** *■«"*' •'ishtsl quality 

image (rr«t high frequency information). The red .md blue signaLi contained a severe * 

'Tcei'vcd *’“* “"S'"*' “lof dutribulion in the print 

Ji:'kgmu“l‘r P'"“»P*P''- 

Photograph 2 ■ (P2) 

After gr.y.K.le imne acquisition at 300 ptxeb per inch. I then performed the following technique, on 
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I The image w.i, frupped to the f.ici.il region 

•J The image was uniformly ic.iled (asp.ict r.ilio tem.iinins the s.ime) 171% to .i re»oliilion of 
600 X 7*9 pisch. The above discussion applies here as well. 

.1. A histogram equalisation was performed to equalise gray-scale distribution. 

4. All background information wa, removed by aii brushing/painting it out, 

.5. An edge-finding filter (possibly a Sobel filter, .Adobe photoshop doeumemaiion is not av.nl- 
able at this time) was . applied 

ri, A threahold m.ippmg was .ipplied to the resulting image to convert it from gr.iy-ic.il-: i» 
bl.ick and white. 

The resulting image w.is a set of white edges on a hlark h.ickground. 

The resulting images were loaded onto a Silicon Graphic, Inc. 4D/210 CTXB Power Series gr.ipliic, 
computer. Thia machine ha, a reaolution of 1230.1102^ pixels with two 24.bil frame bulfcr* and ,i s.:t of 
overlay and underlay hit planea 2 bits deep each. I then wrote a snflwarf. suite in the C programming 
language to diaplay both iittagea in two modes • side by aide, and superimpoMd. In superimposition nioile.. 
a set of rigid-body iran,fotmaiion, were entered to graphically overlay P2 onto P I. Since P2 ii displayei 
in black/wbii*. PI was displayed in one of the 24 bit frame buffets, and P2 wu superimposed over PI m 
the overlay planea. The transfoimationa, entered inUrneiively through the keypad, ipecifically «on,tiUd 
of any combination of (i) rouiioni lUU degree* about the ’i’ aaii (out of the plane of the screen), (ii) 
urtiform lealinp s in ’x’ and 'y', arid (tii) 2D translation* l*,fy. The transformation vnrinbles changed 
during each lupcrimpusition try are denoted by italics. 

It should be noted that Dr. M. Chamey is responsible for all decision* of similarity or fit between these 
two imagu; questioos concerning the rtsulU of the fit iUelf should be diricUd to him. .U well requesu 
for copies of photograph* taken of the superimposition process ind rtiulu should be directed ai him. 
Pleas* direct any technical questions concerning the imsge Kquiiition nnd proceuing performed, or the 
grsphics hsrdwnre/ioflwar* combination used, to myKlf. 

Sincerely; ^ 

, - - - 

Pstrick k. FiUhorn, PhD ^ 

Associitc Profttior 


Bsrdwar* nnd loftwsrc used: 

1. MicrotcK 300dpi eoksr/gTsy itanner 

2. Apple Macintosh Itfx compuUr 

3. Adobe Photoahop software 

4. Silicon Grsphia Ine. 4D/210 GTXB Power Series grsphie* eompuUr 

5. Custom superimposition software 

6. Nikon F3 HP with 55mm macro lens and Kodicolot ISO-100 film 
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•'licliacl clurnt-y, ph d, d-abb 
Jlplomjic, ^nipricin bojid til (oicntic Jiilhiopo'ojy 

Z5 July 1991 

Mr Trdcy E Usry, Chief Investigator 
U S Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
' Washington, D C 20510 

Dear Mr Usry: 

1 received two photographs from you in the first week of July, one of a Donald 
Gene Carr taken in 1961 at his wedding. He was 23 years of age,. The other 
photo was a colour shot of a man in a stockade taken February 1990. The question 
was the identity of this second indivual? Was it Carr? 

Both photos were half-tones and not the best of study material. I asked for glossy 
photos is such existed; They were and I received them on 13 July 1991. Results of 
this study show that the person in the later photo, February 1990, is that of Donald 

Gene Carr, some thirty years later than his wedding photo. 

(1) The two photos were put on 35 mm slides and projected by zoom lens to the same 
magnification. The ears were studied for morphological ciaracteristics. . They were 
similar as to earlobe, helix, tragus, concha. The two were then superimposed to see, 
initially, if the facial features coincided. They did. 

(2) The two photos were then turned over to Dr Patrick Fitzhorn, Departinent of 
Mechanical Engineering, Colorado State University for digital photdgraphic 

super imposi ton by use of computer. The facial features, hairline, browridges, eyes, 
none, mouth, lips, ears, .chin, jawl.ine, muscles of. the cheek of the Feb 1990 were - 

drawn by the computer in black and that of Donald Gene Carr, 1961, in red. The ’ 

computer drew these lines with an accuracy of one-hundreth of an inch. The two 
were then superimposed and the resulting fit evidence of the sameness of the person 
in the two photos under study. The man in the February 1990 photo is Donald Gene 
Carr. 

The two photos are nor precisely the~saie as to the angle of the subject's pose. " 

This accounts for certain discrepancies: 

i l) the 1961 photo shows Carr's head tilted. This was rotated 14 degrees to upright. 
2) the length and width of the ears are not the same due to this difference of pose. 
3) the top of the head in the 1990 photo could not be precisely drawn as the 
background blends with the hair thus obscuring the top of the head. 

(4) the eyes do not coincide as Carr in the 1961 photo Is looking to the left. 

Human biological diversity, Indivual ity, is based on the science of inheritance. 

Darwin said that children will resemble but not exactly duplicate their parents. 

Over the years, the features of one's face will change, the soft tissue, with the 
onset of jowls, pounches under the eyes, crowfeet, thickening of the nose and the like 
The underlying bony structure will, however, remain the same, but for some resorbing 
of the bone of the jaws as one loses teeth. The soft tissue of the face, eyes, none, 
lips, ears, etc, take their position from the underlying bone and will stay the same. 
The distance relationship of these features is indivual and will not be repeated 
exact’;.' h;/ 


- 635 pc!ci>on. to:: collim. Colorado 80524 ph (303) 491-1486 (days) or 493 4107 (cvemriRs) 
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.'.'.iguil !, I';*'.*! 

Re: Diijital Photogrnpliic SuiJerimposilion of July, !09l 

To Whom it may Concern: 


Colo^^ 

University 


Mechanical Enslnecrins 
Fon Colllni. Colorado 80SZ3 
1303) 401-6356 
FAXi 1303)491-1035 


On Monday. July 22. 1391, I received two photographs from Dr, Michael Chamey. Director of 
the Forensic Sciences Laboratory at Colorado State University. One photograph was a gray-scale 
print of a young, white male in a tu.xedo (denoted Pi throughout this discussion), the second 
was a color print of an older white male (P2) in casual clotlies. I digitized both photographs 
using a MicroteK 300dpi color/gray scanner interfaced to an Apple Macintosh Ilfx computer. 
The Macintosh computer runs Adobe Photoshop Software for image acquisition and processing. 
After image acquisition by gray-scale scanning at the ma'dmum resolution, 300 pixels per inch, 
I then performed the following techniques on each of the images: 


1. Each image was cropped using a rectangular mask isolating the head as much as 
possible. 

2. Each image was uniformly resized (aspect ratio remaining the same) to an approx- 
imate resolution of 000x756 pi.xels. This resizing was done to aid the manual sii- 
perimposition described below. Photograph Pi was resized to 114% of its scanned 
size, while P2 wt^s resized approximately 500% to reach the desired size. It should 
be noted that a positive resizing after scanning at maximum resolution loses pi.xel 
information. Pi's resizing was minor, resulting in each pi.xel supplying gray-scale 
information for 1.14 pixels. P2 was significantly resized however, by a factor of 
approximately five. This resulted in an increase in noise, and a decrease in high 
frequency information. 

3. Each image’s brightness and contrast were adjusted to compensate for scanning 
brightness 

4. A histogram equalization was performed to equalize gray-scale distribution. This 
proved especially valuable with P2. 

5. A high-pass filter was applied with a pixel mask size of 10x10 to bring out high- 
frequency information, including edge information Again, P2 wm effectively en- 
hanced by this method. 

6. Contrast was increased to emphasize facial regions of interest. 

7. A thresholding algorithm was applied to change the image from gray-scale to black 
and white. 

8. The resulting images were cleaned by removing all pixel information outside the 
head area. Care was taken not to remove potentially important edges in the head 
region, or to add spurious edges during the cleaning process. 


It should be noted tli.n 'ue-finding algorithms in Adobe Photoshop are extremely limited, thus 
none were used. Pho>- |ili Pi resulted in the best image with the least amount of noise. The 
head of the subject in Uie photograph was large in an absolute sense, znd w.vs set in relief against 
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.1 whv-; ij,.rl'i’, round. .-Vs well, the pitot ogranli wris of good quality. P‘2 roiit.xined siil)Sl.-\nti,T.lly 
more Mois.; live li; the small, absolute jize of ihe subjoefj head in tlic pliotograpli (api'ro.vimately 
1/2 inch by 1/2 inch) and the poor photographic quality. 

On Wednesday. July 24. 1991, the resulting images were loaded onto a Silicon Graphics Inc, 
4D/'20 graphics computer. This machine has a resolution of 1280x1024 with eight bit planes 
('25G colors). 1 then wrote a software suite in the C programming language to display both 
images in two modes - side by side, and superimposed. In superimposition mode, a set of rigid- 
body transforntations were entered to graphically overlay Pl onto P2. I entered each of the 
transformations manually, recompiled the software, and then viewed the resulting superimposi- 
tiou. These transformations specifically consisted of (i) a rotation theta degrees about the 'z' 
axis (out of the plane of the screen), (»i) a uniform scaling s in 'x' and 'y', followed by (lii) a 
2D translation lz,ly. The transformation variables changed during cacli superiraposition try are 
denoted by italics. 

The best fit, as pronounced by Dr. M. Charney, resulted when Pl was rotated 14® clockwise 
forming a close fit with the eyes in eaclt image. This roUiion was required since the head in 
P2 is not entirely vertical. The final scaling factor was I (coincidence and initial resizing was 
responsible for this rusult). The final 2D translation mapped the head outline of Pl onto P2. 

It should be noted that Dr. M. Charney is responsible for all decisions of similarity or fit between 
these two images; questions concerning the results of the fit itself should be directed to him. As 
well, requests for copies of photographs taken of the superimposition process and results should 
be directed at him. Please direct any technical questions concerning the image acquisition and 
processing performed, or the graphics hardware/softwaie combination used, to myself. 


Sincerely: 



Associate Professor 


Hardware and software used: 

1. MicroteK 300dpi color/gray scanner 

2. Apple Macintosh IKx computer 

3. Adobe Photoshop softwue 

4. Silicon Graphics Inc. 4D/20 graphics computer 

5. Custom superimposition software 

6. Nikon F3 HP with S5mm macro lens and Kodacolor ISO- 100 film 
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Review of Dr. Chamey’s 
Photo Identification Procedure 
in the Carr POW/MIA Case 



GaryA. Mastin 
Organization 1421 
Sandia National Laboratories 
Albuquerque, NM 871S5 

1.0 Synopsis 

. In a report to Mr. Tracy E, Usry of the U. S, Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
dated July 25, 1991, Dr. Michael Chamcy, a forensic anthropologist at Colorado State 
University, stated that the 1961 wedding picture of Donald Carr and a photograph purport- 
edly taken in Laos in 1 990 show the same individual ( 1 ]. The report discusses two proce- 
dures used by Dr. Chamcy to reach his conclusion. The first procedure is a morphological 
comparison of ears. The second is a superimposing of “edge" images digitally extracted 
from the wedding and purported photographs. I have reviewed Dr. Chamey’s report. I 
have concentrated my attention on the “edge" superimposihons since my expertise is in _ 
digital image processing. It is my professional opinion that the superimposing of “edge" 
imagM, as described in Dr. Chamey’s report, is inconclusive for4dentifying the purported 
image as being that of Donald Carr. This report discusses the technicahreasoning that sup- 
ports my conclusion. 

2.0 Review of Prof. Charney’s Photo Identification Procedure 

Dr. Chamey makes the following comments m his repon about his comparison of 
Carr’s wedding photograph and the puiported photograph of Carr. 

"(1) The two photos were put on 35 mm slides and projected by zoom leas to the 
same magnification. The cars were studied for morphological characteristics. They 
were similar as to the earlobe, helix, tragus, concha. The two were then superim- 
posed to sec, initially, if the facial features coincided. They did. 

“(2) The two photos were then turned over to Dr. Patrick Fitzhom, Department of 
Mechanical Engineering, Colorado State University for digiul photographic super- 
imposition by use of a computer. The facial features, hairline, browridges, eyes, 
nose, mouth, lips, ean, chin, jawline, muscles of the cheek, of the Feb. 1990 (photo) 


« • 
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were drawn by the computer in black and that of Donald Gene Carr, 1961, in red. 

The compute)” drew these lines with an accuracy of one-hundredth of an inch. The 
two w ere then superimposed and the resulting fit evidence of the sameness ot the 
peison in the two photos under study, The man in the February 1990 photo is Donald 
Gene Carr,'’ 

Also attached to Dr. Charney’s repon was a detailed description by Dr. Fitzhom of hts dig- 
ital analysis steps. 

If 1 understand the report correctly, step ( 1 ) says that expert analysis of the ear stnic- 
turcs showed enough similarity between the subjecu in the wedding and puiported photo- 
graphs to wairani further investigation, and step (2) is the follow-on study that defimnvely 
identifies the subject in the unknown image as Donald Carr. 1 bebeye that an expert at 
identifying human subjects can identify subtle stnictural features in photographs Uiai a 
layman would miss. I believe that these features can be cnicial factors in identifying peo- 
ple. However, I do not believe that a definitive identification can be made solely from the 
“edge" images provided by Dr. Fitzhom. 

The "edge" extraction technique mentioned by Dr. Chamey in step (2), and 
described in detail by Dr. Fitzhom. is commonly used as a preprocessing step in digital 
image processing applications where information reduction is required. A typical example 
is in machine vision where a robot, usually under highly controlled lighting conditions, 
must reduce the amount of picture information it sees to bare essentials in order for the 
computer to rapidly find objects in three-dimensional space. Dr. Fiuhom employed a tech- 
nique called "high-pass filtering" to extract only those regions in the photographs with 
high contrast changes over small distances. After extracting only the high spatial frequen- 
cies, he then created binary images. These binary images are made by simply coloring all 
the high frequency infoonation black (or red) and the remaining information white. The 
important issue here is tliat the edge images represent a subseLpf the available information 
in the origmal image. Carr’s wedding photograph, as well as the purported POW/MIA 
image of Carr, are very high quality photographs. There are no sparial frequencies that 
corrupt the image and inhibit human analysis. Why should a photo interpreter believe a 
better interpreution of a high quality photograph can be made by throwing away much of 
the information in the image? This is my first crinciSm. 

My second criticism has to do with the integrity of "edge" images. The definition of 
an "edge" in a digiul image is somewhat subjeenve. Different “edges” can be extracted 
from a common scene due to changes in lighting or the addition of noise. Wliat a person 
perceives as an edge on a face, regardless of lighting or noise, may be different from what 
a high-pass filter implemented on a, computer designates as an “edge”. Furthermore, the 
width and length of “edges" can be changed by redefining the spatial frequencies that are 
passed by the digiul “edge" filter or by the presence of noise. Artifacts, perceived by the 
computer algorithm to also be “edges", can also be introduced by redefining the frequen- 
cies to be passed by the “edge" filter. In short, the “edges’’ of a human face are subjective, 
and their position is somewhat sensitive to the digiul filter being used. 
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To emphasize my point, I have supplied two examples, Figure 1 is an unedited 
supenmposition of an “edge" image created from Donald Carr’s wedding photograph 
(blue ) and an "edge" image created from the purponed 1990 image of Carr (red). Note the 
alignment of the eyes, nose, eyebrows, etc. 111656 images were created by a high-pass fil- 
tering techmque simijar to that used by Dr, Fitzhorn, Figure 2 is an unedited superimposi- 
rion of an “edge" image created from an image of a Sandia National Laboratories 
employee (yellovv) and an “edge" image created from a noisy photograph of a man known 
not to be the Sandia employee (blue). Note the overlap of the eyes, nose, eyebrows, etc. 
The same high-pass filter was used in both cases. Figure 2 is a counter-example to Figure 
1 , We know the “edge" images in Figure 2 show different individuals, yet the “edges" 
overlap Just as in Figure 1 . Figure 2 also emphasizes my point that the imaging conditions 
affect the “edges”. The thickness of the blue edges is a result of film grain noise in the 
original photograph. 

1 agree that an overlapping “edge" image can yield additional clues to assist in an 
identification, but it is inappropriate to make an identification solely on the basis of over- 
lapping "edge" images, lie presence of overlapping “edges" in a superimposition of 
“edge" images is not definitive. 

3.0 Conclusions 

I believe that a definitive identification cannot be made solely on the basis of over- 
lapping "edge" images for two reasons. Pint, "edge" images of two different individuals 
can overlap remarkably well as described above and shown in Figure 2. Second, if an 
identification cannot be made using all the infonnation in the phoiographs, then throwing 
away good information by high-pass filtering cannot improve the reliability of the identifi- 
cation, 

I have spent a considerable amount of time analyzing the Carif hotographs. My 
experience is that Carr’s wedding and service record photographs, as well as the purported 
1990 Carr POW/MIA photograph, are of a high enough quality to warrant direct examina- 
tion. Information reduction, which is the result of creating high-pass filtered “edge" 
images, is inconclusive. In fact, we have shown that facial scars and markings correlate 
well between the wedding, service record, and purported photographs by simply digitizing 
the original negatives at a high spatial resolution [2]. The analysis of the original negatives 
described in reference [2] provides more information than the "edge" images analyzed in 
reference [1], and, in addition, shows a striking similarity between subtle features in the 
wedding, service record, and purponed images. Nevertheless, I cannot state conclusively 
that the images show the same individual. Readers must draw their own conclusions. 

4.0 References 

1 . M, Chamey, Letter to Mr. Tracy E. Usry, Chief Investigator, U. S, Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, Washington, D. C., July 25, 1991. 
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Figure 2. Superimposition of binary “edge" images created from high-pass fre- 
quency filtering. The yellow “edges" were made from the photograph of a Sandia 
National Laboratories employee. The blue “edges" were made from the noisy pho- 
tograph of a person known not to be the Sandia employee. Note the overlap around 
the eyes and nose. 


Figure 1 . Superimposition of binary "edge” images created from high-pass 
frequency filtering. The blue “edges" were made from Carr’s wedding plictograph. 
The red "edges" were made from the purported 1990 Carr POW/MI,^ photograph. 
^ % Note the overlap around the eyes and nose. 
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Los Alamos Naiional Laboralory 

inwnaiiona' Tochnolag/ Oivifon 

P, 0. 0o« 503, Loi Alimas, New Mexico B7W4 

(505) 667-6922; (FTS) 843-6922 

KY-71 - 10*00295; (505| 667-9510; (FTS) 643-9510 


Defense Intelligence Agency 
ATTN: 

Washington DC 20340-6150 
Dear Bob; 

We have completed our work on the POW/MIA photographs that you 
provided to us. Most of the photographs were obvious composites 
(e.g., Photos 1, 4, and 7). We were misure as to what action 
should be taken with respect to other Photographs (e.g.. Photo 2) . 
Most of our effort was expended against Photos 13, ^ ^ 

have enclosed enhanced facial views of the Subject 
Carr. These were prepared by IT-1. In our view, a 

strong possibility exists that the Subject 13 (the man in Photo 13) 
is an aged CAPT Carr (Photos 17 and 18) . However, this assessment 
is not conclusive. 

Thanks for allowing us to participate. 

Sincerely, 


Attachments: 

1. Photographs (Enhanced 13B, 18A, Split 13/18) 

2. Photographs (1-25, as provided) 
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Attachnen: ii2 to t.os Alamos itr 26. Occ 91/?ho:os 1-2-; 

1. Photo, three men standing holding sign 

2. Photo, man kneeling next to seated child 

3. Photo, man with camouflage hat, label "Gonzales Predriec" ^ 

4. Photocopy of photo, five men standing with signs (3 pgs) 

5. Photocopy of photo, man wearing plaid shirt with label (3 pgs) 

6. Photocopy of photo, man with beard, label "WMMER EHESTE..." 

(3 pgs) 

7. Photocopy of photo, five men wearing construction type helmets ^ 

B. Photocopy of 2 photos; (1) man with beard wearing plaid shirt 
standing, (2) man with beard holding sign 

9. Photo, man with beard holding person in arms 

10. Photocopy of letter "Prlchanant Enterprise" with photo at 
bottom 

11. Photocopy of two photos % 

12. Photo of two men standing with child 

13. Photo of man wearing blue shirt next to metal bars 

13a. Photo of fence with barbed wire in foreground 

14. Photos of men"in thicket, _one man slightly balding (ll photos) 

15. Photocopy of photo, man with mustache 

16a, b,c. Photocopy of three photos, pg 1 labeled HR 6 024 0242 91 

17. Photo, labeled on back CARR , 

18. Photo, labeled on back CARR 

19. Photo, labeled on back CHRISTENSEN % 

20. Photo, labeled on back LUNDY 

21. Photo, labeled on back Robertson 

22. Photo, labeled on back STEVENS 

23. Photo, labeled on back DOOLEY 

24. Photo, labeled on back BORAH ^ 

25. Photo, labeled on back BORAH 


t 


427 


t 




# 









Images 4, 5, 6, and 7 are xerographic reproductions (i.e,, "xerox" 
copies) for which direct photographic enhancements are of little to 
no utility. However, in Photo 1, itself a many generation copy, 
the sign appearing to be held by three men and the collar placard 
on Photo 3 are add-ons to extant photographs, That is, they are of 
a more recent generation that the backgrounds. In addition, the 
inscriptions in all these photographs appear to have been written 
by the same person. The numbers, lettering and spacing, e.g., the 
identical word "pho to" on Photos 1 and 7, suggests that English 
was not the native language of the writer. The elaborately rolled 
number "2" suggests the writer was South Asian (India to Vietnam) . 

PHOTO 2 

No enhancement work was done on Photo 2. However, we note that 
the man in the photograph is married (based on wedding ring) . The 
wearing of a watch and wedding ring on his right hand suggest that 
the image is Inadvertently reversed. The man has a tattoo (appears 
to be a cross, dagger or anchor) on his right biceps (left if the 
image is reversed). The foot to the right (in the doorway) appears 
to be that of a young woman (based on grooming and morphology) 
possibly wearing a yellow skirt (showing as a small yellow triangle 
above foot) . The photograph was taken with a flash with some 
separation from the lens (no redness in the pupils of the man and 
boy.) Based on the uniform fatigues and haircut, the photograph is 
possibly of the Vietnam War era. 

PHOTO a 

Again this image is a xerographic reproductions of two photographs. 
While the image quality is extremely poor even for a -xerographic 
copy, we see insufficient anatomical similarities to suggest that 
the man in Photo 8 is LTJG Larry Stevens (Photo 22). 


Images 10 and ll are poor quality xerographic reproductions. 
Photographs 9 and 12 are multigeneration copies. Within the 
uncertainties caused by the poor resolution (especially in the case 
of Images 10 and 11) , the man shown in Photos 9 and 12 and on the 
right in Image 11 is the same person. The two men on Image 11 are 
not the same individual. 


Most of our efforts at enhancement were directed toward Photo 13 
and, for comparison to CAPT Carr, Photos 17 and 18. The wedding 
picture of CAPT Carr, Photo 18, had been heavily airbrushed to the 
point that many facial features, that could have provided a more 
extensive basis of comparison, are completely masked. For example, 
the pattern of acne scars of the lower right and left cheeks 
clearly visible in Photo 17 have been airbrushed away in Photo 18. 
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Moreover, the foreheaci lines and lines under the eyes visilsle ir, 
Photo 17 are not obvious in Photo 18.. , Possibly, these vero 
airbrushed away or, more likely, developed 'afterwards as a 
consequence of aging or environment exposure. These limitations 
aside,- Photo 18 provides the most direct comparison to the subject 
in Photo 13 (hereafter called Subject 13) with regard to the head 
position relative to the camera. 

The faces in Photos 13 and 18 were digitalized and rescaled to 
provide equal iris-to-iris spacing between (reference Photos 13B 
and 18A). Of course, this rescaling itself introduces a bias that 
favors the discovery of similarities. Optical densities were also 
balanced to the extent possible. Afterwards, a split image was 
generated using the using the left side of Carr's face in Photo 18A 
and the right side of the Subject 13 's face (Photo 13B) , reference 
Split 13/18. Photographic comparison of the enhanced photographs 
provided the following results. 



(1) Spacing and shape of the eyebrows are mar)cedly different. 
CAPT Carr's eyebrows are arched and terminate near the upper part 
of the nose intersects the bridge. The Subject ll's eyebrows 
appear to fall within a rather straight line or slightly turned up 
on at the ends. However, these differences could be a product of 
aging, plucking of the eyebrows, or slight differences in camera 
angles. 

(2) No hair is visible on the chest of the Subject 13 » whereas 
hair is visible on CAPT Carr's chest in Photo 17. A small mole or 
nevus is also noted only on the chest of the Subject 13. These 
differences could be caused by aging and photographic resolution. 

(3) _ Differences in the eye folds cause the geometry of the eye 
openings and canthi of CAPT Carr (in Photo 17) to differ from the 
eye openings and canthi of Subject 13. However, with age the eye 
folds become larger and sag. 

(4) The acne or facial scars seen on CAPT Carr's face* in Photo 18 
are not noticeable on the face of the Subject 13. This absence 
could be attributable to resolution in the case of Photo 13. 
Moreover, acne scars tend to be reduced in size with aging. 

(5) Subject 13 's eye appear brown in color although vagaries in 
color processing, ambient lighting, and color film sensitivity can 
create erroneous colors. The color of CAPT Carr's eyes could not 
be determined directly. However, the detail present in CAPT Carr's 
irises in Photos 17 and 18 suggests gray, blue, or hazel eyes. 



(1) Where feature morphology is determined by bone or cartilage, 
the features of CAPT Carr (wedding photograph) and of Subject 13 
are Identical within measurement error and remembering that equal 
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iris-to-ii'is spacing was forced. For example, the jaw, nose, nose 
bridge, . 3 yc orbits, zygomotic ridge, neck, laryngeal .area, ?.r.i 
cranium are essentially identical. 

(2) While resolution is a problem in the case of Photo 13, the 
general shape, size and positioning of the ears of CAPT Carr and of 
Subject 13 appear essentially identical. The ear structures of the 
CAPT Carr and Subject 13 are similar. The upper helixes and upper 
antihelixes appear to form a similar "lambda'! shape. However, poor 
resolution in the Case of Photo 13 makes a more definitive 
comparison of ears impossible. 

(3) The smile formations (i.e., positionings and structures of the 
upper and lower lips, smile lines, cheeks) are striking similar. 

(4) While Subject 13’s hair is thinner (as would be expected), the 
hair lines and texture (waviness) are similar. 


(1) The cage (or bars) shown in Photos 13 and 13A resemble those 
that one might see at a zoo, for example, as opposed to a prison. 
The single strand of barbed wire, shown in Photo 13A and appearing 
to be of a rather low height, is again suggestive of animal (versus 
human) confinement. 

(2) While some gray is suggested in the temple area of Subject 13, 
the hair cut is exceeding dark for someone in their fifties. Of 
course, natural retention of hair color in older men is possible. 

(3) Subject 13 shows no obvious signs of physical or- psychological 
abuse. For example, he seems to have been well fed, general muscle 
tone seems good, his face is^tanned (no evidence of his having worn 
a hat) , the smile does not seem forced, and no contusions or 
bruises are evident. (Slight scarring might be present on the 
forehead.) 

(4) The vegetation is tropical. The one plant in the center 
foreground of Photo 13A, is a variety of Codiaeun varieqatum 
Dictum , a common decorative, woody plant. The compound leaves on 
the two branches on the right side of Photo 13A suggest a plant of 
the genus Mimosa . The plant in the background over the left 
shoulder of Subject 13 appears to be a variety of the genus 
Bambusa . The flower spike and leaf in the upper left of Photo is 
tropical but its specific identity is unknown. The general 
impression is that the area Is a cultured, as opposed to a wild 
area. 

(5) Even though the area Is tropical in appearance, Subject 13 
shows no signs of perspiration, even in the aree of the arm pits. 
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AQ^ncy r,'- provide iiiry Koirho'." O' :' 03 s , upoii r^' ; it:.' 
ccmple*.;e access to all internal reviews relatir.c re DIA's e; lo: : 
to fully accou.nt fo: POW/MIA or unaccounted for r;ll;'!i;y 
peiLonnei. The amendnent specifically cites tn:-:-? reports. 

Background : Of the three reports cited in the amendment, only 
the report Issued by General Tlghe in 1986 is in written form;- 
the other two ware apparently oral briefings to thinDirector of 
■ OlA, An unclassified version of the tighe report was released i 
1986 and is available. .j ^ 

Discussio n; The DIA maintains that all tnree reports, tc the 
e.':tent they exist, represent confidential advice' to a' former 
Director on the effectiveness of the internal workings of that 
agency. Because of the classification and sensitivity of these 
reports, the confidej.tial sources and diplomatic relationships 
involved in Southeast Asia and because of the intended u^e of ; 
this information, DIA does not wish to release in?~lriternal 
.-eport of this type. The administration would" rcSlst'^this 
amendment because of ej^ptive privilege.!’ DIA is* wi nine to 
discuss the ef fectlvenessT.b: its^POW/fcn. efforts -t/i: does’r.ot 
wish to iflvedt the confidential relationship that exi-stec tetwee: 
a former dir'e-ctor and his hand-picked advisors, .-urt.-ier, DIA 
will make the entire Tighe report available tr the Chairman and 
.• ankin.g member cf the committee, i: they sc desirr-. 

F-eccrriMent'eti cn: Oppose the ameiicLme-'.t becf.’use c: censitivi rv 

cf the sources and methods Involved »nd the r.afjie 'these rvpe 
n: reports. 




eccii/tj Vav. 0-iU 
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listed as pcisc.ner, missing c; jnoccou: 
The Defense Intelligence Agency believ' 
unnecessary and counterproductive, ario 



One proposal would requiev agencies w;ic3e for.fl'. or- r.'.’l no; i • 
under the Intelligence Authovitatiop -r. -.'i'**- a.-.,- if 

Congress complete access to ail Cias.sifi-;''' in.' f.tior .fhitli 
possibly correlates to milit.iry personnel reported to L'l .i.issjno 
action, unaccounted for, or a p::isoner of war fro,-, Wo:.j'f '.’'a;- II ’ 
the Korean War, the Vietnam conflict, or any otner a.ttioi. involving 
the presence of U.S. military forces in a foreign cuuntrv, 


This proposal apoarently would mandate fr.li and unrest ricteo acce 
to intelligance. This vjould be a drast’r -ten ti ’*! ■ ■ s’'ei:’'ds th 
special protection necessarily given to intoll . r -- t.-u-:--: 
niatnod's, especially sensiti’ve human s.-'urc.- . iv >•. s -* "i; 

^ It oisroge.-d.': tiiv principle of allowlnc the . ‘K ;;- 

re j.iirement to p.t.'ine information ici.',s ;o i. - v-.- ir.\: 
cur respond Ip..] provlsio!i fo-t the secure utor.oc -ir' .-.T-iry 
classified informttior. . v.'hat is more, ti-'? -nr.-.r-’ •.•...y ■ 

effect o; rogvjirlnp tlssemu.ation of unev:- ’ j -.-o-- 
inioimaticn , a rc>s’.;l: that would add mo-- ’o - - 

clarification of is.u.ies. 


There is nr. need to proceed In such an liJ -n:!-.' 1 .so-; <rb r-v 
Procedures in effect i.nsure that .jppropr; > ■ ? -omn! r-t-'’ 
comsutte'; staff ari.- niformed of l'0W/|.;i.r.-r.-..j at r.u cvp'.: - 
?C'-'/'i-llA r.fjsos o' Irterest ana affordfc th' co:-. j--l; r i-.. 

re’.’iew o' DlA'n a.-alyt.cal co.-.slusions . Th*- > -.-r --r ( - • r, .. 
propose'! aTendment v-oulo totally clrcumvop: - --^-on 

the 'J.S. longress - specifically the Perm ’>r. ~ t- 
Ir.lBlligc.ncfc and the- Committee on Fore-on aj -'.*,- . -• - ■ - 

oversioh; respor:.--; -'M . itles on the POW/cy;, i-r,].-- " • . -i ■ - • nr, 

instance wht-r,- ro-. i.ntell igence reports .'uv o n:-;'-. 

interested mombor of Congress; liowevc-r, this cii-.-i';-, ur. ; • 

precursory to like requests on other 5Jb]octs. 

It is important to note that the Department of Defense na: 
extended an invitation to members of the Congress, including the 
sponsor of the amendments at issue, to visit the DIA facility in 
the Pentagon to review POW/MIA cases of interest. DIA analysts 
\ would be present to answer any questions posed by the members. (Tc 
date, one Senator has responded to this invitation and .has spent 


^ ^ , bV^V-'l(W<jP cJ»virivn(^ JLvk*P^, 

^ T'f. . k . 1 « n-(l »»-» /if nwiy(/^ 
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memorandum 



0! Lf. 

marked up tlic iniel’iigonco Authoruanoo E.l': 
previously reporicd ih*‘, P»prescr\'aHv« Sr.i'h 
pl.’ftt'rd t|0 oMc'- two ’mcr.daient r eoncerrainc POW-MIA ruAMe'-c: (i) l; lirvc 
OlA ,a>ikf availuvie its file: to all Members of Congress; and (2} (c have 
OIA make available all ns reports- -Jo include the Tigb', Gaines and 
Brooks report: to M»mbcrs of Congress, 

Representative Sr.nh offered only the second. It was amended to read 
that 016 should make available the Tight report sources and mclhed: 

materia! deleted. 


A. DENIS CLIFT 
Deputy Director .o- 
Fxternal Relation: 


POW-MIA 

GC 


Or, 2'/ September t he HASC 
(HPoCi VO' SI on). It wa-j 




THU FORM KCOMES. 


, 0*‘OH REMOVAL OF AnACMM£m(S) 
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Union Calendar No. 481 

lOlBT OONGIIES6 v T r> M 

Ii.R.5422 

[Report No. 101-726, Parti I ind n] 

To aathoiite approprUticmi for gioil jctr 19&1 (or mtolligenoe and iatolligonoo- 
relatad aothltiei of the Uuitod 6tat«i Goronunont, tho InteDigonco Oommu. 
nlty Staff, and tho OctitnJ InUHigonoo k^oj Eotircmont and Biiabili^ 
Sjitom, and for other purpoMi. 

IN THE) HOUSE OP EEPBESENTATIVIS 

Auqubt 1,1990 

Mr. Beilbnbok btroduoed the foUowng hill; which was referred to~ the ~ 
Permanent Belec* Committee onTntelligenoe 

- SsmuBSB 19, 1990 

Eoportfld with emendmonta end referred to the Oonmuttee on Aimed Serviccj for 
t pen^ ending not later than September 23. 1980, for consideration of web 
promions of the biD and emendment as fall within the jurisdiction of that 
comauuee punuaat to clause l(o), rule X 

(Omit tbs PAH rrufls tliiooth ud tnicri Om pwt priatd a iulic] 

Septehbxs 38, 1990 

Reported from the Committee on Armed Seryioes with an amendment, committed 
to the Oommittee of the Whole House on the State of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed 

(Ibkh tlu pan ptinud a boUliM razDAs] 


A BILL 

To Mthorize appropriatioiu for fiioa] jtu 1991 for intelligenoe 
and intollijonoo-reUted nctiTitlei of the United St&tea Gov. 
amment, the Intelligenoe Oommuni^ Stiff, end the Oentral 
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25 

1 SFX. GtJi. 1)ISCLX)SUKE TO MEMREKS OF CONGRESS OF ClJ^- . 
“ aiPlED DEFENSE IKTELLIGFJ<CE AGENCY 

3 REPORT RELATING TO >r[I,IT.UlV PERSONNEL 

4 LISTED AS PRISONER, MISSING. OR UNAC- 

0 COUNTED FOR 

6 The Secretar}' of Defense shall proTide to any 

7 Member of Congress, upon request, full and com- 

8 plete access to the classified report of the Defense 

9 Intelligence Agency commonly known as the 

10 Tighe Report, relating to efforts by the Special 

11 Office for Prisoners of War/Missing in Action of 

12 the Defense Intelligence Agency to fully account 

13 for United States military personnel listed as pris- 

14 oner, missing, or unaccounted for in military ac- 

15 tions. The Secretary may withhold from disclosure 

16 under the preceding sentence any material that in 

17 the judgment of the Secretary would compromise 

18 sources and methods of intelligence. 


IIMIIU 
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WORKING PAPER 

SECTION 504 OF H.R. 5422 

The Committee on Armed Services of the House amended the FYi99l 
Intelligence Authorization Bill referred to it by including 
Section 504 in the bill. This section, directing the Secretary 
of Defense to provide to any Member of Congress full and complete 
access to the so-called "Tighe Report," relating to efforts by 
the Special Office for POW/MIA of the Defense Intelligence Agency 
to fully account for U.S. military personnel listed as prisoner, 
missing, or unaccounted for in military actions, was adopted 
after modification, pursuant to an amendment proposed by 
Representative Bob Smith. 

This amendment is unnecessary inasmuch as the "Tighe Report" was 
made available to the four committees of Congress with oversight 
responsibilities for the POW/mia issue in 1986 when the report 
was promulgated. Although the report is classified, it remains 
available for "in camera" review by Members of those committees 
exercising oversight of POW/mia matters. Representative Smith 
has been so advised and has been invited to review the report. 


Given the above described policy concerning congressional access 
to the "Tighe Report" Section 504 is totally unnecessary. 


WORKING PAPEf^ 
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WORKING PAPER 


ACCESS TO POW/MIA LIVE SIGHTING CASES 

Representative Bob Smith has previously proposed amendments which 
direct agencies whoso funds are authorized under the Intelligence 
Authorization Act to provide any Member of Congress complete 
access to all classified information which possibly correlates to 
military personnel reported to be missing in action, unaccounted 
for, or a prisoner of war from World War II, the Korean War\, the 
Vietnam conflict, or any other action involving the presence of 
U.S. military forces in a foreign country. 

It is important to note that the Department of Defense has 
extended an Invitation to Members of Congress, who specifically 
requested access to POW/MIA files, including the sponsor of the 
amendments at issue, to visit the DIA facility in the pentagon to 
review POW/MIA cases of interest. DIA analysts would be present 
to answer any questions posed by the members. (To date, one 
Senator has responded to this invitation and has spent four days 
reviewing files at the DIA facility.) The Members were advised 
they could be assisted by professional staff of the Armed 
Services, Intelligence or Foreign Relations/Affairs Committees 
who have the appropriate clearances and have staff responsibility 
for POW/MIA issues. 


WORKING PAPER 
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WORKING PAP® 

The Gaines and Brooks Reports • ■ 

Representative Smith has previously drafted amendments to require 
the Secretary of Defense to provide access to any Member of 
Congress to the so-called "Gaines and Brooks Reports." These 
"reports" are internal reviews of the DIA Special Office for 
POW-MIA and constitute confidential advice to a former DIA 
Director from advisors specifically picked by him on the 
effectiveness of the program for which he felt a heightened 
responsibility. 

Portions of these reports are classified because of their 
potential impact on our diplomatic relations with the governments 
of Vietnam and Laos. 

These reports are in the nature of confidential Inspector General 
reports to the Director on the internal workings of his Agency. 
DIA is willing to discuss the effectiveness of its POW/MIA 
efforts, but hopefully without invading the confidential 
0 relationship that existed between a former Director and his hand- 
picked advisors. 


t 






WORKING PAPEfv 
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MEMORANDUM / ^ ® November 1991 

from: Joan Oem^^^GDIP SUff 

To; Mr, Knecht, C31 , 

Subject: Gaines Report 

1. You requested that I recount how I came to possess the Gaines report and when 
I located the document. Following is the sequence of events as best 1 can 
remember. 

2. In my previous position as Special Assistant to the Executive Director, DIA 

I worked POM/HIA Issues with the DIA Special Office for POW/MIA. A draft 
amendment to H.R. 5009, the Intelligence Authorization BUI, was Introduced In 
September 1990, requiring DIA to provide three reports to Congress. Those 
reports were the Tlghe, Brooks, and Gaines reports. The Tlghe report was 
available. The Gaines and Brooks reports could not be located In any office In 
DIA Involved, currently or previously. In the POW/MIA Issue. 

3. I Initiated a search for the Gaines and Brooks reports In September, i 
requested a thorough review of all former DIA directors' files and record files 
within the Executive Support Office In DIA, as well as historical files In the 
DIA library. I also queried personnel associated with this Issue In DIA during 
the time the reports were compiled. The only reference to the Gaines report that 
was located In late September or early October was a paper copy of briefing view- 
graphs provided to a former DIA director on the Gaines study effort. Also at 

® P^O^'^nd-a-half list of conclusions and recommendations written by 
RAOH Brooks was located. It was internal staff memoranda, not a report. 
Ult mately, the amendment was changed to require that the Tlghe report be made 
available to members of Congress and that the Secretary of Defense could withhold 
sources and methods. _ - 

4. 1 continued to try to locate the Gaines report, -late in 1990, a former 
director's executive secretary suggested I talk to a military officer, no longer 
assigned to DIA, who was aware of the Gaines report at the tim% the study was 
ongoing. That officer led roe to a current OlA employee in the Office of Security 
and Counterintelligence who had a copy of the Gaines report. 1 do not remember 
the exact date but both the employee who had the report and I think it was in 
January 1991. 
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Colonel A. "Mikt" Peck assignciJ in ihc- Dt'fciisc [nicliicencc Aiicnev (DIa; 
Special OTiCf for Pnwners of W.ir and Mismoi; in Action ilVJWVMlAi in Julv lUv;) am! left iiv: 
office on March 28. 1991, Colonel Peek is 1 highly dcconiod veteran of the Vieinam Wa,-. 

On February 12, 1991 Colonel Peck handed a leiier 10 his superior! ihai confined 
illegiiions of a coverup in the POW-MIA activities of the U.S. Government and iniert'ercnce in 
the intelligence process of the Defense Intelligence Agency by the Director of the National 
League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing in Southeast Asia. Colonel Peck's letter 
closed with a request for DIA assistance "in being retired iminediately from active military 
service." On March 28, 1991 - his last day of duty in the DIA POW/MIA office - he attached a 
letter of farewell 10 his suiff on the door of his office along with a copy of his Febmary 12 lencr 
with the personal references to the Director, National ijeaguc of Families of American Prisoners 
and Missing in Southeast Asia blacked out. 

Colonel Peck told the team looking inioJtis charges that he disagrees with the current 
approach the U.S. Oovcmmcni is using to resolve the POW/MIA issuj^ Colonel PecK wanes the 
U.S. Government to take unspecified action to "win the second Vieutani War." He believes the 
U.S. Government is rushing to normalize relations with Vieinam without first making Vietnam 
confess to holding prisoners of wai after the end of the war. He does not say pnsoners arc still 
held in Vietnam, but wants to settle up for what he believes the government of Vietnam did in 
the past. He sees cuircni U.S. actions for obtaining the fullest possible accounting of our miss- 
ing service penonncl, such as the establishment of a temporary POW/MIA Office in Hanoi, as 
playing into the hands of the Vieuiamese govcnimeni. 

There have been seven previous invesiipuons between 1982 and 1987 into allegadons of 
a fovemment cotiiptncy or coverup in handUng of the POW/MIA Inue. All concluded that 
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il'.iTi- 11 . III.T.I Ml Ilij .illcpaiMMS Tho Dcpann.rm'. current iiunnr;. I.,,, n.i; ujuml .i:iv i.i.n 

'rN.v^niiv.ipiK,;, mi'io lOV. .11 .■.Mfii;. Njii.-..,' 

i.c:.piic. 'I-aiiii;ici,:.i.';cii clnic,:icu...' oriric > G l■.clll:^^ r 

There also has been consisiem moniioring of Deparuncni of Defense and Defense 
Inielligencc Agency POW/MIA activities since 1975 by the House Select Committee on 
POW/MlAs, by the POW Task Force of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, by the Senate 
Veterans' Affairs Commiiiec, and by the Senate and.Housc Select Committees on Intelligence, 

Colonel Peck did identify some shoncomings in the management of the POW/MlA Office 
which require attention. For example, the memben of the POW/NflA Interagency Group should 
use a formal process to Usk the DlA POW/MIA Office, and we need a procedure to establish 
the priority of competing requests for POW/MIA intelligence support. The management 
problems identified arc not serious and the new chief of the Special Office for Prisoners of War 
and Missing in Action already has conective management actions underway. 

Colonel Peck is currently assigned to tlie Military' Disnici of Washington. 

The U.S. Government remains totally committed to obtaining the fullest possible 
accoundng of our missing'petsonnel. We have made every conceivable effoh to resolve the' 
issue of whether the governments of Vietnam. Laos and Cambodia retained prisonen of war in 
captiviq, after the return of POWs in early 1973. Indeed, our focus is to resolve individual cases 
through joint investigadons, surveys and excavations, while at the same time encouraging 
expanded uniUtcral efforts by the govemmenu concerned. 

Since September 1988. we have conducted 13 joint "iientions" in Vietnam consisting of 


one or more of these joint activities. 
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Since September 1987, Vietnam has repairiaicd 288 sets of remains 1 23 of these remains 
have been identified. 

In Laos, we have conducted 13 joint excavations. In April 1991, we began the first of 
several joint investigations of cases involving Americans who were known to have been captured 
alive. 


t f 


• f 


« t 


# f 


The Deportment of Defense has about ISO people who work on this issue on 1 ' ill-time 
basis, or nearly full-time basis. They include 31 personnel at the Defense Intelligence Agency's 
POW/MIA Office, 38 personnel ai the Joint Casualty Resolution Center in Hawaii, 49 people at 
the U.S. Army's Central Identification Laboniory in Hawaii, and others. 

We still list 2,273 Americans as missing or otherwise unaccounted for as a result of the 
war in Southeast Asia. 

The POW/MIA issue has the penonol interest, concern and commitment of President 
Bush, Secretary Cheney and the entire Depanment of Defense, While the question of live 
prisonen remains at the foicfiont of our negotiation and intelligence efforts, all of us in the 
Depvtmeni of Defense arc commitid to the return of any and all Americans who may still be - 
held In captivity; the fullest possible accounting for the missuTg, and the repitiiation of ail 
recoverable remains. We will continue to apply all necessary resouiccs to find the inswen to 
these questions, u a matter of the highest national priority. 
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14. Senator Grasaley isKed Hr. Ford for copies of the Los Alamos and Sandta 
National Laboratory reports (as well as DoO's) on the Carr photograph, the 
recent Stevens photograph and the Robertson/Lundy/Stevens photograph, (pp. 356- 


These items are attached at Tab A (l=Carr; Z^Stevens; 3=Robertsan, Lundy and 
Stevens). 
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Analysis of the Carr 
P.O.W./M.I- A. Images 


0 ti 7 A.Mastin 
Organitttiofl 1421 
S«ndiB Nationil Ubontories 
AlbnqnerqnefNMSTUS 


• f 1.0 Oyerview 


Ainoni the photo|;rqpbi tiqipbed by the D. I. A. were two bUctc and white prints of 
a Mr. Can and 000 reocflt color prim of a man in a polo iMn itudiDg before I pillwork 
who has been identified by the Can: family IS the lame Mr. Carr. Oaty Sydow of the row/ 
MIA iroup cstpicised an imereit in Sandta trying to deiennine whether 
pinto wu indeed of Me Ciir. One of fte black and white prints is a facial clole-up of Carr 
in bis Spedil Forces tunfoim (Figure 1). Although slightly overexposed, this print shows 
clear detail of what ippem to be acne scan on Gtrr*i chreb and cbm. The presence of 
these scars prompted my associates and 1 to look for sindlar scan in the lecofld black and 
white prim, a pk^ frm Carr’s weddhtg (Figure 2). 'We then attempted to find the same 
scan in the color print suspected of being tnoent ptMXognph of Carr (Figure 3). 

1 cannot itatt ooDcIusivdy whether the man in the color print is or is not the same 
individuilindwSpecialFoteeseiriweddiogpicnites,butiherBaresoaieinter«tmgcar- 
lelanW TUs r^ doctuu^ those coDPeUtioia. 


2.0 Analysis Procedure 

Fadal legions in all three porints were digitized for pcploitaiion by a digital cooputer 
and a digital image processor. Ihii is performed by pladni the prints on a light box, pus- 
ing light (Areuf A the prints, and imaging the tnuiimittad and aiteausted hgbt with a black 
and wfaito vidicon camera. Ibe gray shade data onioned by the camera is quantized to 256 
leveU and stored in the metiKiy of a tUgitil computer for exploitation. The spatial lesolu- 
^ ^ fion oftha digitized unages is 512x512 picture elements (pixels). Computer algorithms 
and specialize haidwire ftinctkmi in the digitri image processor are us^ U) enhance con- 
trast, zoon, smooth noise, and tnumber of other ftmedore. No ispem of cote hte bce^ 
Expobted in my analyiii since only ooe of the pbotognphs it in color. 

Prints are not the prefered media for digital image analysis. Transpirencies are. 
When light is transmitted through a prim, paper texture, writing and printing on the back 
side of the photograph, u well u the image itself, are cipivred. These artifacts reduce our 
^ ability to make judgements about the photographic image itself. Someames they may 
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interfere. Thij is cspeciaily. D-ue of writing such as handwrfnen numbers identifying the 
images and printing such as "THIS PAPER MANUFACTURED BY KODAK", Wc are 
always concerned that printing, writing, and paper texture can lead us to a false intetpreu- 
tion of the digitized data. Since prints were the only media provided. 1 proceeded with the 
analysis, paying close attenrion to any image featurw that could possibly be attributed to 
paper texiure* printing, or writing. Although I cannot be certain that some of the facial fea- 
tures I am identifying in this report are not false, my best judgement is that they are real. 

Because the Special Forces photograph provides the highest quality map of facial 
acart, 1 used it at my primary reference image. The wedding photograph is the iccooltry 
reference image. My first exercise was to tdenrily common scan in both of these images. 1 
digitued ponlODS of the two black and white images around the mouth, chin, cheeks, and 
nose in order to gain higher spatiai rcsdutioii digital images of the scars . Next. I stretched 
the contrast to make the scan more easily visible on a large color video monitor. Figures 4 
and 5 are photographic copies of the images displayed on the monitor. Unfortunately, the 
copies do not show the features as well u themonitcr. Finally, 1 identified three tear areas 
which 1 beheve appear well in both images. These an outlined in boxes numbered 1, 2, 
and S. Box 1 mdudes a single deep chin scar. Box 2 encloses two interesting fea&tres, a 
shallow depression closer to the month and a amaller rise to the right of the fint feature. 
The shallow depiessfoo thaws better in the wedding photDgn|)b.'Box 5 enclose an inter- 
secting double ting scar, one ring at the lower left of the box and one ring at the upper 
right 

1 identified some distinguishing scan in die Special Forces image (Figure 4) and the 
wedding mage (Figure 5) that may or may not be visible in both images. The scar in box 
7 of the Special Fcreei image may appear in the wedding irruge, but this Is picrely ajudge- 
mem call Whail havelibeled as box 4 in the wedding picture may not exactly correspond 

to box 4 in the Special Forces image. Exact placement is difficult because of the slightly 

tHflering camera aogka in the two images. The “blotch" on the chin In the wedding image 
(box 8) carmot be seen in the Spttial Fotoea image due to overexposure in the chin region 
of the Special Forces image. An interesting curve in the upper lip of the Special Forces 

image (box 6) is not visible in the wedding picture because of Carr’s wedding iinitt 

smile. ® 

My next st^ was to find features in the suspected recent image of Carr 1 will refer to 

thia as the Suspect image. As in the case of the black and white images, I digitired a facial 
region of the Suspect image at hi|h magrtification. Because the face in the Suspect image 

oc^cs a smaller portion of the scene, the magnifled and digitized face appean more 

ooiiy (grainy) than the Special Forecs and wadding imagei. This “noisiness" makes all 
facial features less distinct, espediUy scats. I did discover several inteiisting conditions 
between images. Firat, box 5 encloses a double-ringed scars on die chin of the Suspect 

image thrt appein in roughly the same location as in the Special Forces and wedding 

images. Second, box 2 in the Suspect imige shows two circular features in roughly the 
same location as in the Special Forces and wedding imsges. Third, note the similar upper 
lip curve in the Special Forces and Su^t images (box 6). Also note the correlation 
between the scan in box 7 of the Special Forces and Suspect images. Finally, box 8 in the 


rO.VAUA.lnmf. 
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Special Forces image shows a chin "blotch" that is in the vicinity of the marking in box 8 
of the wedding unage. • 

Oiveo the length of time between the Suspect and Special ForcM/wedding images, I 
was concerned about the propriety of comparing acne scan foridentificatioii purposes. 1 
consulted with Dr. Gerald B. (C^) Demsest, head of the trauma unit of the Univinity of 
New Mexico Hospital and a Deuert Storm nrrgeon, about thm lands of sears. His com- 
ment was that de^ acne scan such as tfaoie in the Special Forcei image will remain for 
Kfe. They may become shallower and possibly wider with age and weight gain and they 
may change odor, but they will remain u chsacteiistio fadal foatum throughout life. 

One final coounent ihould be ttiade about a uar ffiat appears above Carr's right eye 
(viewa'i left) in the Spedil Forces ims|e (Figure 1). There sppein to be a slight mis- 
match of Carr's right eyefanrw, possibly due to a cut of tome kiixL This feature also 
appears in the wedding image (Figured). Now look at the colorSuipeetinuge (Figure 3). 
Does the suspect's ri^ eyebrow show s limilir snomsly? Dr. Demirest firinb so. I could 
not demonstrate uiytfaing conclusive digitally. 


3.0, Conclusions r .-.y 

AUbough a positive identification of the individual in the Suspect image csnnoi be 
nude baaed on my inalyiis, sevoillntensting conelatioa between file Suspect image 
and blown inuges of can be made. Shoold nm ifluges lutftce that daim to be 

recert itnagescdCiir.lwonldrecoonneod that the fedil features identified in fiJs report 
be invastigiled. If at aU possible, obtaio originil negatiVM. Mms in a poor medium for 
digital image analysii. 

mutt emphisixe that any conelationi are judgement cafii on toy pot Digital image 
prooeiiing hu allowed nw to vippaUa smaU detiib that were not obvioQi fiom to 
lixed ptina I received, but so quantitative ioalyiit can leaUatically be peifionn^ to matdi 
tbne fuiBl fiMtuTH to any degree of confidence. The matehiiig wu by ine sod I am 

iQsoepdble to tnmuD biim and emn in jodgemeoL 






Figure 3. Suspected picture ofGarr positively identified by 
Carr's family. This is a xerographic-process color copy. 



Figure 5. Carr's wedding image after digitization of the desired 
facial region, contrast enhancement, and feature marking. Writing 
on the back of the digitized print shows through the digitized image. 
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Figure 6. Suspected image of Carr after digitization of the desired 
facial region, contrast enhancement and feature marking. 
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Analysis of the Purported 
Stevens P. 0. W./M. 1. A. Image 


Suidia Nitlonal Laboratories 
Albuquerque, NM 87185 


1.0 Synopsis 

This rcpon accompanies a video ttpc shewing the comparison of the service record 
photograph of Lieut. Larry J. Stevens '(USN) and a recent photograph purported to show 
Stevens in southeast Asia. Tbe quality of the purported Stevens image is not high enough 
to identify subtle facial features; therefore, a comparison of basic facial stnicturc has been 
pursued. Four experimenu were performed. 

The first experiment was a computer comparison between the Service Record image 
and the Purported image. TTic Service Record image was unifonnly scaled and positioned 
so that it geometrically registered with the Purported image. A digital blending or dissolv- 
ing sequence was then created and recorded on video tape. This sequence makes it easier 
for a human observetto identify facial features such as checks, eyebrows, and nose struc- 
ture that may be similar or different between the images. There is a good match between 
many features in this videb sequence, but there is a noticeable difference in head width. 

The second experiment was a computer comparison between the Service Record 
image and an image of a known individual (an employee of Sandia National Uboratoncs) 
with similar facial structure to the man in the Purported image. This experiment attempted 
to answer the question, “If the correlation between the Service Record and Purported 
images appeare to be good, can the same correlation be made between the Service Record 
image and an image of another man whose face u similar to that of the man in the Pur- 
ported image?" The same blending technique was used in this experiment. There arc simi- 
larities in eye and nose stnicture between the men in these images. 

The third experiment was another computer comparison, this time between iheTest 
Subject image and the Purponed image. These individuals are known to be different peo- 
ple, yet the blending shows similarities between the men. 

Finally, a fourth experiment was performed. There was good correlation between 
facial features in the first experiment, but the width of the face in the Purported image is 
slightly wider than that in the Service Record image. Is this reasonable if the subject his 
gained weight over the years? To answer this question, images of the Test Subject from 
youth and from a recent image were compared. There was no measurable difference in 
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head width despite roughly 40 years of ages-difference and a 100 lb. weight gain by the 
Test Subject, 

There is not enough information in the Service Record and Purported imagcs to 
make a conclusive idendfication. The two men look somewhat alike. There is some rea- 
son, however, to doubt that the images show the same individual. Experiments 2 and 3 
showed that it is possible to photo^ph a Test Subject (having similar facial structures to 
those in the Purported image) in such a way that many features correlate. Experiment 4 
showed that the Test Subject’s head width, as measur^ ear-to-ear just below the eyes, did 
not change with age or weight gain. Why, then, is there a quantihabie difference in the 
same measure between Steven’s Service Record image and that of the man in the Pur- 
ported image? Readers should view the blending video tiqre sequences and make their 
own determination. Viewers should note that the Test Subject is called the “Imposter" in 
the video sequences. 

I also have some serious reservations about the technique used by Prof. (Zhamey of 
Colorado State University to “positively" identify the Purported image as that of Lieui 
Stevens. These issues are briefly addressed at the end of this repoit 

2.0 Experimental Procedure 

AU experiments were performed in the Image Processing Facility at Sandia National 
Laboratories. In the first experiment, negatives supplied by the Defense InteUigence 
Agency (DlA) of the purported image of Stevens, refetred to in this report u the Pur- 
ported image, and Stevens’ service record image, referred to in this report Vf the Service 
Record image, were captured with a vidicon camera (using a 55 mm macro lens), digi- 
tized, and stored in computer mernory. Only the facial regions of the images were digi- 
tized. This permits the Itighest spatial resolution possible in the image areauf interest 
Next, the Service Record image was unifonnly scaled so that the facial dimensions corre- 
sponded to those of the Purported image. Uniform scaling means that the x- and y-dimen- 
sions of the Service Record image were interpolated by the same factor. In this case, the x- 
and y-dimensions were interpolated so that the resulting image was 90% of the size of the 
digitized image. The scaling factor was determined so that the eye separation in both the 
Service Record and Purported images was identical. The Service Record image was then 
digitally translated within the computer memory space so that the eyes in both the Service 
Record and Purported images were superimposed. Some contrast stretching was per- 
formed to better match the contrast in the two images for frame-to-ftime comparison. 
Finally, a digital dissolving or blending operation was performed as a comparison tech- 
nique. Multiple comparison frames are generated in this technique which can be recorded 
as a movie loop, The sequence begins with the Service Record image displayed, then, in 
successive frames, the displayed image is composed of increasing contributions from the 


Purported image and decreasing contributions from the Service Record image until, at 
last, only the Purported image is displayed. The algorithmic form of this process is 

N ■!> number of blending frames 

A = l./(N-l.) 

For FRAME from 1 to N, 

X = (FRAME -D^A 

IMAGEOUT-(l- X) * SERVICE.RECORD + X * PURPORTED 

End For 

This process is reversed to blend the Purported image into the Service Record image. 

This technique was chosen for two reasons. Pint, the quality of the Purported image 
is not high enough to identify subtle facial features such as scars, moles, etc. The poor 
quaUty is primarily due to film grain noise. The subject simply was not close enough to the 
camera to adKjuately sample his face. In the absence of high spatial resolution, all one can 
do is exsminc gross facial structure. The blending technique allows a comparison of gross 
facial structure. Second, Prof. Michael Carney, a forensic scientist at Colorado Sutc Uni- 
versity, has made a positive identification based on g^oss facial structure. Dr. Chamey 
used binary (black or white) “edge" images created from high-pass frequency filtering of 
the Service Record and Purported images. While I understand the motivation for this, I 
also understand that this means an identification was made using a subset of the available 
gray-shade information. I was curious to sec whether having all the spatial frequencies 
would aid in the identification. There are certainly striking similarities between facial 
structures in the Service Record and Purported images, but even with all the gray-shade 
dau and the additibnal interpretive infwmation onc_obtairjs.from blending. I do not feel I 
can mike a positive identification. 

A second experiment was pcrfoimed that was identical to the first, but the Purported 
image was replaced by an image of a known test subject . I wanted to know if a blend 
between the Service Record imige and the image of a known imposter (having similar 
gross facial structure to the subject in the Purported image) would reveal the same similar- 
ities observed in the first experiment A KjJouM) fMiWdiM 

at Sandia National Laboratories, 
posed in front of a TV camera connected to the image processor. His pose was chosen to 
copy the pose of the min in the Purported image. digitized image was then uni- 

formly scaled, translated, and rotated slightly so that his eyes matched the position of the 
min in the Purported image. A blending sequence was then performed between the Ser- 
vice Record image and the image of The image of is called the Test 

Subject for the remainder of this report, and is called the “Imposter" in the video 
sequences. This blending shows a correlarion between the eye and nose structures of both 
Stevens and the Tfest Subject. There is, however, a difference in check soucturc below the 
eyes. The Test Subject’s head is also wider than Stevens’ head in the vicinity of the eats. 
This expenment shows me that the image of an imposter having i roughly similar facial 
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stnjciure to ihai of the man in the Purponed-tmage can be blended with a known image of 
Stevens and match closely. 

A more interesting expcnmcni that 1 perfonned was a blending between the 
Imposter image and the Purported image. This was the third cxperimcnL I believe that the 
blending between these two images shows as great, or greater, a similarity between faces 
as the blending between the Service Record and Puiported images. My opinion after this 
experiment is that 1 ) if one of the images to be blended is blurred or noisy, thereby obscur- 
ing facial details, 2) if the men in the images are about the same age, and 3) if the faces in 
the images to be blended have roughly the same facial smicture, then the blended images 
will appear to match. The imaging geometry of the faces also plays a significant role. I 
photographed the imposter in three slightly different geometries. One of these photo- 
graphs matched the Purported image much better than the other two. The eye squint and 
smile of the imposter were also significant matching factors. 

The experiments to this point have concentrated on what is the same in the images. 
What about those features that don’t match? There seems to be some head width inconsis- 
tency between blended images in all of the experiments. By head width, I mean the dis- 
tance between points where the ears intersect the skull just below the temples. A line 
drawn on the photograph between these points would cross the upper cheek bones. The 
pose of the he^ being photographed can certainly change the measured width. Slight neck 
rotations of the head rdative to the camera can make the head appear wider. Fortunately, 
the Service Record and Purported poses are the same. Head rotation appears not to be an 
issue in this case. There is another consideradon. Can this width increase with age and 
weight gain? The fourth and final experiment addresses this issue. An image of theTest 
Subject at age 14 was compared with an image of the Test Subject taken this week. I care- 
fully posed the Test Subject so that his head posidon matched the posidon in his picture as 
a youth. In the case of the Test Subject, there is no measurable difference in head width. It 
is interesdng that the Test Subject’siead width has not changed despite aAveight gain of 
over 100 lb. and fattening of t^ cheeks, in contrast, the head in the Purported image is 
about 14% wider than Stevens head in the Service Record image. (An adult head is about 
6 in. wide, so 14% corresponds to about 1 in. of difference.) //this pattern of fixed head 
width holds for the general populadon, then it is very unlikely that the Service Record and 
Purported images show the same man. 

3.0 Review of Prof. Charney’s Photo Identification Procedure 

Professor Chamey has suted that the Service Record and Purported images show the 
same man. My understanding fi-om Dr. Chimey’s report [1] is that his determination was 
made solely from the superposition of binary “edge” images created from high-pass filter- 
ing of the Service Record and Purported images. Figure 1 shows the color coded binary 
images that I understand Dr. Chainey used to make his determination. If it is true that 
these binary images represent the only information used in Dr. Chamey’s decision, then I 
question the validity of his determination. 
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Researchers in human visual perception argue that humans, when v.ewnng a natural 
scene raoidlv consuuci ■•.„ a pnmibve but nch desenpnon of the image that is to be used 
to determine the reflectance and illumination pf the visible surfaces, and iheir onenunon 
and distance to the viewer.’’ [2] These researchen have shown that humans are extremely 
sensitive to rapid changes in intensity. TTie most rapid changes arc termed dges and 

perceptual reswchers focus on the human ability to recognize edges 
analyring scenes. Asaresult. people in the field of digital tma^^ 

traic on finding “edges’’ in scenes f s the first step in a computer analysis. One way to find 
“edges” in an image is to perform high-pass filtering. Tliis is a technique commonly used 
in image processing as a preanalysis step. 

On. m»l h<me.«r. Iht. "edg«" in image. Be somo.tot 

Different “edgesVan be exwtedftom.(mmm<m!«netetoch.ng^^^^^^^^^ 

KWition of noise. What I perceive as an edge on a face, icgaidiess of lighMg or r» se. 

may be diffBent from what a high-paa Bto implemented on a computer dargnates as an 

“edge”. 

Furthermore, edge detection is usually used in image processing as a 

technique.Aclassic application is in machine vision whaearo^^^^^^ 

controUed fighting conditions, must reduce the amount of picture uiformanon « ^ 

barecssentiidsinordcrforthecomputertorapidly findobjectsinthree-dimcnsion^ space. . 

Because researchers believe that humans perceive "edges” as their first step m andyzmg a 

scene, machine vision practitionen routinely find “edges’’, believing that edges arc the 

optimal set of bare essentials necessary for locating objects. 

TTie question I ask when assessing Dr. Oiamcy’s report is. “If it is difficult for 
observers to positively identify the Service Record and Puiported images given all the 

-information inherent in the gray-shadc images, why should^ 
irrfomiation make the identification «iy easier?" H«J Dr. 

qucncy information of the image to make a better dcterminaDon. I wou d not ^ 
procedure. Had Dr. aamey eliminated a few frequencies that appeared to contribute to 
the “noisiness” of the image to make hU determination, again I would not question his 
procedure. Throwing away information, however, is usually not a good idea. Let me illus- 
trate my point with an example. 

The superposition image in Figure 1 , which comes from Dr. Chamey’s report, shows 
the Service Record "edge" image (red) luperimposed on the Puipmed "edge image 
(dark) Edges around the eyes, nose, and mouth overlap. Now look at Figure 2. Hot I 
have superimposed the Test Subject “edge" image (ycUow) over the Puip^ edge 
image (cyan). The “edges" from the Purported image are wider because of the noi^ 

(fuzzy) nature of the Puiported image. Note that the same is also true for the I^oit^ 
“edge” image (dirk) in Figure 1. The “edges" from theTest Subject image in Figure 2 
overlap the "edges" from the Purported image, Am 1 to conclude, then, that theTest Sub- 
ject and Purported images show the ume man? 

I believe that an expert at identifying human subjecu can identify subtle structural 
features in photographs that a laymatTWould miss. I believe that these features can be cru- 
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cial faciois in idennfying people, Howevei, if an idennfjcaoon is made solely from the 
“edge images, then 1 must dismiss the ideniilication as being flawed. 

4.0 Conclusions 

I cannot say whether or not the Service Record and Purported images show the same 
man. The men in the two images do look somewhat alike. Sequence 1 on the video tape 
documents this. However, sequences 2 and 3 on the video utpe show that an imposter can 
ako be photographed to look somewhat like the Setvice Record and Purported images 
■nie increased head width in the Purported image compared to the Service Record image is 
ve^ troublesome to me, especially in view of the comparison between images of the Test 
Subject as a youth and as an adult Age and weight gain did not increase the width. Finally. 
I M concerned about thie technical foundation upon which Pr. Chamey has made his iden- 
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Figure 1. Dr. Chamey ’s binary "edge” images created from high- 
pass frequency filtering [1]. He concludes that these are images 
of the same man because a number of edges overlap. 
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: Analysis of the Purported 

^ Robertson, Lundy, and Stevens 

RO.W/M.LA.Image 

Gfti7A.Mutb 
Or piihi tion 1421 

9 SandiiNatioulLibontories 

Albnquerqse, NM 87185 

1.0 Overview 

rr^ssEts.-^'iK'.sw^-. 

♦ nun, why would th^b^^ldingxiBtt? 

Ihiveeuininediegioiaoflhepho^ 
u tembl^ 1 cflfiOT th« th6 nun €0 tlK kft tt hdding the st^ 

thing.Myb<MBlhiih6i»h6Idin|lliebineh(tf 

^^ihaooobehWifldtoltaiiniDedto 

ihe banner wiihhUkfthiDd.hiiliU«h{wkl«po^ 

# hewlpoationistheiwiUttfhiiholdinjflataM^ 

I, too, im tu^oos liat the phoiognph i* tlwet-Tbo only lubitoUiting wdero 

I cin give, hcwcvcr, if in (nlline of wlat I beBeve to be the finw-mort nfle 

donfofwhythciight-inoftininiipoieduhebJhiveMCOKlusm 
or da writing on the bfimar. Tlnsrepon cwtUnct da detiih of my ote 
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2.0 A naly.sis Procedure 

The photographic print was lephoiographed at Sandia National Laboratories and this 
negative was used to make an 8 x 10 inch transparency. The transparency was illuminated 
from behind, and the image was captured on a vidicon camera inl^aced to a digital image 
processor and a digital computer. The captured image has a spatial resolution of 512 x 5 12 
picture elements (^els). each pixel having a dynamic range of 256 gray shades. 
Although the imaging system has the capability of capturing 256 gray shades, the photo- 
graph of three r^en has very little dynamic range. A tetognun of the images shows the 
image to be almost binary, Le. it has virtually two gray shades, opaque anl transpaient 
This is a serious disadvantage for digital image analysis suce anidysis usually exploits 
dynamic range informttiott to disceni spatial structum of interest I suspect that the oiigi- 
Dil image supplied to the D. L A. may haVe been a fax copy, not a true photograph. This 
could account for the poor dynamic range. 

2.1 Man ] and the rifle stocks 

I beganmy investigations with a snbiegioaextiacicdtboirt the man on the left 1 will 
refer to him as Man 1 since be is leit<mosL I digitized this lubiegioa to the full spatial res- 
olution of the lystem. bother words, I adjusted the position of the digituing camera to (ill 
the full 5 12 X 512 digitizing space with the lubiegiQn of Man 1. Next, 1 digitally altered 
the centrist of the digitized image m (xdermdiiceiii any strocturas at be chest level of 
Man 1. 1 wanted to see if 1 could tnco the outline of the rifle stoeb he appears to be hold- 
ing. Iltt tight blue (cyaiO outluw n Figure 2 tt ray best judgement of an outline that Is 
rnarginaUy yisble m sevend contnuMietcbed veoioitt of the image. I discei^ 
round glint in the gun outline xvhich 1 have questionably labeled IS a rifle bolL The green 
oudineisicontinoati(nofthat(mtiii)e,btttoi)ebwhkhlhivelmconi5deiu^ldii - 
however, rqteatedly disoero a dark rectangulxrzegion m tim enhanced iiiu«e; C^uld ^ 
be in ammunitioa magazine? I am not sure. It could also be ai) rtiltct of c(uitinued repro- 
duction of the ori^nil pbotogn^ The red outime in Figure 2 shows the inan^ shoulder 
and ann piolile, 1 was originaOy suspfcmus of a biigb venical line between tire left edg^ 
of dm banoCT and Man 1, but ilater decided tins shows the near Intersection of the shoul- 
der and tite banner. I have also outlined wtudi bdieve m be tile coUar of Man 1. Could tins 
znan be wetting a camouflage afast or jacket over a lighter shirt with an exposed coDxr? 

Finally. I was initully ooofuKd about the Hgbt area just right of whit I believe is the rifle 
stocks. I thought ^ showed Man 1 *1 right hani After some coDsidentioo, I believe the 
lower white area is the right hand and wrist, and that the upper white area is the left hand 
resting on lop of tin rifle stoclB. This raised a serious question. If Min 1 has both hands 
near the rifle stocb, what is holding up tte binel ends? 

2.2 Man 3 and his pose 

This laslquestion led me to consider the right subregion of the full photograph. The 
right-most man, whom I will call Man 3. seems to be poring with his left hand in a pccu- 
lir position. I conjectured that Man 3 is holding the band of the rifles whose stocks are 
being held by Man 1 (sec Figure 3). Man 3 seems to have his hand cupped around the bot- 
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torn of the barrels. From the orientation of the rifle stocks held by Ivlin i and by a compar- 
ison of relative head sizes, I assume that Man 3 is standing further away from the camera 
than Mao 1. The next question 1 asked was, “Is Man 3 standing the apecled distance 
away from Man 1 to actually be holding the barrel of the riflesT* I went to the library and 
found a copy of Brassey's litfcmtryWeapom of the World (1975) and located a popular 
World War D Oerman rifle, the Mauser Kar 98 k. I chose this rifle because of its wide- 
spread use by the Oermaru in World War Q and beause of its boll action. I could not 
locate a picture of this rifle with an attached magazine, if such an arrangement even exists. 
An associaie helped me cieatB a gray shaded liankpaxency from the book page which 1 
digitized and entered into tiis computer. I then digitaOy scaled the rifle image s6 that iu 
stock height equaled the stock height of the ftonti-inost rifle held by Man 1 in Figure 3. 
Based on the depth of the front-most rifle slock, anotiter associate and I calculated the . 
angle that the rifle is making relaiive to the plane of the photograph. Tins was done 
became Man 3 is standing fuither back than Man 1, and, because of tire angle of the rifles 
leiative to tbephne of titephotognph, anyrifle image mapped onto tbephotograph would 
have to incoipante length foreshortening due to thepenp(^ve. Our calculations showed 
the front-mostrifle to be oriented at roughly 55 degrees from the plane of the photogr^h, 
meaning that the digitized rifle had to be compressed in length by about 40 percent This 
e}q>eriment was performed lod therifle was overbid on the photograph. The end of the 
biml of the frontmost rifle rested just beyond the hand of Mu 3. 1 believe tins verifies 
my conjecture that Man 3 is holding the barrels of the rifles. See Figure 4. 

My assoeiatts and 1 have posed a question about the rifles dial we cannot answer. 
Are the rifles being held rightpcide-tp (barrel ip and trigger down) or updd^dowa (barrel 
down and trigger up) as a hunter would hold his rifle? If my sketch is right (Figures 2 and 
3), an ammunitian magazine is attached to the front-most rifle, the bolt is visible, and tiie 

are ligfat-dde-op. However, when I warped the Mauser Kir 98 k to overlaycn the 
photogr^h, tiie rifle appeared to be too uD in die vicinity of the boluand it par^y 
obstnicted tiie bottomed the banner. Perhaps no magazine exists and the rifles are being 
held upside-down. Ws can’t cay for sure. 

23 Man 2 and the banner 

Finally, 1 should say a ft w words about Mm 2, (he min just to tin right of the ban- 
ner. I wu ccacaned about the apparent sire of his head and its orientation. ] fit ellipses to 
the firces of Man 2 and Man 3 ai^ discovered that the head of Man 2 is almost exactly the 
stmt length as Man 3 who is standing in fronL Stin, I could find no evidence that the head 
of Man 2 had been cut and moved. I now supect that Man 2 is in the proper place in the 
original photograph, that the penoo generating this hoax photograph did not move or add 
him. Isay this bemuse 1 belike Man 2 is standing with shoulders paiaDel to Man 3. 
that he is standing almost shoulder to shoulder dowiHinge from Man 3. and that Man 2 
has his left hand holding the banner. 1 also suspect that Man 2 has his right arm raised to 
support the top left edge of the banner. I cannot find any evidence of Man 2's right hand. 
Why? Has it been removed as a result of altentians to the banner? I don’t know. I suspect 
Man 2 just has a large head, and that due to his position behind Man 3 and his responsibil- 
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2.4 More questions 

Onel«l^trfqu^(m$.Isthabackgroiindh^ 
ouflage iK«^? CouU thu be an altered v«8ion of 
Min3weinngatradinooalSovietiinif(racoat?IsManIap^ 

Aie Ac nto captured Qeniun weapons? Was Ao baniw origiaally a captured Naa flat 
or a flag of Ac victarious figbtoa that has been altered for this photograph? 

3.0 Historical Literature Search 

Ijmsoconvioscdtluttliisphotosrv^ 

^ ^ *** National Laborataies library 

lAn ttsonment of boob covering the Soviet libention of the Baltic stales and east- 

OTEuijwmtheSandialihaiy and tire UnivosityofNcwMericohh^^ 
of possible soiin» was accessed lyaSandial^ 
wngreM database. TWi btii attached to the end of tlrii report 
in locating any of these volumes, 

4.0 Conclusions 

^^^tal4agTOpons.Tlifthm«wBeo!^mmypmIlum 
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ltd. 4. Moskva I "Planeta", 389 p. : chiefly ill. (soae col.) ; 28 

ca. 

POBUCATION DAT£(S), 1987 
LC CALL NO.: 0764 .V415 1987 

14/3/9 

1201500 LCCH: 84117843 

Vtoraia udamaia v bitve za Leningrad : vosponinaniia, dokuaenty / 
[aostavltel* V.A. Kuznataov j obshchaatvannaia radaktalonnaia kolleglia 
X.K. Xrupitsa ... at al.) 

Xaznataov. V. A; Krupitsa, K. X 

Leningrad : Lanlzdat. 375 p., [16] p. of plates : ill. ; 21 ca. 

'nraUCATION DATE(S): 1981 
C CALL NO.: 0764.6 .V76 1981 


14/3/10 

1101566 LCCK; 87124929 
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Dasiatyi tankovyl Dneprovskii ; boovoi out' in ► i. 

T.t:v,:zir ^ ^.v’ 


Moskva : Voen. izd-vo, lae 
PUBLICATION DATE(S); 1986 
LC CALL NO.: 0764. 6 .K73 1986 


P*. [163 p. Of plates : in. , n 


14/3/11 

3089850 LCCN: BB2093B7 

^likol Ot«!Im“S!or“iIIy‘’/‘A?'MltiMi ”**'“*^ ® bitvakh i garolakh 
Kltlaev, A, (Anatolll) 

Moskva ; "Dstakala llt-ra". ssa n > m / 

PUBLICATION DATE(S); 1987 » *2 ca. 

LC CALL NO.: D764 .K52B 1987 

14/3/12 

3052526 LCCN: 80023634 //r903 

I „ tort .rt tl,. .«t« „ „...uto 

Zieake, Earl Prsdsrick, 1922- 
CORPORATE SOURCE: 'Tlae-Llfs Books. 

■"'m; 

14/3/13 - - 

3051329 LCCN: 77070036 //r89 „ 

».« : tul.Uc.tl™., , 1 , ,„p. , m , 

PUBUCATION date (S) I 1977 
ISBN: 0917852001 

LC CALL HO.: D764 .W2 OCTjy CALL NO.: >40.54/21 
14/3/14 

**••*3®. 89125475 

Zbiniewicr*^**** * hlUsrovskljil Nittcaia 1941-1945 / Frydoryk 

Bblnlswlcz. Erydstyk ^ 

£i p*'ci";"«r. "•“‘“•i. «« t.. 

PUBLICATION DATE(SJ: 1988 
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ISEIl! R:in07;B75 

LC call no. ; D7C4 .C30 1930 

14/3/15 

2011B05 LCCN: 87141142 . , , o • 

Tvortsy pobsdy i ot riadovogo do tsarshala / (BostavitGil, S.N. Rosterin 
■ 1 N.H. Mikhailov] 

KoBterin, S. H; Mikhailov. N. N 

Moskva : Bov. Rossiia, 319 p. I 21 cm. 

POBUCATION DATE(S) : 1987 
LC CALL NO.: D764 ,T97 19B7 

14/3/16 

2805436 LCCN: 88039114 . . ^ 

Soviet operational deception ? the red. cloak / by Richard N. Arastrong 
AxBStrong, Richard K, (Richard Nolan), 1946- 

Fort Leavenworth, Kan. : Conbat Studies Institute, ix, 56 p. : 111. 

; 23 CB. 

PUBLICATION OATE(S); 1988 

LC CALL NO.: D764 .A77 1988 DEHEY CALL HO.: 940.54/21 
14/3/17 

2577358 LCCN: 75382523 //rB93 

Von Bueuluk bis Prag (Ins Deutsche ubertragen von Erwin Thienann (u.a.) 
UNiroRH TITLE: Z Busuluku do Prahy 
ivoboda, ludvlk, 1895- 

Oekurzte Ausg.) (Berlin) Deutscher Militarverlag 342 p. with Ulus. 
21 cm. 

POBLICATIOH DATE(S) : 1967 

LC CALL NO.: D764.6.C5 SB65 

NATL, BIBLIOCRPAHY HO. « GDB68-A1-136 

14/3/18 - 

***'’2sr protlv fashistskoi agressii, 1933-1945 /-otvetstvannyi 

redaktor A.L. Matochnltskil 
Narochnltskii, Aleksei Uont'evlch 

CORPORATE SOURCE: Institut istoril SSSR (Akadeaiia nauk SSSR) 

2-e lid, perer. i dop. Moskva : "Hauka", 349 p. ; 22 cs. 

PUBLICATION DAT£(S): 19B6 
LC CALL NO.: D764 .S7B 1986 

14/3/19 

2250028 LCCN: 86231283 

Porsirovanie rek, 1942-1945 gg. j ii opyta 65-1 amil / P.I. Batov 
Batov, Pavel Ivanovich 

Moskva : Voen. izd-vo, 158, (2) p. : ill. i 21 cm. 

UBLICATION DATE(S): 1986 
JC CAa NO.: D764.6 .B37 1986 


14/3/20 
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2333<5 LCCH: e618919< 

Pobcda--<0; natorialite sj propachatani ot r.pinanle "Voonnoictoricheski 
Gbontik", br. 2, 1985 g 

CORPORATE SOtTRCE: TSentralan kooitet na DKH5. Voennoiotorlchaski 
sbbrnlk. 

Soflia : DiaitroVEki konunlsticheski suiuz, TSontr. koo-t, 79 p. ; 
20 CB. 

FOBLICATIOH OATC(S}: 19B5 
1£ CAU. NO.: D764 .P537 1965 

14/3/21 

2196927 LCCHt 86107411 

MMokrulhi&oe edlnstvo / V.A. Zaalinskii 
Zaaiyns'kyi, VolcxSynyr olakfiandrovych 

Kl«v t 6ol. lEd-vo isdatal'skogo ob*adlnenlia "VvBhcha shkola", 20S 
p. ill. i 25 CB. 

PUBLICATION DAT£(S): 19S4 
LC CALL NO.: D764 .Z335 1984 

14/3/22 

2117593 LCCH: B5202948 

pobeda— publitiistika, ocharld / [soBtavlanla i podgotovka teksta A. 
Xrlvitskogo] 

ICrivitikil, AXakaandr ZOr'avlch 

.{oakva i "Khudorh. llt-ra", 365 p. ; 27 cn. 

FOBUCATZOH DATE(S): 1984 
XC CALL NO. I D764 .P53S5 1984 

14/3/23 

1128767 LCCN: 83177726 

Xrutya stupani ; tapiski zhunmlliU / iDrii Zhukov 
Zhukov, lUril Alaksindzovicb 

Moikva T ■My*!'", 381 p. i hi, j 22 ca. 

FOBUCATZOK DATE(S)t 1983 
XC CAU. NO.: D764 .Z488 1983 

14/3/24 

1717331 ICCati 83100993 

Ptzvya talpy / M.H. Afanaa’av 
AZutaa'av, H. M, (Nikolai Mikhailovich) 


2*^ isd., dop. Koafcva : Voan. 
P«> [1€] p. ot plat«8 I 111., I 
POBUCATIOH 0iATZ(8): 1982 
1C CALL MO.t 0764.6 .A4 1982 


itd-vo Klnistarstva oborony S55R, 
>orts. I 21 OB. 


172 


14/3/25 

1695270 LCCH; 82177748 

Klriag ia oatan 1941-1945 > hiatoriicha linfuhning, Xoaaentare und 
Dokuaanta / Michaal Bartach, Kan«-Priadar Schabaach, Rainar 
Schappalaann 

UNiroRM TITLE: Onvargassene lOriag (Talaviaior: prograa) 
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14/3/26 

1666013 LCCN: 82159391 //r86 

Cerol Velikoi otechestvennoi volny, 1S41-1945 ; rehcconaa.oi nyi 

bibliografichcskii ukazatel' / pod rcdaktslei 7. A, Kuaar.ova ,• 
(soatttvlteli N,?. Baranova ... ct al.) 

Kunanev, Oeorgii Aleksandrovich; Baranova, N. ? _ . 

CORPORATE SOURCE; Goeudarstvennaia publichnaia istoricheskaia blbiiOwOKa 
RSFSR. 

Moskva : "Kniga", 140 p. ; 20 cn. 

PUBLICATION DATE(S): 1981 o, /ni /.n 

LC CALL HO.: Z6207.W8 G44 1961; D764 DEWEY CALL NO.: 016.94054/81/47 

14/3/27 

1576492 LCCN: 81454110 //r852 . 

Tanky siiri k Ostrava / (autori) Sergej Petras, Karel Richter 
Petras, Sergej 

Richter, Karel, joint author 

vyd. Praha : IW, 271 p., [8) leaves of plates : ill. ; 21 as. 
PUBLICATION DATE(S)': 1979 
LC CALL HO.: D764.6 .P46 
NATL. BIBUOGRPAHY NO.; Cz80 

14/3/28 

1550688 LCCH; 81177939 ^ ^ 7 

Der unvergaasene Krieg ; Hitler-Deutschland gegen die Sowjhtunion 
1941-1945 / Michael Elckhoff, Wilhelm Pagels, Willy "Reschl 
Zickhoff, Michael, 1933- 

pagols, WilholB, 1950- ; Reschl, Hilly, 1947- 

Xoln : VerlagageaellsChaft Schulfemaehen, 192 p. : ill., saps ; 24 

CB. 

PUBLICATION DATE(S)I 1981 
ISBN: 3802521439 (](art.) 

LC CALL HO.; D764 .E3B 1981 DEWEY CALL HO.; 940.54/21 
NATL. BIBUOGRPAHY NO. ; GFRBl-A 

14/3/29 

1536193 LCCN: 8115SS69 

51-ia gvardeiskaia anogonatsional'naia / Khalil Mutalliaov 
nutallisov, Khalil 

Baku ; Azerbaldrhanskoe gos. iid-vo, 292 p., [17) p. of plates : 
ill., porta. ; 21 cb. 

UBUaTIOK DATE(S): 1978 
LC CALL NO.: D764.6 -MBB 1978 
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15511 LC?;i: aim:'<2 
Ot Stalincruda do Dorllna / V.I. ChulKov 
Chuikov, V. I, (Vttsilii Ivanovich), 1900- 

Hoskva ; Voen. izd-vo Kiniaterstva oborony SSSR, 670 p., ( 44 ] p. of 

plates : ill. (sose col.) ; 21 oa. 

PUBUCATIO.S 0AT£(S)3 1980 
LC CAU KO.: 0764.6 .064 1980 

14/3/31 

1522328 ICCHt 81130874 

Rodnlki auzhestva / l.s. Vybomykh 
Vybornykh, I. S, (Ivan Seaanovich) 

Moskva : Voan. Izd-vo Hlnlstarstva oborony SSSR, 190 p., [19] p. of 

plates ill., ports. ; 21 cm. 

70BUCATI0M DATE(S): 1980 
LC CAU NO.j D764 .Va7 1980 

14/3/32 

1492695 LCCH3 81040153 

Soviet generals recall World War ZI / edited by Igor Vitukhin 
OMIFORM TITLE: Sovetskie voenachal 'niki rasskazyvaiut o Vtorol mlrovoi 
volDe 

Vitukhin, Igor 

Hew York : sphinx Press, xvi, 413 p. : ill., naps ; 24 cm. 
PUfiUCATIOH DAT£(S): 1961 
Z5BN; 0823686523 

LC CAU HO.: 0764 .S615S13 OEWEY CAU HO.: 940.54/21 
14 / 3/33 

1447694 LCCH: 88510783 //r852 

Rozhdennaia na teoliakh taporozhsklkh / A. 1. Oleinikov (lit. zapis' 
M. H. Otlelakhai - 

Oleinikov, Andrei Ivanovich 
Gllelakh, Mikhail Mikhailovich 

Izd. 2., dop. Kiev ; Izd-vo polit. lit-ry Okrainy, 177 p., (81 

leaves of plates : 111. i 20 as. 

imiCATZOK DATE(S): 1980 

IC CALL NO.: D764.6 .045 1980 

MATL. BIBLIOSRPAHY HO. I USSR*** 

14/3/34 

1428277 LCCH: 80490317 //r852 

Novonoskovskaia Xraanoznaaennaia j Boevol put* 195-1 Hovoaosk. 
tosnoznaa. atrelkovoi diviill / V. s. Vylltok, s. p. leskin 
Vylitok, Vasllli Stspanovich 
Leskin, Sergei Foaich, joint eothor 


loskva ; Voenizdat, 200 p., 
WBLICATIOH DATE(S); 1979 
^ CAU HO.; D764.6 .V9 
HATL. BIBLIOGRPAHY WO. : USSRTS 


(8] leaves of plates : 


ill. 


20 CD. 
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Tadeusza Kosciuszki / Kaziaierz Sobezak 
sobezok, Kaziaierz 

warsiawa : Wydawn. Mlnlsteratwa obrony Marodpwej, 470 p., [34) leaves 
of plates 1 ill. J 26 CB. 

PUBUCATION DATE (S): 1978 
LC CAU HO.: D764.6 .S6B 
HATL. BIBLIOGRPAHY HO.: ?•** 

”“|r cSS' «ro. a. »y ■>«« 

wSoWTITLE: vellkli osVobodltsl*nyi pokbod. English 
MOSCOW, progress Publishers 286 p. ill«». 21 ca. 

HATiTbIBUOGRPAHY HO.S USSR*** 
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Ur. J.ir.uKi / j7th, th» U. b. Gciv»rriin*r>t •i griffd (h* P«rtB P>«c* AccordB, 

iriiitrig * iiC.r.g tougrit "Pujicb Hkth Hcrior", arid' cauBvfir* to South««Bt Aaia. 
lib rvport Utrklb Mith th» ti Fdbruary, 1973 Bhoot-dOMn of «ri EC-<i70 
Krcti-c.i-iic if.talligaric* aircraft op*ratirig Pight daya AFTER all military 
leratiofib wars to caaap. Tba EC-'iTQ •■•■rttially la a C-A7 aircraft which 
kb baar. altarad by tha implacamarit of mora than *4 Hlllion <lri 1973 
..liarb) worth of aanaitiva alactronic aqulpmant ab that it can ba uaad for 
ilitary raconnaiaatinca work. Among it’a functtona la tha ability to locata 
’<d Kbvabdrop on anainy military communicat lona. Much of tha alactronic 
^uipmant involvad la rogardad aa SECRET and craw-mambar oparatora had to 
■aobca TOP SECRET/CNYPTO Security Claaranca with apacial accaaa to 
Ltinpurtmantai i 2 ad information (SI). (Thara ara DoD diractlvaa dictating that 
» immadlata daatructic.n of tha aircraft and 


EC-470 with which wa ara coricarnad, Call Sign “Earon 52", 
Royal Thai Air Ferca Eaaa (RTAFB), Thailand. It had a 
t man - four commiaionad offieara primarily 
navigating tha aircraft, and four anllatad 
ha oparatlon of tha alactronic aquipmant aboard, 
on a claaalfiad tactical miaalon to locata and 
vamant of Oiatnamaaa armor along a aactor naar tha "Hb Chi Hinh 
EC -470, containing at laaat two of tha flightcrew, waa ahot dow 
a Provlnca, Laoa, Shortly aftar tha ahoot-down, ariothar U. S 
working in tha araa intarcaptad coded Viatnamaaa Command an 
unicat Iona indicating that aavaral mambara of the EC-47Q era< 
ut of tha damaged plana, had been captured, and ware to b 
to a apacific commander awaiting tha craw for tranaport t< 

I Vietnam. Thia information waa known to U. 6. Official 


■firmed dead 
la family of 


wreckage 










of th* 


during uny n»got i nt lori* and •ubiaquvnt rapatr lAt ion. 

IS.About'th* preparation of thia paperi 

fill Information comet from aavon volumaa of official ilocvimenl r. report'--, 
lettera, and doien* of interview* with enperlt and principal participant* in 
actlvitie* Identical to tho** c*f Baron S3, It* search and rescue, anil 
Other'* who handled and/or were otherwiee eapoeed to the eMtentive fiJei 
ma'intaned by our governwent on tht,* cate. 

Due to regulation* In place to prevent discloeure of certain Information, 
great emphe*!* wa* placed on otitlttlng Information which would outline any 
Source*, method*, or capabilltie* of our povernment'* intelligence 
community. 

All Information ,pre*ent*d which wa* obtained verbally wa* lubjected tc. 
double source confirmation before it wa* included in this text. 

14. This report wa* prepared on behalf of the entire crew of "Baron S3", bv 
the Baron 53 Project. The Baron S3 Project 1* a non-profit, nori-pol it leal 
research project dedicated soley to thi* incident. Research, tr-nclusic-nc. 
and recommondatlen* on how to terminate the imprisonment of these Americano, 
are provided to U. S. and other national policy maker*, Pre** organ i rat ion* , 
International Relief organization*, and other informational contumtr*. Foi 
more Information, writei 
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Peccr CrMiMn'i lit Draft Letter to Congreii. undated 
Peter Creiimen'i 2nd Draft Lattar to Congraii, undated 
APEX BEELINE Menage 041905E Feb 73 
OfflclalNptifleatlohi and letteri to Creaiman NOK 

a. HIA Notification, HQ USAF 

b. Clrcumitancf Letter from Detachment Commander 

c. ClrcuSitance Letter from Baae Commander 
d! Search Continuing menage, HQ USAF 

c. DD1300 - MU 

f. Criihiitc found •nd vi$ited mtiiige, HQ USaF 

g. Rimain* of Co-Pilot Identified mtinge, HQ USAF 
h! Seirfch Termination neiaaga, Bate Commander 

i. KIA Notification, HQ USAF 

1. Mortuary Affalri Introduction, HQ USAF 

k. CircuMlanci Lattar 11 from Bait Commindir 

l. No Further Search Atttmpti aeiiagt, HQ USAF 

s. DD1300 - KIA . . „ . 

n. Syapathy Letter, CSAF, Con. John D. Ryan 
0 Clreuaatanet Letter 111, from Baie Cownander 

p. Sympathy Latter, Whit* House, Preildent Hlson 

q. circuaatanca Letter IV, from Beie Commander 

r. Clrcuaetence Letter V, from Bate Cownander 
e CSGP miiaaie 1107042 Feb 73 

USAFSSPAC maaaaia March 73 

Congrtaiman VllUam B. Widnall Coreapondanca file 

Bate Comundar’a lattar to Prian NOK 

Excerpt from the Official Hlatory of the 36lat TEWS 

Baron S2 aaetlng diagram 

Baron 52 craw photograph file 

*. Criaiman, Pater R. 

b. Matijov, Joiaph A. 

c. Brandenburg, Dale. 

d. Helton, Todd. 

«. Bernhardt, Robert E. 

AFMPC Latter to Creiaman MOK 

JCRC Lattar of 3 Nov B1 to R.A. Craiiman 

Mr. Joih Lavln'i lattar to Ca'pt. Ray Vohdan, undated 

Ml. Maddani Draft Pran Relaaac of 24 July 7B 

Praii Rtlaaat forwardad to Crtaiman HOK 3 Aug 78 ^ 

DoD Tranacrlpt of 3 Aug 78 "Good Morning Awirlci' ■ 

DIA Tranaalttal of Informaclon to AFMPC, rei intarcapta. 
Col. Matijov' I latter to SAF of 29 March 79 
SAF Uttar to Col. Matejov of 3 May 79 
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lUu cn^r,\;<:it ;n y,^:iu:as'. a:(J. 


inc a^rcemeni, I uj/ain read i; and found rna: i had not 
overiooked anyihins ikai wcu on ilie printed pa^e, 1: durn 

tiuii I rculiied tfuit I arj the other: of my unit were in vwiauon 
of an agreement which I coraider to be an order from the 
Commander in Cfiief of the Armed Forces of the United States. 

The irtipaci of this rcaiization »3; quite intense for me. 
Flot only do / feel rnat it is moraiiy wrong to part.cipate in 
activities which mmy jeopardize a peace which took twelve 
years to reach, but also because I feel I may be participating 
actively in an illegal military mission. 

This thought brought back a rnemory of another military 
man who was in a similar situation and made the choice to 
dutifully carry out his orders eien though there was a question 
of their legality. This man was U. William Colley. 

Not wanting to risk the possibility of being indirectly 
responsible for the possible results of the orders I am under, I 
went to seek advice of the base legal office. There I was 
informed of the consequences for refusing to carry out the 
orders which I consider to be illegal as well ai immoral. These 
consequences instilled in me a fear which has caused me to 
abandon any thoughts of refusing to obgy these iltegal drders. 

The truly sad part of this situation is that I wonder how 
many other "Lt. Caileys" there have been because of the same 
fear that I feel now'. . . that fear of being punished for doing 
what his mind and soul tells him is right. 

I regret that I cannot give you, any specific details of my 
unit's violations due to the classification of my work. 
However, in general terms, violations have been made against 
(the Peace Agreements} Chapter ll. Article 2; Chapter II, 
Article 3, paragraph A; Chapter ll. Article 4; Chapter VII. 
Article 20. paragraph A: Chapter Vll, Article 20, paragraph B. 

Perhaps the most disheartening fact is that ever since I 
entered school and later the military, / have been taught that 
because of Americans firm beliefs in truth and justice we did 
not break our national promises. However, now I find myself 
involved in just such an act. 

I gratefully appreciate any assistance you can render to 
help eliviote {sic} this situation for the American servicemen for 
whom the war has become more frightening. . .for now he has 
yet another enemy to meet: his conscience. 

Yours truly, 

Peter R.Cressman 

Sgt. United States Af,SS. 

Del 3 6994 Security Sqdn. 

Ubon. RJAFB 

A. P.O. San Fran 96364 
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I am •.•r;:ing th;s let:er with the hope of bringtriB to Ugh: a suuattor. 
wliicl. : believe is being hidJcr, from the American people, as veil as the 
entire world.. 

1 air, currently assigned to Detachment ?. of the fc99ich Security Squadrcn 
Our unit has been involved in acts which I believe to be ,ir, flagrant 
Violation of the Paris Conference on Vietnam Agreement . (chapter i*, Articles 
II, IV, and v:i.) 

I regret that I am not permitted to give any detailed Information concerning 
this situation, However, I an sure that with superficial investigation alone, 
these violations could become known to you. 

1 am assuming that a great majority of the people, as well as your 
constituants , are unaware of theie violations. If they were aware, I cannot 
picture the American people supporting such acts. 

As for myself - throughout my schooling and military training, these 
sort of violations were always portrayed as acts of aggression by the 
"barbarous" enemy. It truly bothers me to think that I, as an American, 
am involved in such practices which are being Cauted as standard operating 
proceedures. 

At this point, the only thing keeping me from refusing to involve myself 
in these violations is the fear chat it would Jeopardize my soon, coning 
discharge. 

I would like to thank you at this time for whatever effort you may expend 
on this natter. Perhaps, if all parties involved-upherd the Earis Conference 
on Vietnam Treaty, a truly lasting and honorable peace will be a reality. 


# 


# 




« 




Yours Truly, 

Peter R. Cressman 

Sgc. United States A.F.S.S. 

Det.3, 699A Security Sqdn. 

Ubon RTAFB 

APO San Fran 9630^* 
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Ubon P.T/'j'B, T.hailand 


u;,v::/ri::i; or z'r:::':-. 

0-1/19C5E Feb 73 
THE ra.i'6RTr:D 70 /u-C 

0V.19 45E Feb 73 


PACAF CP (Sgt Keeler) reports as follows: EC-47, BARON 52, 56th 
Specipl ops Wing, Walthon Phanom RTAFB, Thailand is overdue at . 
Ubon AB. Aircraft was on a Ubon AP round robin frag .nission - 
destination to follow in hard copy message. Aircraft took off at 
4/1105E and last known contact was with LION GCl Site at 4/1330E. 
Fuel exhaustion time. is 4/1905E. A ramp check was made v?ith 
negative results. Also, a fas t^ FAC recce flight was made ^-with 
negative .results. Last three of tail number are 636. 

04/2040E, Sgt Gregg, NMCC, advised that the fast FAC reported 
conversation with BAROH .52 at approximately 1325E. BARON 52 
reported his position a't that time as 15 nautical miles NW of • 
Attopeu and receiving 37-mm ground fire. (RSO) 

04/2100E, PACAF CP'iipdates: EC-47, BARON 52, has been located 
,45 nautical miles, BE of' Saravane, Laos. SAR has been initiated.. ^ 
• • Aircraft appears to be a combat loss. (RSO)^.. 


//^P 


.fxr I 


/^p 
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Z jC ///•/ , t\h S, i<ili 

U 1/7 ^ n 


Ti)o Rtf'. I’ciiit Ore.r i,y: 



MR AND MRS CBDRCE R. CRESSHAN- 
1821 2ro AVE NORTH 
ST PETERSBUR6, FL 33704 


IT IS WITH DEEP PERSONAL CONCERN THAT I OFFICIALLY INFORM YOU 
THAT YOUR SON SESC&\NT PETER R. CRESSMAN IS MISSING IN ACTION 
IN UOS. OK 4 FEBRUARY 1973 HE WAS THE AIRBORNE MORSE SYSTEMS 

operator aboard an EC .47 aircraft on an operational mission over 
lAOS. THE aircraft HAS HOT RETURNED TO UBON AIR BASE THaIUND 
AND FUEL EWAUSTION TIME HAS EUPSED, EXTENSIVE SEARCH IS BEING 
CONDUCTED. PLEASE BE ASSURED NEW INFORMATION RECEIVED WILL BE 
FTONISKB rou IMMEDIATaY. PENDING FURTHER INFORMATION HE WILL 
BE LISTED OFFICUaY AS MISSING IN ACTION. IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS 
YOU MAY CAR HY PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE TOU FREE BY DULINC 
1-800.531-J501, PLEASE ACCEPT MY SINCERE SYMPATHY DURING THIS 
PaiOD OF ANXIETY. 



MAJOR GENERAL K.L. TALLMAN 

ASSISTANT OEPUn CHIEF OF STAFF, PnsOHNEL, MILITARY PaSONHa 
HQ U.S. AIR FORCE • 
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DEP/J,TKi.jrr C? THE Air. FCP.CE 
DETACKMEirr 3, 69941“ SICU.-JTY SIUAD Ofl (L'SA.-S2) 

APO sa;; 9t3Ci 

Hr, and Mrs. Caorre L Cressaar. 7 Febn; 

1E21 2nd Ave Dorth , 

3t Pttoraburj, florldt 337:4 
Dear Mr. tod Kra, Cressoan 

r. la with the deepest sympathy and regret that I write this let 
infonn you of the clrpuastaocaa surrounding the missing In actlc 
of your son, Peter. Although it Is extremely difficult to discu 
incident, I know that you would want to know as much as possible 
leg the circumstances surrounding Peter's nlislrg In action stat 
will relate them to you as we underatand them. 

Peter took off from Ubon Ro)’al Thai Air Force Base on a reeularl 
uled reconnaissance mission at 11:05 P.K. on 4 February 197], ex- 
to retim to home base seven hours later. At approximately 1:25 
5 February, your son's aircraft ccesander reported receiving grc\ 
Shortly thiriafter, all attempts failed to consninlcate with his i 
and the aircraft ilseppeired from radar coverage. Search and rer 
atlons were implemented inaediately. An Air Force AC-130 and twr 
F-4 fighters were iiawdiately diverted to the area but were not e 
establish visual or raoio contact. Dedicated search and rescue * 
have been continuing since that time but have thus far bsen uniuc 
I can assure you that every thing possible is being done to loca: 

While each of us in the detechment feels a great sense of loss at 
I know his absence will be felt mo-'e deeply by his loved ones. I 
make sure you are notified of any change in Peter's status. 

If I can be of further assistance to you, please do not hesitate 

me. _ 

Sincerely yours, 

WILUAM J. Si^, Capt, USAF 
CoBoaader 
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ICS IPKUAUG USH ^ ^ L ^ 

2C2C07098 BK GOVT PDB V WASHINGTON DC Q3-06 NFT 

FKS hR AND MRS ,G^/<GE^R PRESSMAN REPORT PL Y DONT DLR BTWN lOPfl A6AM 



STP.ETERSBURG FLA 

1 REFER TO MY TELEGRAM OF 25 FEB 1975 CONCERNING YOUR SON 

the OVERSEAS COMMANDER HAS ADVISED US THAT THE SITE 

OF THE CRASH IS STILL CONSIDERED HOSTILE. THEREFORE, NO 

^RTHER AHEMPTS TO SEARCH AND RECOVER REMAINS WILL BE MADE AT THIS 

time, please be assured that I WILL KEEP YOU ADVISED AS FURTHER 

INFORMATION BECOMES AVAILABLE MY CONTINUED SYMPATHY IS EXTENDED 

TO YOU IN YOUR GREAT LOSS. ■ 

R L THASK CHIEF MORTUARY BRANCH HQ USAF 
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Hr. and “rs, George R. Cressman 

1821 2nd Avenue North 

St. Pecereburg, Florida 3370^. 

Dear Hr, and Mr» .. Creiiman 

I a/e writing to you to provide a detailed aunmary of all the clrcumstancea 
lurroundlng the death of your aon, Serjeant Peter R. Cresiman. Uhlla I do 
not have any new Information, I would like to review the circumstances In 
more detail for you, and to explain more fully the reasons for the doclalon 
to declare your aon killed In action. 

On U February 1973, Pater was a crew member of an EC>47 aircraft on an oper- 
ational mlailon over Laos. The aircraft departed Ubon Airfield at approxi- 
mately 11:05 PM (local), February 1973. At approximately 1:25 AM on 5 
February, the aircraft reported observing ground fire, and at 1:30 AM 
reported operations normal. This was the lest contact that was made with 
the aircraft. After several attempts to establish contact failed, search 
and reaene efforts were put into effect at 6:00 AH (first light) on 5 
February'. The search Included a continuing visual and coaiminlcaClons search 
In addition to numerous photographic reconnaissance flights. 

On 7 February 1973 a crash site was discovered, which through photo Inter- 
pretation was determined to be your son's aircraft. A helicopter then. took 
a pararescue team to the site and hovered while the team vis lowered to 
examine the wreckaga. The aircraft was almost totally destroyed. Tha entire 
fuselage was badly burned, and equipment In the aft part of the fuselage was 
completely melted. _ The aircraft had. lnq>acted upside down and there were no 
_ sky marks. Both wing dps ware broken off, and ware located some dlsCAnce 
from the aircraft. The hkllcoptcr and- the telsm remained In tha area until 
forced to depart due to running low on fuel. The remains of one crew member 
were recovered and later Identified as those of the co-pilot; no ocher remains 
were recovered. Due to the fact that Che aircraft crashed In an extremely 
hostile area, no other search and rsscue teams have been scheduled to go into 
Che area. Your aon was originally carried as missing In action until a review 
could be made of the facts and circumstances surrounding the Incident. After 
a thorough review, it woa determined that there were no suni’lvors. Based on 
this, your son's status via changed to killed In action on 22 February 1973. 

Tha aevarlty of the crash, the total destruction of the aircraft, tha Incense 
fire, and many ocher factors were considered before wc regretfully raachaJ 
this decision. Also of Inportanca was the fact that no emergency radio 
beepers were aver heard from any member of the crew, and no parachutes were 


♦ * 


* I 
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When the current intense hostility In the area subsides, hopefully ocher 
teams will be sent in. Please bo assured that you will be notified 

Inadlatcly of any new findings. If I may be of further assistance, or 
If you feel that there is some point you would Ilka to have erplalned In 
more detail, pleasa do not haaltata to contact am. 

Sincerely ■ 



T : k, RUMPiOEYS, ulonel, IraAF 
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Mr. & Mrs. George R. Crasiman 
1621 2Dd Avenue North 
St. Petersburg, PI 33704 

■ 1 7 APR 1973 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Craseman 

Thank you for the appreciation you expressed In your letter of 18 March. 

1 eant you a letter on 7 April providing you additional information 
regarding the decision to change your son's status. A similar letter 
was sent to the next of kin of each of the seven crew mambera whose status 
was changed. 

As I mentioned In aiy previous latter to you, only one Identifiable set of 
remains was found, chat of tho co-plloc, l.loutananc Bemherdc, Parts of 
threo and possibly four add Iclonsl bodies were found but none were Iden- 
tifiable due to Che fire end ecate of dacompoalclon. The aeareh team 
did ant recover any personal Lusa Identifiable with your son, or any 
of tho other eravnen, axcloding Lleutananc Bemherdc. As I ralacad In 
sty lactara to you, tho elrcreft cams to rest upside down and tha fire 
within the wreckage waa extremely Incense, badly burning the futelage 
and Belting much of the equipment Inelda the aircraft. 

Tha tonr man parareacua team Chet vlaltad tha site was on the ground for 
forty minutes at the craeh site, computed from the lowering of the first 
nan to tha return of the fourth un to tha helicopter. The dutlaa of tho 
team vara threefold and In tha following priority: pick up eurvlvora, 
deacroy elaaslflcd equipment, and recover remains. The flrac two men 
lowered ware eonauncly checking the perimeter of the crash site for 
nnfrlendlT persona while the remaining two carried one their ecslgned 
dutlaa. The fact that tha airp line was upside down, Che sekare fire, 
and the llmltsd time to investlgita, precluded a more thorough search 
of the wreckaga. Ua anticipate that further visits will be made to the 
crash alto lomeclma In the future. 

A Joint Casualty Resolution Center has been established tt Hakhon Phenom 
Royel Thai Air Force Base In Horthesetem Thellend. The purpose of this 
center Is to visit each crash site end invoaclgete all icpects of each 
crash. Peter's crash sits will probably be one of the first they will 
visit. Bowevar, this cannot ba done until an agreement can be reached 
with tha country Involved (Lena) and hoscllltloa eoase. Hopefully, whan 
thaaa visits can taka place, more Information will become available. I 
aesnra you that any additional facts will ba provided to you as thty 
become known. 

Again, I offer you wy deopost lyapechy, sod I rann my offer to you to 
contact me for aoy additional leformaclon. 

SlneanlT 

f. A. nmraSTS, Colonol, USA? 

Cmmmwdrnt 
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Hr, and Mra. Gaorga R. Cratanan 1 S FFB 1Q7^ 

IS21 2n(l Avaaua North X«rCD| 3 /J 

SC. Pataraburg, Florida 33704 

Do.ar Hr. and Mri. Craaaiun 

It la vlth ragrac that 1 Infon you that cha aaareh for your ton, Sargaanc 
Pacar K. Crataaun, haa baan taradnacad. I with to axpraaa wy parioncl 
tyapaChy and tha eoncam of our antlra wing.. 

The aerial and ground aaareh haa baan conducted eontlnuoualy alnee the clae 
of the craah and haa now been tenalnacad. After locating tha eraah alct, 
a helicopter waa dlapatchad to cha acana and a raaeua taaa war lowered to 
aaanlne the vraekaga. The aircraft vaa alnoat totally daatroyad. The taaai 
reported finding huaum raaalna Chat have baan poaltlvaly identified aa 
belonging to anothar craw aaaibar. After earaful eonaldaratlon Z feel that 
than la a poeatblllty that one or wra craw uaban could hava parachuted ' 
to aafaty, tharafon your aon will eontlnua to be earrlad In a alaalng atatua 
until a fl!nal dataradnatlon can be uada. 

Flaaae be aaaurad thait If any new Inforaatlon concerning your aon'a atatua 
la raealved, you will be notified Inadlataly. A detailed nport la being 
prapared at thla tlM. You will be advlaed of Ita eontanca by the Capualty 
Dlvltlon, Air Force Military Paraortnal Ceutar, Randolph. Air Force Beat, 

Taxaa, upon coagilatlon of tha nport. 

The adjuatMne to a loaa aueb aa youra cannot bo aiada without great diffi- 
culty, but I aarnaatly hope that thla axpraaalon oi^eoneant, which coaaa 
froai every aaaber of thla wing, will in aoM.aaall aaaiure help to aaae tha 
angulah you feel. 1 will alwaya conaldar It a privilege to provide any 
aaalatanca I can for you, 

Slncanly 


* 




t • 




• * 


?. A. HUMPHREYS, Lionel, USi 
Comander 


• • 
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1821' 2nd Avenue North 

Sc. Peter jOutg, Florldi 33704 


Dear Mr. and Mrs. Cresaman 

Since fflv latter o( 9 March 1973, I have peraonally dlacuaaed at great length 
Che aaareh and reacue effort aitoclatad with the lost of your son's aircraft. 
These dlscuaslons were held with cha comoandar of cha wing whole unit visited 
the crash site. I am oore firmly convinced chan ever, after our discuaalon, 
tnat the decision to change Petar's status vaa valid. 1 hope that tha Infor- 
mation which follows will allay any doubta or faara chac tha decision was pre- 
mature or without adaquaca bails • 


First of all, lac m ravlaw tha cowwnleatlon capability of cha aircraft. 
Because of Che distince from the neatest radar faclllt 7 , eba aircraft waa not 
being tracked by radar. Novsvar, as lodleaud In ly first latter to you the 
craw was naklog roucioe half hourly radio conuct and also reporting unuiual 
occurtancas. They wars also waloUlolng radio conuct with another aircraft 
flying In tha ganaral area. Tha last radio conuct was at 1:30 AH local, vbac 
they sMda routine conuct. Maabart of the craw had ready and lentdlaca accaaa 
CO various types of coaamleatlana aqulpeanc locacad within cha aircraft. 

Ulera High Praquaney (UHP), Vary High Ftaquancy (VHP), and High Fraquehey (HP) 
radio aqulpunc was In oparaelng eoodlcloa at Cha tlea of dapartura fron Uboo 
Airfield and waa In use during Cha flight. In addition, each waabar aboard 
tha aircraft carried survival radios pra-aat to opsrata on seargaoey frequency 
In the event of an unaxpaccad iltuatlon. All chat waa raqulrad was that they 
be swlcchad on. Tha Intanslva training of all flying ptcsonnal aakai It 
Inprobabla chac at least one of cha crew Mabers would noc have Iniclnctlvaly " 
cransulccad on one of cha many plteas of coewunicaclon aquloeant available. 

In cats of an amarganey, unlais thay vara all liMdlactly and cooplately 
Incaoacltacad. FUrchar, tha- aircraft eoanuolcaclon aqulpmanc could opsraca 
off tha aircraft bactarias In an aMrganey raxardlasa of the condition or 
oparaclon of tha anginas. 


Another consideration chac had a bearing on this daelslon Is Cha normal 
ooaraclng proeadures followad during flights of this nacurt. Tha Intamal 
V dailgn of tha aircraft, coupled with cha bulky aqulpmanc on board, cauiai 
iV X most ertwi to fly without wearing chair survival aqulpmanc while In flight. 

\ S Such aqulpmanc la cu^arioim, uncomforubla when worn for ixcendad parlodi 
* of clam, and, at tl«s, Interferes with thalr duties. The crewe are trained 
V to be able to put on the aquipeent and get reedy to laave tha aircraft lo 
' aooroxlnataly two mlnucai. Purthar, Pater ‘s flight waa oparaelng in aha 

early earning hours at an altltuda that would ncctfsluca tha axlt door being 
closed and locked In view of Cha cold cieparacura. Tharafora lo cate of an 
amar.;nncy It would alio take time Co unlock and open the door. Thest chlnge 
can ba done quickly If the airplane li flying icralghc and level, however, If 
it Is In a spin or diva, movaaant within the aircraft Is axcramely difficult. 
If cot lq)osilble. 
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Sinct no cofininloatlon contict tildi alrcrafc or any o£ th« crtu wai madt 
aftar 1:30 AH, It la a raaaonabla aiaumpclon that tha cauat of tha mlihap 
imiat hava baan of a cacaatrophlc natura. It vaa probably a direct hit fron 
antiaircraft fire which laaaidlatily atartad a fire In tha aircraft chut pra* 
eluding the Initiation of afMrgancy procadurai. Aaaunlng thla to ba the cata, 
tha craw would not have had tlait to retrieve lurvlval equipment, don It, and 
axle the aircraft aafaly. To further doeuhanc tha baalt of Jila declalon, 
the fact that the aircraft had approximately five hourt of fuel on board at 
the Clam of the craah, auic ba conildered. Since Che crew had tranamlcted 
a report that ground flra vat obiarvad five mlnucea prior to the lait contact, 
and tha loti of the aircraft appaara to ba Initantanaout, It can be logically 
aaanaad chat tha aircraft waa hit by ground flra and erupted Into Intinae flra 

Tha eeam which vlilted tha eraih alte had to operate quickly ilnce It vae In an 
axtraaaly hostlla area and waa aubjeet to attack from ground flra at any tlma. 

Tha axtandad dliunca from a friendly bate alio reduced the allouabla tine at 
the crash alec, due to the United fuel lupply available for tha return trip. 
Evidence wai axanlnad aa quickly aa poialble and team naabari were thoroughly 
dabrlefid and Inurrogated upon their return. The pararaieua taam did dlicovar 
threa and poealbly four bodlei or tha remains thareof, (only one of which could 
ba poiltlvcly Idantlflad) but tlma did not permit a thorough laarch of tha air* 
craft or dta crash alte for additional rtmalni. Fhotographi of tha alta Indicate 
that tha aircraft, In all probability. Initially Impacted In ona area and than 
conelnaad Its trajaetory, finally landing In an Invartsd poiltlon. The wreckage 
wu aettwn from the li^aet point to tha final raitlng ana, which alao prohibited 
tha nicna team from conducting a men intenilvm Invmatlgatlon. 

Ona of tha points aada In a latter 1 nealved from a naxt of kin was tha tnat- 
mant of tha lafornaclon concatnlng the crash by the news madia. Framaeun 
relaaia of Information to tha madia concerning Incidents of this natun could 
possibly endanger any axletlng avtvlven and thoia imrolvad In thalr raacue or 
Invaatlgatlon of tha crash alta. Once tha Information does beeosm public 
knouladge, tha tmcmant of ralaueabla Information by tha radio, TV and pnii 
la beyond our control. Aa In this case, such craatmanc can beeoma mla leading, 
eaualng undue anguish and grief to the next of kin. Admittedly, tha mlaslon 
of your son's aircraft was classified, which- undi to spur Intareit In a "spy 
plana" incident. Another poltfC made was that the lack of radio baapar contact 
could not ba constiucd aa evidence that there were noiurvlvort, sines to 
sstahllih contact could be risky and nnuarrantad In such a hostlla anvlfonaane. 
There Is a cartaln dagraa of validity to chat argument but It la also aubjaet 
Co considerable doubt. Operation of the radio baapar la aeeonpllihad by martly 
activating a awlech on the radio. It dose not require the downed crewman to 
calk or make any other movanent or noise. Since the beeper dees not give away 
Che crewman's location except to aircraft flying overhead, our craws are trained 
to asubllih beeper contact even In hoaclla environments. Although Che lack of 
contact la not ovarwhelmlot evidence of death. It, taken Into conildaraClon with 
all other avldanea, did hava a bearlog on the change of status. 

In my desire to provide all available information, 1 want to add some other leans 
of Information. The aircraft commandar waa a smaeoned veteran serving hla sacond 
Soetheaat Asia tour, tha mlsiloe was nee a special flight • It waa a routine 
flight, of a type flown day and night, without benefit of aacort aircraft. 
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Thasa flights are not escorted by fighter aircraft because of the dlffartnce 
Ln speed of the aircraft and also because Che presence of fighters sight sccracc 
undue accenclon. The next point concerns Che sesrch and rescue effort. This 
effort was scirted Igmedlately after It oeesme ippsrenc the aircraft wei la 
difficulty, Another aircraft flying In the area atnetad llicenlnj for esergancy 
radio signals, but none were ever heard. Since there was no contact and the 
exact crash s'lee could noc be precisely lociCed, Che search aircraft had to wait 
for deyllghc and hope for visual sighting. 

let DC sunMrIze by sceclng chat we did eeqiloy a certain aouunc of conjeecun 
in trying to vlauallze the events ai they cook place. However, we sada logical 
aiauoqicions baaed on all Che available facts and Inforauiclon. You say be easuced 
chat every facet of each piece, of Infarsaclan uai conaldired prior to arriving 
at the difficult declalon to change Peter's tcicus to killed In action. Coo* 
elusive evidence of death la not required for a eoeaender to arrive at luch e 
declalon. Existing arldence did warrant this decision, which is one of tha amt 
agonizing and difficult casks a cosoander ouat face. 

I an fully aware of the natural Instinct to rifuie acceptance of the death of a 
loved ona wichbuc phyilcal evidence. It li toy ilncereic hope chat I hava been 
luecesiful In alleviating your doubca and, to sooa degree, In making tha loti 
of your aon a little tailor to blac. Aa a final natter of Infomatlon, the 
ocher crew ominbera on cht alrcrafc wire Captain Caorqi R. Spit:, Aircraft 
Connandar; Flrat Lledcananc Robert C. Bernhardt, C6*PlloC; Second Lleucananc 
Sivero J, Prloin III, Co*Plloci Caotaln Arthur R. Bollinger, Navigator, Sargoaoc 
Dalt ilrandcnburg, Craw Hanbar; Strgaape Joaaph A. Hetojov, Craw Mesmer; and 
Staff Sarseanc Todd H. Helton, Crew Hanbar. 

In the event you deilre to cocnaunlcace with their next of kin, pltate forward 
a riqueac for nanai and addraiats to the Air Force Military Pirionnel Cancar, 
Attn; DPHSC, Randolph A.'’B, TX 76148. This Is required to protect Che rights 
and privacy of the Involved families. I again extend to you ny deepest lynpachy, 
and aik chat you contact am If chert are any ocher questions left unanswered. 

Sincerely 

eeic-r^~ 

P.A. HUMPHREYS, Colonel. USAf , 

Conoander 



SqB026(1100)(1-OO7505CO5U00J)PO 02 / 25/73 1057 ' A¥ /, j 

ICS IPMUAUG BSH . ’ 

ZCZC07008 BK USGOVT TOU ALEXANDRIA VIR 02-25 NFT 
PMS MR AND HRS GEORGE R CHESSMAN, DLR, OONT PHONE CHECK DLY 
CHGS ABOVE 150 (REPORT DELIVERY) DONT DLR BETWEEN 100M 
'••• AND 6 AM 1821 2ND AVE NORTH STPETERSBURG FLO 

IT WAS WITH DEEP REGRET THAT I LEARNED OF THE DEATH OF YOUR 
SON. MY DEEPEST SYMPATHY IS EXTENDED TO YOU IN YOUR GREAT 
LOSS. OVERSEA COMMANDER HAS ADVISED ME THAT REMAINS OF YOUR 
SON HAVE NOT BEEN RECOVERED. I APPRRCIATE ANXIETY YOU ARE 
EXPERIENCING AND REGRET THAT MORE FAVORABLE INFORMATION 
CANNOT BE FURNISHED YOU. PLEASE BE ASSURED THAT I WILL 
NOTIFY YOU IMMEDIATELY SHOULD HIS REMAINS BE RECOVERED 
OR FURTHER INFORMATION BECOME AVAIUBLE. IF YOU HAVE ANY 
QUESTIONS PLEASE CALL AREA CODE 202 / 325-9550 BETWEEN 8100 
w-tnAHUND 4»00 PM, MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY. PLEASE TALK WHH MR. 

COURTNEY OR HRS. BALILES, MY SPECIAL ADVISERS ON MORTUARY 
AFFAIRS. 

^R L TRASK CHIEF (MORTUARY BRANCH) HQ USAF 
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CRESSfVVN, Peter Richard, FRUB-ti-S^eS, Sgt, Regular, USAF - Det 3, 699(. Sccy Sq, APO 


Southern L«oe 
S Feb 73 ♦ 

Killed In Action (Airborne Morse Syitems Operator) 



Mr George R Creiemen 
Mrs Evelyn R Cresenan 


1821 2nd Ave N, St Petersburg FL 3370A £ather(l,2,3) 

eane mother 




Unknown - LB 2 • Hackeneeck NJ 


9!Ihii individual is held Co have been aiaelni In action from 3 Fab 73 to (22 Feb 73 J 
the dace of receipt of evidence in HQ USAF,' that the above named person louTd-not 
have survived. The provisions of Title 37, USC, ScctlPni 351*538 ere considered 
applicable. 

**Hoeclle Pay; Yea 

DATE PCS SEA TOUR COMMENCED: 21 Jun 72 









538 


Office of the CMi^f of Staff 
United States Air Force 

WASHINGTON 


M*rch 6, 1973 


My dear Mr. and Mrs. Cressman: 

We of the Air Force share your sorrow in 
the death of Sergeant Peter R. Cressman. 

Your son was held^in high regard by his asso- 
ciates for his willingness to accept responsibilities, 
and the excellent manner in which he completed 
assignments. I hope you will find comfort from the_ 
memory of his faithful service for his country. 

Please accept my deepest sympathy. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. and Mrs. George R. Cressman 
1821 Second Avenue, North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 
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HR AKD HRS GEORGE R. CRESSMAN 
1B21 > 2ND AVENUE NORTH 
ST PETERSBURG, FL 337W 


REFERENCE MY PREVIOUS C0>«UNICATI0N CONCERNING THE HISSING 
STATUS OF YOUR SON, SCT PETER R. CRESSMAN; IT IS WITH DEEP 
^ j REGRET THAT 1 OFFiCUaY INFORM YOU OF HIS DEATH. HE MAS 
^ KILLED IN ACTION IN LAOS ON 5 FEBRUARY 1973 AS THE RESULT OF 
/ INJURIES RECEIVED IN THE AIRCRAFT INCIDENT PREVIOUSLY RE- 

PORTED TO YOU. THE INFORMATION MADE AVAILABLE TO HIS COMMANDER 
BY MEMBERS OF THE SEARCH TEAM CONCLUSIVELY EStABUSHED THAT 
YOUR SON COULD NOT HAVE SURVIVED THE INCIDEMr, YOUR SON'S 
COMMANDER MILL MUTE YOU A LETTER COHTAIHIHC AU THE KNOWN 
CIRCmSiANCES CONCERNING HIS DEATH. AS YH HIS REMAINS HAVE 
NOT Ban RECOVERED. THE MORTUARY BRANCH, HQ USAF, UASHINCTON, 
D.C. WILL COMMUNICATE WITH YOU CONCERNING THIS MATTER. IF 
YOU HAVE QUESTIONS YOU MAY CONTACT MY PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
TOLL FREE BY DUUNC 1-8O0.331-5J01. PLEASE ACCEPT MY SINCERE 

sympathy. 


MAJOR GENERAL K.L. TRUMAN 

ASSISTANT DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF, PERSOHNU, MILITARY PERSONNa 
HQ U.S. AIR FORCE 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 28, 1973 


Dear Mr. and Mrs. Cressman: 

I have learned with great sadness of the death 
of your son, Sergeant Peter R. Cressman. 

All America shares your loss, and the deepest 
sympathies of our fellow citizens will forever 
honor your son's profound sacrifice. 

Mrs. Nixon and I want you to know that you 
and your loved ones are in our thoughts and 
in our hearts. "We pray that the eternal 
respect your son has so tragically earned . 
will sustain and comfort you in the days ahead. 


Sincerely, 



Mr. and Mrs. George R. Cressman 
1821 Second Avenue, North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33713 
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DLI'AHBILNTOF Till; air FOHCt 

MIAOOU.KtcRl iTM T.CIIC*!. flCMflR WNO iK 
«ro IAN ru.MCisco *ub. 


24 FEB 1973 

Mr. and Mrs. George R. Cressman 

1321 2nd Avenue North 

St. Petersburg, Florida 3370A 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Creeiman 

It is with deep regret that I write you concerning the death of your son, 
Sergeant Peter R. Cressman. His tragic loss on 5 February 1973 brought 
sorrow to all of us. Please accept ny deepest sympathy, 

A careful review of all available feces has been made and there la no 
reasonable doubt that there were no survivors. Due to the severity of 
the crash, the apparent total destruction of the aircraft, the Intense 
fire, and the fact that no contact of any kind was established with any 
member of the crew, the decision was made to declare your son killed in 
action. 

Peter's dedication and service to his country were In the highest tradl* 
cion of the United States Air Force. I am proud to have been associated 
with him and 1 Join the men of this wing In expressing our deepest sym- 
pathy for his loss. Plaase ba ataured that 1 am ready to assist you in 
any way I can during this time of sorrow. 

Sincerely 

F. A. HUfMPHREYS, Colonel, USAF 
Commander 
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Telegram 


5QBl00(lUi46K1-020555C041»)PD 02/15/75 
ICS IPWSN7B 3NT 

2CZC 02006 XVQOVT KSC RANDOLPH AFB TEX «9 02-15 1252P CST 
PMS MR AND MRS GEORGE fr CRESSMAN DLY I.JO DLR 00' NOT PHONE 

1E21 2ND AVENUE NORTH . .. ' 

ST PETERSBURG FLO 5570 5 " ' 

REFERENCE PREVIOUS COMMUNICATION CONCERNING THE MISSING IN ACTION 
STATUS OF^YOUR SON, SERGEANT PETER fi CRESSMAN, 

THE HUMAN REMAINS FOUND IN THE AREA WHERE YOUR SONS AIRCRAFT 
CRASHED HAS BEEN IDENTIFIED AS BEING ONE OF THE CREWMEMBERS ABOARD TH ' 
AT 

aircraft this individuals status has been changed to KIUEO in " ■ 

ACTION AND HIS FAMILY HAS BEEN NOTIFIED. WE WILL CONTINUE TO KEEP YOU 
INFORMED OF ANY INFORMATION RECEIVED CONCERNING THIS INCIDENT. 

AGAIN, PLEASE ACCEPT NY SINCERE SYMPATHY DURING THIS PERIOD OF 
ANXIETY. 


MAJOR GENERAL K, L. TALLMAN ASSISTANT DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF, v 
PERSONNEL, MILITARY PERSONNEL HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 


I 
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UNCLASSIFIED E F T 0 


0 P 1107042 FEB Vi 
Fy. BCSCP .L'EON AFLD THAI 
TO Rl'EFHQA/CSAF/LCSKC 
. AFHPC/RAIIpOLPH AFS TK/DPMSC 
696DAI1SO/KELLY AFE TLX/DP>;S 
C1NCPACAF/HICHA>; AFB HI/DPSP 
fSAFSS/SA.V ANTONIO TLX/PPSP 
USAFSSPAC /WHEELER AFB HI/DPSP 
56CSCP/1,’KP APRT THAI/DPMS 
. 13AF/CLARK AB PI/DPSP 
7/13AF/UDOR.N AFLD THAI /CD 
COMUSMACV/DP/JPRC 
USA MORTUARY /SAIGON R\Tt/JCCR08 
AFAFC /DENVER COLO /MPEG 
BT 

UNCLAS E F T 0 FOUO DPNS 

SUBJECT: CASUALTY' REPORT, COMPLETE CONTINUED MISSING REPORT. 
REF MY DPMS 0506382 FEB 73 AND 56CSGP DPMS 101119Z FEB 73. 

A. CRESSMAN REPEAT CRESSMAN, PETER RICHARD. 

B. SERGEANT. 

PAGE 2 RUMORUA2430 L'NCUS E F T 0 

C. 148-46-5985 REPEAT 148-46-5985. REGUUR AIR FORCE. 

G. EC -47 (BARON 52) LEH UBON AFID, THAILANT) ON AN OPERATIONAL 
OVER UOS. DEPARTURE TIME WAS 1605 ZULU, 4 FEB 73. AIRCRAFT 
LOST RADIO CONTACT AT IE30 ZULU. LAST RADAR CONTACT WAS 1840 
2L1U. ESTI.MATED FUEL L'DIAUSTION TIME IS 0005 ZULU 5 FEB 73 
A.\D ARE CONTINUING. REASONS FOR CONTINUING MISSING STATL'S:- 
ALTHOUGH THE AIRCRAFT WRECKAGE HAS BEEN FOL-XD NOT ALL_OF THE 
BODIES WERE FOUND, A.'CD NONE WERE IDEKTIHED THE COM>UNDER - 

I.^KEDIATE UNaASSIFIED E F T 0 


FEE.S THAT THERE IS A CHANCE THAT ONE OR MORE OF THE CREW- 
MEiaERS COLID HAVE B.XILED OUT AND LA.\’DED SAFELY ON THE GROLDvD. 
THEREFORE, IN ACCORO.ANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF AFM 30-4, PARA 
2-1 OB, THERE IS NOT CONCLUSIVE EVIDENCE OF DEATH. AF FM 484 
WILL BE SUBMITTED ON 13 FEB 73. 

BT 


(Note: Retyped by M. Kamauoha/HQ JCRC on 27 HAY 88. Original Illegible 
when copied.) 
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R 162136Z MAR 73 

FM CINCPAC CP SMITH HI 

INFO COMUSSAG/7AF (JCMC) NKP THAI 

R 2 MAR 73 

FM USAF— PAC WHEELER AFB HAWAII 
TO RUH— -A/CINCPAC CAMP SMITH HI J2 J3 
RU— A-A/CINCPACAF HICKAM AFB HI IN DO 
BT . 

SUBJ: EC-47 LOSS ON 5 FEB 73 (U) 

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE, SUBJ AS ABOVE, ■ 
INFO: QUOTE: 

R072030Z MAR 73 

FM USAF -B KELLY AFB TEX 


TO /CSAF WASH DC INV 

INFO /USAFSS-AG WHEELER AFB HAWAII 

RU /69943CTySQ NKP RTAFB THAI 

RU /deT 3 69948CTYSQ UBON RTAFB THAI 


SUBJ: EC-47 LOSS ON 5 FEB 73 (-) 

1. THE EC-47 DOWNED FROM UNKNOWN CAUSE ON 5 FEB 73 RESULTED IN THE 
LOSS OF EIGHT CREWMEMBERS. ON 9 FEB 73 A TEAM CONSISTING OF 3 PJ'S 
AND ONE INDIVIDUAL FROM THE 6994TK SCTY SQ NKP WERE AIRLIFTED INTO 
LAOS TO INVESTIGATE THE CRASH SITE. THREE BODIES HERE FOUND. ONLY 

. ONE CO-PILOT WAS IDENTIFIED. A POSSIBLE 4TH BODY WAS OBSERVED, IN 
THE OPINION OF THOSE WHO VIEWED THE WRECKAGE. THE CABIN SECTION WAS 
APPARENTLY SUBJECTED TO INTENSE FIRE. AS THEY STATED ALL EQUIPMENT 
AND BODIES HAD COMPLETELY BURNED, ALTHOUGH REMAINS OF POSSIBLY 
THREE BODIES WERE SEEN. THERE WAS NO SIFTING OF DEBRIS TO DETERMINE 
IF EVIDENCE EXISTED TO CONFIRM STATUS OF THOSE PERSONNEL IN CARGO 
COMPARTMENT OF THE AIRCRAFT. 

2. SINCE NO PRESENT EVIDENCE POSITIVELY CONFIRMS DEATH OF REMAINING 
5 CREWMEMBERS, THE POSSIBILITY THAT THEY WERE ABLE TO BAIL OUT DOES 
EXIST, ALTHOUGH, NO BEEPERS OR OTHER TRMJSMISSIONS WERE NOTED ON 

- GUARD. TO SUPPORT THIS THEORY, THE FOLLOWINCT SECRET NOFORN (NEED TO _ 
KNOW) RELEASE TO THE COMMANDER, 8TFW ON 27 FEB 73 QUOTE: l.~ ACCORDING 
TO A RELIABLE SOURCE, THE ENEMY WAS MOVING FOUR PRISONERS ON TRUCKS 
NORTHWARD ALONG ROUTE 914 IN LAOS ON 5 FEB 73. THIS SOURCE REPORTED 
THEY MAY HAVE BEEN ENROUTE TO A STAGING AREA IN UOS JUST WEST OF 
THE DM2. 2. IT IS SPECULATED BY JQ USAFSS THAT THESE PRISONERS MAY 
HAVE BEEN CREWMEMBERS OF BARON 52, A 56SOW EC-47 AIRCRAFT WHICH 
CRASHED IN LAOS ON 5 FEB 73. THIS SPECULATION, ADMITTEDLY TENUOUS, 

IS BASED ON THE FACT THAT THESE PRISONERS J4ERE REPORTED TO BE IN AN 
AREA SOME SIXTY-FIVE NAUTICAL MILES FROM THE BARON 52 CRASH SITE. 
DEPENDING ON THE FLIGHT PATH OF BARON 52, AS WELL AS PREVAILING 
WINDS THAT DAY IT IS POSSIBLE SOME CREWMEMBERS COULD HAVE BAILED 
OUT NORTH OF THE CRASH SITE POSITION AND COULD POSSIBLY HAVE BEEN 
CARRIED EVEN FURTHER NORTH DURING DESCENT. FURTHERMORE, SINCE THESE 
PRISONERS WERE REPORTEDLY BEING TRANSFERRED BY TRUCKS, IT IS NOT 
INCONCEIVABLE THAT THEY COULD HAVE BEEN SOME SIXTY-FIVE NAUTICAL 
MILES FROM THE CRASH SITE THE SAME DAY THAT BARON 52 CRASHED. 

UNQUOTE. THE 8 TFW CO APPRECIATED THE INFORMATION ALTHOUGH HE 
CONSIDERED IT VERY TENUOUS. AS YOU CAN SEE, THERE IS CAUSE FOR 
SPECULATION CONCERNING THE STATUS OF MISSING CREWMEMBERS. 


Paga 1 OF 2 
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3 PROVIDING TERMS OF THE LAOTION CEASE FIRE PER^•.1T ENTRY OF U.S. 
personnel into LAOS FOR CRASH SITE INVESTIGATION, IT IS REQUESTED 
THAT THIS PARTICULAR SITE BE AMONG THE FIRST TO BE INVESTIGATED.* 
A SIFTING AND ANALYSIS OF DEBRIS IN THE CARGO COMPARTMENT SHOULD 
provide THE EVIDENCE NECESSARY TO CONFIRM THE FATE OF REMAINING 
BARON 52 CREWMEMBERS. UNQUOTE 
— S 31 DEC — r- 
BT 

1(4372 




(NOTE: This ii a retype of original document which is barely 
readable as of this date, 9 July 1987. All hyphens (-) 
in the address and ending of message depict a number or 
letter which is unreadable. Original message was clas- 
sified but has since been downgraded to UNCLASSIFIED 
by authority of YNl Russell of GDS 79 on 28 OCT 81.) 
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SAf L'LI/:li’iJ POl<'i:LL/5736I/tietty/Mflr 23 


uLoC rx. Wlfinall ; ... 

On behalf of toe Director, Le^jlslative Liai:ion, this ia 
in reply to your inquiry of /arch 5 concerning Sergeant Peter 
L. Cresauian Who was reported Kllloa in action, riia parents, 

.•ir. and ”rs. Oeorye i>.. CresctiAn, contacted you in this regard. 

Mr. and Mrs. CresanAn were porsonilly notified by an Air 
1 orce officer on February 5 that their aon was reported nisaiijg 
iu action Ir. Laou. Search progress reports ware provided to 
tnoc on February S and Itt. on February 13, they were informed 
ti)at huaaa remains found in tha area where tJieir son's aircraft 
crasned were idantifibd as or.a of the craw meeJL^ra and his 
faclly. had bean notifiec of liis death. Mr. and Mrs. Cressnan 
were advised tiiat they would be kept informed of any Inforta- 
U.o« rocolved concerning the incident Involving their son. An 
;.ir Force officer personally notified tnem on rc-bruary 22 that 
bergeant Cresstiac was declared killed in action on Fobruar/ 5 
as tie result of Injuries sustained in the aircraft incident ’ 
previously reported to them. Tiiu lnfor.aation inade available 
tennis cousandor by aembars of the seaxc.h team co.tclusively 
ustanlished that their son could not have suri'ived the inci- 
t-unt. They wi«re provided tie telephone r.uitbar of the Air 
rorce Casualty Division in thu event tncy nad questions, but" 
they jiave not contacted that office since tiey were notified 
or tneir son 's_ death. ' ~ 

Tne oversea cocaander se.nt a letter to r:r. and hrs . 
Crosatian on vare.h 9 providing tbeu with all known facts sur- 
rounarng t.e death of their son. A copy of that letter is 
attac.hea for your infomatioo. 

Please assure .Mr. and Mrs. Creisaan that if thare had 
been any oouot tiiat tJiclr son could have survivec, they would 
not have been notifioa of hi. death. In the event there ia 
any forthcondng Inioraation concerning his remains, tiiey will 
be contacted by tiic appropriate ,\ir Force official. 


AFDP.MSC 
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We Wish to extend our oeupost synipethy to i-x. and Mrs. 
CreasBian in the loss they have sustained and want to thank you 
for your interest. 

Sincaroly, 

H. j. ANDERSEN, C.l.«.|, USA|f 
CongrcMlon*! Ini^uiry DiviiioA 
OHici of L*gi,Ui;„ 


honorable Wllllaa 0. Widnall 
hooso of Representatives 


Attaches nt 


2 


548 



Dear Mr. Nidnall: 

On bthalf of the Director, Legislative Llaiaon, this is 
in reply to your inquiry of March 5 concerning Sergeant Peter 
R. Creaenan who vaa reported killed in action. Hia parents, 

Mr. and Mra. George R. Creaaman, contacted you in this regard. 

Mr. and Mrs. CreaasiaLn were personally notified by an Air 
Porce officer on February 5 that their son was reported missing 
in action in Laos. Search progress reports were provided to 
them on February 8 and 10. On February 13, they were informed 
that human ranaina found in the area where their son's aircraft 
crashed wore identified as one of the crew members and his 
family had been notified of his death. Mr. and Mrs. Crassnan 
were advised that they would be kept Informed of any informa- 
tion received concerning the incident Involving their son. An 
Air Force officer personally notified them on February 22 that 
Sergeant Crsssnan was declared killed in action on February 5 
as the result of injuries sustained in the aircraft Incident 
previously reported to then. The information made available 
to his connander by members of the search team conclusively 
established that their son could not have survived the inci- 
dent. They were provided the telephone number of the Air - 
Force Casualty Division in the event they had- questions , but 
they have not contacted that~office since they were notified 
of their son's deeth. 

The oversea commander cent a letter to Mr. and Mrs. 
Creesraan on March 9 providing then with all known facts sur- 
rounding the death of their son. A copy of that letter is 
attached for your Information. 

Please assure Mr. end Mrs. Cressman that If there had 
been any doubt that their son could have survived, they would 
not have beer, notified of hia death. In the event there le 
any forthcoming Information concerning hia remains, they will 
be conUcted by the appropriate Air Force official. 

We wish to extend our deopeet aympathy to Hr. and Mrs. 
Crasenan in the lose t.hey have euatainad and want to thank you 
for your intereet. 

Sincerely, 

H. J. AMOGRSEN, C«U.r, USAP 

CwifmiiaiMl Inquiry Divitim 

OHica LafitUlivt Litiian 
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Congress o( tf)e ^niteb States 

^puse o( EeprestntiitibfS 
SHaspington, S.C. 20513 


Daar Mr. and Hra. Crweean: 

At chi rtquaic of Mr. Cril| Ltkatlo of tht 
Oakland Obiarvtt nsvipapar in sy district, I concactad 
our Air Force officiala for lafotaaclon roBtrdlni tha 
datth of your abn. 

I am ancloalng a copy of tbalr raply I havo 
racalvad today, to|sthtr with a copy of the lottar aant 
to you in thla mottar by your aon'a Ovorioaa Comandar. 

Hoping thla Information is oatlifaetory and 
uy 1 oxtand to you ey alnearett and noat baartfalt 
aympathy In tha loaa of your balovid aon. 




Hr. and Mra. Caorga K. Craaanon 
1821 2nd Avanua North 
St. Patarabucg, Florida, 33704 
Ene. 
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ui.i',\iasii:sToF TiiK .(iR lonci 


Hr*. Seven J. Prlan III 
U4S Klnbro Drive 
Baton Rouge, LA 70608 

Dear Mri. Prim 

Onea again, our Uttara have eroiead In the laatl. 1 raeolvail jour 2 April 
letter oo Monday, 9 April, after I had aaot you vf latter of 7 April. A 
aiailar latter to tba ona you receivad wae east to the next of kio of the 
other era* aaahera whoea rtaaina could not be located or Idantlfiad. My 
T^prll letter anawarad aany of Che quaaclooe you'have aekad, and in thla 
latter I aill covar the naaloing quaatlona you hava poead. 

The partial rawloa of rint Llaotananf Robert E. Barnhardc, the other 
co-pilot on. the craw, earn tha only onaa raeoairad and poacivaly idan- 
tifiad., Bla .aknll and toreo mta recovarad outaida the aircraft with 
Identification betas through dental racorda. Othar partial raMina 
leara found at tha craah alta but warn not parte vhlch could be Idontlflnd 
with an Indlaldnal or ncovored due to advanced decoopoaltlon. Tha 
raoalnlng aavan craw aeabara ware declared killed In action beaad on the 
circmatancaa cited in oy laat latter to you. They, aa vac your huaband, 
uere carrlod ■itclnf in action until that tiaa. Interrogation of the 
pararaaeoa tea* mnraalod that partial rcMlna dlaeovarad in tha aircraft 



Tha dutiea of tha pataraaeua teen Mobare wra .three fold and in the fol- 
lowing priority: pick up turvlvora; daetroy claaelfled equlpiaaot; and 
ncovar ranaint. Tiflo and relatad 'factora pravloualy dlacuaead with yon 
prevantad tha tea* fron bringing beck tha raMina of.thoae bodlae dlaeov- 
arad ocher than tboea of Llaucaunc Barnhardc. The four Mn raac&a teaa 
which vialtad tha craah alta epent approxlMCaly forty tiinutaa on the 
ground calculated frow lowering of tha flrat teaa Baaber to the reentry 
of the fourth aeabar beck into the halieopcer. During thla period of 
**** ***" *®R*t*ntly cheeking the parlaecer for hoatila 
paraona. The othar ware conducting their dullea. Other than the 
kiaaan rcMlna, than w«re no idantifiabla peraonal objecta diaeovend 
in tha area. Howavar, the lack of dog taga or other objecta la not proof 
tlMt oca or aora of the craw exited the elrcrafc eefely. The (Ire in the 
EC-47 wee of aueh Inteneity thet the entire fuielaga wea bedlv hurnad and 
aquipaanc aboard waa aclCed bayond recognition. It la therefora Illogical 
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to laaUM that objects thet normell;- could be used for Identification^ 
purpoeee would be recognlzeble . even to e trained I”"’ 

Let that the airplane wee upside down also hinmerod the Inveitlgitlon. 

; LLln c4!»tx/th. fot: that the tla. reacrlctlon lopo.Kl on the rea- 
cue and aearch effort aeveruly Halted the tnvepclgitlon. 

Ae I stated to you in ay letter of IJ February, I e.lncerely f.U et that 
tJ that there waa an outside poaalblllty that on. or -“"“L Solder 
oav have parachuted to lafaty. In the following weak, tha Hl^ Co^n^r 
of the unit whoa* parareacua teen vliitid the craah alte and I evalMt^ 
the poailbllitlii end facta aaaoclatcd with the J*** eHcratt end 

tha d"l.ion waa than Md. to change the at.tu, « kil ed in loo for .. .. 
the reaelnlng eeven dan who coaprlaed tha craw. Thla dacl^on waa not 
, concradictioa of the original dtcialon, but a change ba.wd on a chorongb 
and thoughtfnl analyaia of all avallabla inforiaclon. 

I diacuiaad tha radio beapera at langth lo ay aoac recent letter to you, 
but would llki to add that crew aa.bara in »it inatancaa caa •ct-vat. 
the baapata while daecaodlag by parachute, aftir aifely exUing tha air 
craft. They don't hava to wait until they am on tha ground and thua 
subject thaaaalvaa to tha poaalbillty of iioadlaca . 

flrat alarting friendly forcta of thalr approxlaate locatiw. The other 
friendly aircraft flying la tha area could J***"' 

■i-nala. Tha ama wham tha aircraft waa coaducclng the aiaalon la 
aoLuinoua and doaa conuln danaa Jungle, aa you atatad. Howamr, tha 
fact that no parachntaa warn alghtad doaa not nagata all tha other facta 
and avldanca 1 have dlfcuiead with you. 

A new davalopMnc la curmntly undaivay in Thailand, which My ih^ aom 
inforaacloB on the loaa of yonr huaband. A Joint Caaualty BaaoUtion 
imLTha. bMn a.tabUahadLt Hakhon PMn- Joy.l Thai Air ore. B.m 
in llortha.atam Thailand. The function of this Canter will be to vl.lt 
each craah alt. to Invaatigata all ..pace, of the wckaga. ““J 
aitt of your huab.nd'a alrcmft haa bMo Identified aa ona of tha flmt 
to be vialtad. Thla cannot ba aceoapllahad ontll agraaMnt ia machad 
with the cou«ry involved (Uoa) and hoatllltlaa ceaaa. Contrary to 
Vld,„taed opinion, auch of thamrriMry aurmundl^ the craah alt. , 
reaaina-axcraMly hoatila. I aeaura you that any addlclonal faetB aill 
be forwerded to yon aa they becoM known. 

Tour alBlla of att.aptlng to put tog. char a Jlg.aw pui.U la an 
eoaverlaon. Vt fit togathar tha plecei wa have and .ill in tha teat froa 
consldarad Judgwaint baaed on opamtloiul exporienca and kn^ oparaclng 
factors developed over tha yaari. A dtcialon auch at that In I*** «••• 
year huaband ia aede only after ewch aoul laatchlng exaalnetlon of all 
availablt infocoacion. 

A-iln, I crulv offer yon ay de.paac lyap.thy and atk thit ^ contact m 
for any additional ...iacaiu:.. 1 want to aa.um you thet it la ay .in- 
care daalm to allavlata your concern. 
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I toil * of I' ,j nore cf IncrrMS*- 
r •..# lO'St I'CWs. I>i« tc Urn Klfrrtxil of':’’ 
I froi Scutr. V;o'j«H, *-• UDf roll oX U» 


lC-- <r.j 4! a pn«r, cr-Kem of ichor hoicKjuwun. With W 
ro ivvnl w‘ .TO. « forces fro> STA, t.’tt prlmr/ mini of 
0 .1' k? ■■•f iTaii'Ki a.' coasci’lrc vitlationi fall tc the WJ-I*/ ' < 


! i-rfcr*'' Its first cor.nl 


C‘.-I •-•it) eieht »r. i'joar', 

'1 an* I'jG atnie-t. dadlo contact 


dr'<.;. C.i ■ /e-T-ar; t;».riun Vi.x, ,’6i8t raJ3 aiiista;ii 

:.Mrr.i .../5 -fflcer, aicripa-iic ■ t..* Jiil. Oreo:, '.elicrpter that 
parMc.ojic .1 tJv: SIR fff«.r*. T'C vrc: was fonn ilu ;io 

'ip''tr7»)t sirviv'jrs. TiJ koJLci .'f U e copilot, iLt Iboart 2. . 

. SondUri^, inj *.’« thirA p-Ift, 21‘. itwro J. M-te III, «trt . 
fouiul tad iioitlfimi in tnc .*:arrf{\ rrniLr.s cf ‘_.c alj'crift. T.a 
5'. rr rrtwcv«ri were i'cl.c^'e c; :is.>rxi To fire Uiai ro- 
s- iTh fro .1 u« crash. List* .as -licalh.! in acti.n oer* the 
•ilrcrif' ccr-aa er, Capt O^orT .t. 3plT, to nSTif^ur, Capt 
Ar-- .1. ’.aUl-i;;ir, arv '..e rs' -> cpcrsTrs froa tha 6*'ljth 
jerjri'./ S^aa^c.i, Jft Iiair 'Irsnic.-. r.-r', Sc^ PoUr n. Crisiaar., 


■froi^ HI story 

361^ Tws - 




KitStoP Kvtl of tt 
Hr\/C Wet/er beeo 'tolci'^'tS 


BERNHARDT 
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CP.-iS'X’;. reier f.. , SEjy 
DPI'-B/Ka,' SilverD'Jsh/S??' 


flWcu5/cs/2r Oc: 


Mr. and Mra. George R. Creaeman 
6962 - 62nil Averiue, North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33565 

Dear Hr. and Mra.' Creaainan 

Reference la made to Mra. CreasMn'c 

with a representative of this 5 Sep^rnbe. 1975 

concerning your aon, Sergeant Peter R. Creaaman. 

Ve have researched al l opaalblUtiee In 

locate a Photo of your aon 'a craah Bite and find that 

none eilata . 

If we may be of further aealatance to you, pleaae feel 
free to contact ua. 


ED SILVERBOSn, Major, DSAF 
Chief, ^Ue8lnE Persona 
Casualty Matters 

Asat DCS/Peraonnel for Pill Pers 


[-FE in KASltlF 

PEESCiraa RECORDS 

1 
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liiINT CASUALTY RLSuLUTION CENTER 

NAS i:Al:i;K!:S I'nlNT ilAWAlI i'l'.NiL' 


JCRC-CDD ' ' 

SUBJECT: Freedom of Information Request for Sergeant Peter R. Cressmar., 
USAf, 148-46-5985 



R.A. Cressroan 

c/o National Forget-Me-Not Association For 

Prisoners of War and Missing In Action Inc. 
P.O. Box #41023 
St. Petersburg, FI 33743 


1. The Joint Casualty Resolution Center has conducted a thorough search 
of its files for information pertaining to the subject ^dividual. All 
documents resulting from that search are attached to this letter. 


PHOTOS: 2 Facials 1 Aircraft 

MAP: L701563402 . 

Teletype Conversation United 

FM: MAC 36 United 

PCT: Crash Site Info United 

Narrative 

RPT: Intelligence Case File - Tra??, 

FM: Personal Auth Card ‘ ffiYrlL—- 

RPT: APEX BEaiNE 

hCG: 56SOiy NKP RIAFB THAI OaOSlOZFEB.o 


MSG: 40ARRS RCC NAXHON PHANOM RTAFB 

XEG: 8 CSC UBON AFLD THAI 

NEG: 56SOW NAKHON PHANOM RTAFB THAI 

XBG: 8 CSG UBC») AFLD THAI 

MSG: 8 CSG UBON AFLD THAI 

NEG: 4QARRS RCC NAKHON PHANOM RTAFB 

NBG: OLGB6960 ABSQ KELLY AFB H 

NBG: 40ARRS RCC NAKHON PHANOM RTAFB 

^BG: 40ARRS RCC NAKHON PHANCM RTAFB 

MSG: 40ARRS RCC NAKHON PHANCM RTAB 

MSG: CTG SEVEN SEVEN PT EIGHT 

FEG: 40ARRS RCC NAKHON PHANOM RTAFB 

NEG: 40ARRS RCC NAKHON PHANCM RTAFB 

MSG: 56CSG NKP APRT THAI 

hBG: 40ARRS RCC NAKHON PHANOM RTAFB 

RPT: SAR ACTIONS 

RPT: SARDAB 

RPT: SARDAB 

RPT: SARDAB 

FBG: 561H SERVICES SQ NAKHON PHANOM 
XBG: S5SOW NAKHON PHANOM RTAB THAI 
KEG: S6S0W NAKHON PHANOM RTAB THAI 


THAILAND 

0S06002FEB73 
050654 ZFEB73 
050015ZFEB7j 
0S0635ZFB73 
050658ZFEB75 

THAI 

0S1205ZFEB75 

05164SZFEB75 

THAI 

061205ZFEB75 

THAI 

071140ZFEB75 

THAI 

071201ZFEB73 

0715022FEB73 

THAI 

081140ZFEB73 

THAI 

091000ZFEB73 

091014ZFEB73 

THAI 

091320ZFEB73 

9 FEB 73 
Undated 

9 FEB 73 

27 FEB 73 

[ RTAB THAI 

100300ZFEB73 

100300ZFEB73 

100300ZFEB73 
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Josh Levin 
c/u Jnck Anilersun ' 
-KOI - 16tth-St; .v.tf, 
iV3 shine: on, U.C. 
20036 


Capt. Ray Vohden 
c/o MIA/POK Affairs 
The Peniafion 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Capi. Vohden: 

Persuant to ny request of last weeV, I would like to obtain information 
on the crash of’ an Air ForceEC-47 Q over Laos, the date of February 5. 1971. 

It is known that such an aircraft was shot down with eight persons aboard. 
These men were: Lt. Robert Bernhardt, E-4 Dale Bradenberg, E-4 Joseph 
Matejov, E-4 Peter Cressman-, Lt. Severe Pri.Tiiin, E-S Todd Melton, Capt. 
Arthur Bpllingcr.and Capt. George Spit:. The body of Lt. Bernhardt 
was returned to the U.S. All men were declared dead. 

It has come to my attention that as oany as six men were known to be 
captured, or at the very least not definitely dead. This fact has not 

been released publicly up until now. , 

I would like to obtain a detailed account of the circuastanto LcmhJ :;ir 
move to declare these men dead, and inforaation about the kr.own stat'us of 
these men at the tine of the crash. Infomation concemin; how U.S. d*u 
on these men was obtained (e.g. intercepts) would be appreciated as well. 

Please do all you can to assist me in my. research. 

Thank you very' much. 

Sincerely yours. 

Josh Levin 
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CPJESSM/iN, Peter R. , Sgt, FR149-46-5985 
MPCCD/Mr. Rowlett/2816/4 Aug 7B/lp 


3 AUG 1978 


Mr. and Mrs. George R. Cressnan 
6982 62nd Avenue, North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33565 


Dear Mr. and Mrs. Creasman 


The attached statement was released by the Department of 
Defense as the result of a press Inquiry concerning the 
loss of the aircraft on which your son. Sergeant Peter R, 
Cressman, was a crew member. 1 read this statement to 
Mrs. Cressman by telephone on 28 July 197B. Nothing 
contained in the press release change® the Air Force's 
position concerning the status of the crew members. 


A map plnpointipg the area of «>e aash site of the ait- 
craft, as requested by your son, is being forwarded to 


1 itnAAT Renarate cover. 


If you have any questions concerning this matter, please 
let us know. 


Sincerely 

Bictw:. 

THEODORE E.“ BROM, JR., Major, USAF 1 Atch 
Chief, Missing Persons Press Release 

Casualty Matters 
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fin Air Force EC-47 aircraft departed Ubon Airfield, 

Thailand, on an operational mission over Laos at approximately 
11:05 PM (local time) on February 4, 1973. It carried an 
eight man crew. At approximately 1:25 AM on February 5th, 
the aircraft reported observing ground fire and at 1:30 AM 
reported operations normal. This was the last contact 
made with the aircraft. No emergemcy signals or automatic 
beeper signals were ever heard. After several attempts 
to establish contact failed, search and rescue efforts were 
begun at 6:00 AM (first light) on February 5th. 

On February 7, 1973, the crash site was discovered. 

A pararescue team was lowered by hoist from a hoverina helicopter 
on 9 February to search for survivors. The team reported 
that the aircraft was almost totally destroyed. The fuselage 
was gutted by what appeared to have been an extremely intense 
fire and everything in the fuselage was reduced to ashes 
or melted. The aircraft had impacted upside down and there 
were no skid marks. Both wing tips had broken off and were 
located some distance from the aircraft. The team found 
no survivors, but found remains of three to four crew members. 

The area was considered very hostile and the rescue team's 
time on the ground was limited by available fuel in' the 
hovering helicopter. The team recovered the identifiable 
remains and left the crash site when the helicopter's remaining 
fuel supply necessitated departure. 

The remains recovered were later identified as those 
of the first co-pilot. 

The field commander's decision to declare the crew to 
be dead was made on February 22, 1973. His decision was 
based on the circumstances of the-loss anf the report on 
the condition of the aircraft made by the rescue team. 

Although the aircraft was equipped with Ultra High' Frequencv, 

Very High Frequency and High Frequency radio, no distress 
call was received. Each crew Member carried a survival 
radio preset to operate on emergemcy frequency, but none 
were activated at the time of the crash. Most crews flew 
without wearing their survival equipment. In an emergency. 

It would have been necessary to don the equipment and open 
the exit door, actions which are made difficult if the plane 
has been hit and is not in level flight. When the aircraft 
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was found, it was almost totally destroyed. The chances 
of survival were extremely remote. 

Shortly, after the loss of this aircraft, an intelligence 
source that may not be further identified repotted that 
enemy forces were transporting four captured men who may 
hS^bUr, *,.etlc.n pilots about 65 klloijetars fio» he crasb 
site. However, no identity or nationality was specified.^ 

It is not possible to determine whether or not that repo r. 
pertained to crew members of the EC-47 aircraft lost on 
February 5,. 1973. No further intelligence reports of any 
kind were received as to the location or disposition of 
the four captured men mentioned in the Intelligence report. 
The names of the seven crew members whose bodies were not 
recovered were included on lists provided to the Vietnamese 
in Hay 73, Juhe 74 and April 75 and lists 
Lao in July 1973 and June, October and November 1974i 
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Good I'.crr. inr, Anor-I ca ',','JLA-7V 

MC :.'er-orK ■ 

AuQus-r 3, 1976 7:C0 AM’ i.’asfi 1 ngron , D.C 

M i s i n f orr.aT i on 


JACK AIIDEP.SOU: The Peris egreenenT ending the Vletnan 
War was signed in January 1973. Two weeks later, on February 
5tn, 1973, a spy plana flew over Laos. It was brought down ty 
ground fire, '..‘ell, 17 days later, the olgnt-nan crew was de- 


liow ny staff has 
crew probab I y sur vi ved . P 
days efter tno cresn, yet 
of these ner. that their lo 

An Anericen pare 
only the retialns of the f i 
harct, wore identified. A 
which the Pentagon itself 
nen abt^t 65 K i I o.nb ten ,f r 



i 
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;•). Air Force I'.ancower anc Cersonnel Cence- 

PanQolpn Air Fores Base 
ATTN: Tens Schul:; 

Texas 78142 

'.'JRJCCT; Forwarding of Documents, P.e: tC-47 Aircraft Downed 
5 February 1073 

in response to your 2 Marcr, 197? telephonic request, the enclosed 
documents are provided for your retention. 


FOH THE DIRECTOR: 



1. DoD Information Chie^, PW/MIA Brancn 

Report as of Resources and 

5 Feb 73 Installations Division 


2. DoD Information Directorate for 

Report as of Intelligence Research 

5 Feb 73 

3. OoD Information 
Report as of 

0 17 Feb 73 

4 . OoO Information 
Reoon as of 

2 May 73 


t 
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‘^'^CEP.S CCNCcRV.Ji'-'’''^^ PN f-, , 

'«'"W W«AT TO Oo'^^ i/ '^IVE ^ 
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:5w;ied r.-i? crew 

1. HA'/E REVIEWED ALL AVAILABLE i'.TDRKATION CCfiCERMNG THE FOUR 

FJEr.S AND NO ADDITIONAL REFLECTIONS 

17, A, ‘UPLIFTING INFORMATIDN CONCERNING THE DISPOSITION OF THE FLIERS 
WERE REVEALED, FOR YOUR INFORfWTION AND CONSIDERATION THE 
FOLLOWING IS A RECAP ■ AND SOME OTHER OBSERVATIONS 

CONCERNING THIS SUBJECT. 

2, FOUR FLIERS. WHOSE NATIONALITY WAS NOT DISCLOSED, WERE LOCATED 
CN 5 FEE IN THE GENERAL AREA NORTH OF MOUNG NONG. 

THE FLIERS WERE TO BE TRANSFERRED 

FROM "AA." A PROBABLE REFERENCE TO KILOMETER MARKER AA ON ROUTE 91A 
(XD 49E25A 16-30N 106-25E;T0 "93." A PROBABLE REFERENCE TO 
KILOMETER MARKER 93 ON ROUTE 1022 (XD 549505, 16-43N 106-27E1, AND 
WERE APPARENTLY EN ROUTE TO WEST OF THE DH2 IN 

LAOS, TWO PERSONS WERE 

TO BE CONTACTED CONCERNING MOVEMENT OF THE ROWS AND IF PROBLEMS 
HERE ENCOUNTERED, HIGH HQS WAS TO BE NOTIFIED TO 

SUPPLY"WAYS AND MEANS" ( REFERENCES TO TRUCKS) TO HOVE THE 

FLIERS. SUFFICIENT WATER WAS TO BE GIVEN TO THE FLIERS. 


THERE HAD BEEN SOME DIFFICULTIES IN TRANSPORTING 
THE FLIERS AND ASKED TO 

SEE IF THESE PROBLEMS HAD BEEN RESOLVED SO MOVEMENT COULD CONTINUE. 

THE PERSON ALSO ASKED THAT HE BE NOTIFIED OF 

THEIR TIME OF DEPARTURE AS HE WAS WAITING FOR THEM. 


ALTHOUGH THE INITIAL LOCATION GIVEN 


65 KM FROM THE CRASH SITE IT IS POSSIBLE THAT AT LEAST PART OF THE 
CREW WERE ABLE TO BAIL OUT PRIOR TO THE CRASH AND THEREFORE COULD 
rAU BEEN CLOSER TO THIS POINT THAN THE CRASH SITE WHEN THEY WERE 
CAPTURED, further, SINCE VEHICLE TRANSPORTATION WAS INDICATED, 
RAPID HOVEMENT IS REASONABLE. IT IS POSSIBLE THAT THESE 4 FLIERS 
WERE PART OF THE CREW OF THE EC-47. 
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Enclosure 1 ' (U-56 ,093/OB-S ) 


HAfE REVIEV/tP, HUk nirCRWAnON CCNCERMNQTHE FOUR 

rLi;s.w 




although THE 1N)TUL LCCATJCN GIVEW 


Km FRCH the CRt\!H SITE IT |5 POSStai' that .t icai^T 
U«s ABLE tc m;, ,„r 
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Enclosure 2 (U-56,n93/0B-i) 


Hoaorttbla 7oha 0 Station 

Saoratarr of tba Air roroa ' 

Waablocton, D.C. >!U;J3Ci 

Daar Ur. Oaoratarrt ' • 

Thara art manr foreai irtthln mt nbleb prompt at to arlta to you. Tirttly I 
aa a Mootraad cltlzaa aad fatl that a wronj hat batn eommlttad whleb ihouid bo 
rigbtad. I aa aAio a Ratlrad ati^ offlctr, a Oroduota of the United ntatii UUUor; 
Aotdas;, tad baaot port of the yaaUy of thott who atm. iDca youratif , the Inttrtat 
Of our country in a nliltary faihloa. But, prlntrlly, thla latter la bolM arlttan 
aa a parent, a father of tan ehiidraa, of >hloh ono child la tha lubjaet of thla 
appeal, aa outJLlnid btlow, 

«7 aon, Sergeant Joatpb A Matejor, na ImroiTtd In aa Air Fifree nt«loa 
. approxlsutaly alz yoora ago,Ja ^fy *t h, 1973^ In which the plana wn. shot oom 
o*tr lAoa. At flrat tha Air forcaleeiarec him Uiaalng In Action, abortiy there- 
after, on the 19th of robruory. tba Air force cahnged my lon'a atotua to Hilled 
10 Action, Aa raeonaanaed by the Air fvet panonnal who hud eontoctea ui durlcr 
thla trying tlaa, a UamorUl Sarrlot waa held for hla lo tba connutlty and the 
faauy tban atoned to oloaa ranka and adjuet to tbli tragic happening. Jut, oa 
It direlopad, ea ware not to ba left alone. 

MO, Air ferae aent ua a neea relaeaa which ioolostad thot 
tb«r. weal5jRlS52r32lW th»t aU of the crew had perlahad alnoe alghtlnca were 
u L: enptlTlty. ^mteiy, I contacted 

known fr.anca and aiaoolate jca to find out what thay knew of thii, It 

appeitfi tut la ny eon* a unit, it waa eoMon knowiadga to all, tha*. tha -pUota- 
of thla Blaaloa ware dand Ut tUt the other four, who hod oparateu the electronic 
reco^l^noe aqulpaent In the rear of the eraft, had not only cuprlTed tha eruch 
Out had bean captured. ✓They, tba nan of the HHth Security sijuodron, know of 
■areral alghtinga of the men beiog herded uiong dirt roida. a^bey oiao kni* of 
eneagr radio Intoreapta lo which the banailic of thaee eiptlToa were of Iraedlota 
Interait. It waa "borraeke room* tolk. And theao aen txpreaaed lurprlaed .nd 
conitarsntioa thut tboae captured would ba dcolarad dead lo ao abort o tlaii 
Shy/ 

Aa oaa ba axpaotad, thla eurfnelng of oaw Information upaat my whole rozlly. 
Aftor aaTorhi diacuaalou with tba Air fbrea Caaually ptrionoei, my wife i 
ware lnTit;d tu tha /aotagoa on tba.iath of Uaroh ft. to paraonaiir rarla. tha 
miiTOu^lsg thirairoraft iacIEent. Thtre wa ware uda 
priwy to tha Tiaiai-alghtlag* and "radlowlataraaiit* raporta la qyiatlon. 1 waa 
aa onuad and aa justlad aa my aoa'a eoaradaa ware. 1 poiad tU quawtioato i,t. 
ColoMi Bobby D Bollard who wia wparrlaliK our wlalt ta Oeahlictant "Why, In 
tba fwa of all' thla inforsatloa, did tha Air forea decide to Hat tha entire crew 
ee Killed In AotlonT* ColoMl Balierd replied that ha had oaked that wm quartlon 
by telephone of Colonel Kinphraya, Conundir of the 0th Tuellcal fighter line 
^r aoa'a aonlor onlt eoHuodcr at tint time. Coionai Billnrd expiolaad tut ha hno 
reaaorebod thla uawar in riaponaa to u earlier hut aiallar query glTen bim by 
paranta of otbor erew Boabari, thla aoM flight. To which Colonel ISunphriya replld 
that ho had liatad th«i aa Killed in Aetioa aiaply Ijoeauaa ha did not Uvt thla 
IttolUgaaea l&fonttioa anlijabla to hiat 


Lr. Sflcrcitry, 1 aubr.U you reui/oclfuiiy , thot aucd o siuta ef nrjaira 
■ wuuiJ upiiB-r 10 anyone actiooloo in i'liUory ajib us 1 ncoacritooiBl In 
tccun: i.-j; vnui pronooltloq, how#»or, sinco it .oa or.'erBa, I herBoy petition 
v.-.o Sutroiury '.o rsopon IMs cuio tmo reTnrso H.b nillnr, pada on bohuir of py 
son nnd dacltre -.in aeoin "lilaslnp la Action* us U riedtrully boj.on.'ra, boded on 
tr.B ir-orsaiion currently nude oTeimsiB. a tiorcuer. lhtcrro(;onon,of aii 
pBraonnei IrtoiTcd, uncB.- ontn . id Inctuae Joionoi f.A, HurpnreyB, tlo latailliionoB 
•toff A other say oTriclnis ui weU l: Cuptuia WlUlnn J aaa end hli eohorti of 
Dotosbneat J, 699Ub Security Squutron— tbe't no* ibbp.s to be la ordnr. If. In foot 
*'’**'* e^oonlncB, t.bon, who oorored up 

In ciosl.n,.-, Ur. Sacratnry, I wl«h to eciphnalzo tiaat at t!Ua point I u 
wrltinr thlB os a fethtir, who, with wlfs end cMldron behind hla, petition for 

to be punished. If. in the ;wreuit of thle cruesone predleanent, your reprosentotlTe 

zz‘7 v'“‘ ■ 

that wa tuTB not abandooed hla, ' • u 

fiensa, Ur, Secretu-y, do not lat this bacMa another type of •natergota- 
“"’“•I'"' *« »Bd hount the Air Pore until it i. alrid 

m«arac»orlxy* 


Tru.tfuUy, 



U. Coionai, Ratirtd 
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SAHPOlfi 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
MeAOQUAmtns uwiTta STAict *m Fonci 
WAShiNCTON 0 : 20310 


lAfS leus 78146 


3 KAY 1S79 



Ueutenant Colonel Stephen A. Matejov, USA (Retired) 

2<15 Pendroy Street 

East Meadow, New Yor)t 11554 

Dear Colonel Hetejov 

The Secretary of the Air Force has authorlaed me to act for 
hLm on missing in action issues. Therefore, your 29 March 
1979 letter to him has been referred to me for a reply. 

Colonel Matejov, having reviewed all the available evidence, 

I do not believe that an investigation is warranted or that 
the evidence justifies a change of status to missing in 
action. Considering, the length of time since his loss, the 
fact that our repatriated prisoners had no information about 
him or any nember of his crew, and the severe health prob- 
lems any American In arduous circumstances would experience 
in Southeast Asia, I conclude that there is no substantive 
basis for a presumption that your son survived. 

My staff has spoken with General Humphries and are satisfied, 
that he did not know of the reports about four captives. 
However, he has since concluded that, if they were accurate, 
their relevance to the loss of your son would have been 
questionable in view of all the ot.her available information 
as set out in his letters to you beginning on 13 February 
1973. General Humphries made his dsclsion based upon the 
available information, and I do not find hie judgment to 
have been arbitrary or unreasonable. Therefore, I do not 
believe that sworn statements or an investigation are neces- 
sary. With respect to the release of. the sighting reports 
to you, I can add nothing to the explanation provided in the 
letter of transmittal. There was no "cover-up" or inten- 
tional withholding of information. 

Status changes do not result in an abandonment of our gov- 
ernment's efforts to obtain an accounting. He have and 
will continue to seek a final disposition for all of our 
personnel lost in Southeast Asia. The actual status of our 
personnel MIA or KIA has not rasultod in an absolute refusal 
by Ute North Vietnamese or its ailias, to provide information 
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■10 Air rsr-i ;?rscnr 
ref.a’:r:aiir' ?v.s 
been cnaneed •:■: f..;.!,), 


scnnel nave beer, reci.ver 
rV.s :r, Kircn 1?73, 2" oi 
‘■.■-Ilec acrii.r. 2:r.ac! 


-•.nom .hac previreslv 
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POT\’’5 AFTER HOSTILITIES 

Mr. Fou^■T.u^:. Tou made reference to one cise in which imet'n:;.- 
tion was vnthbeid. .\re you in a posicion to teil us the circumstantei 
in connection with that case? 

Mr. Shields. The one case of which I am aware b which there was 
not what we mi?ht describe as simply an orersisht was a case b which 
three men i.iay'hare been captured. This would have been after, the 
termbation of hostilities b South Vietnam. I believe that record has 
been made public now, has it not? 

This was a communications btercept which indicated three men out 
of a reconnaissance aberaft may have been captured. In fact the com- 
munication intercept stated they were captured. The men ihoujh, 
were declared presumptively dead. 

The circumstances of the loss were eEambed on the scene, and as I 
recall there was concem among officials wifhb the Pentagon that the 
remains of those three men may not have been in the aweekage of the 
aircraft, so it raised strong presumptions b my mbd that somethme 
may have hapnencJ to those men. They may have been captured. 
Nevertheless, thev were declared presumptively dead. 

I am not sure what the families were told. Families were not informed 
there had been a commumcr.iion btercept which bdicated they had. 
been captured. This was in 107.3, 

Mr. ClcTER. Mr. Chairman I am gobs to give my lime to Mr. 
Gilman because he has so much to ask and I had a chance to make a 
statement. 


flTnrkcp b-rre-r^*. b..*, Cio P^SiAtO ^ 

"SiFtA. ;?.>«. 10 ( ir AFr'.! "■I ) f’lW. ■- 
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Ei-'.cerpt in 
Scnact, Nil 


,„r,g> Comltc.e ct. V...r>n's Adairs, Unlt.d Stac« 

s.coAd sassioa. (mb) PAgr m. 


Mr.'NEv'iN. Well, It was on apparently April jz, lyiJ, mat cne 
official policv, indeed the public policy, of the U.S. Government 
became that*ihere is no reason to believe that any American miss- 
ing remain alive in Indochina. 

Senator Denton. And Roger Shields — 

Mr. Nevin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Denton. Roger Shields went along with that and he is 

still a good man? , , , . . , * i -i 

Mr. Ashworth. Sir, I think you hadn t been able to make it 

when I specifically brought up this instance , , , 

Dr. Shields was ordered to say that, and when he objected, my 
understanding is D'-.— the voice over the telephone said to him. 
■ 'They are dead. Do you understand, Dr. Shields, they are dead?" 
And I have to telfyou, in a telephone conversation that I had 
wiih Dr. Shields, he told me that at the time that this was stated, 
that this statement was made at the- end of Homecoming, that 
there were enormous questions, enormous questions, about the 
POW's over there and that this was not a priority item after th.at 
jpqi nt in time. Dr. Shields personally told me that. 
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H.'. >ll J 1 Jorp "iTi 1 J , Hi..,-, dor, 

cci-.vcrsft jc.,-, witc, Lir, lic.pe 

Etcrt ir.g i, t 
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T££,-:T: 

'Dr. fiCB.rl ihisloi *r,.„,r.a ith., pr.cr,, r,l«j,lf . 

..cr.„r,, . 

Is ‘'Billy Hsnoori), *tc. 

■ re.o hi,„ ,„. 
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600 


1 •-C-.'PO, J,t&c 2:,.,,.^ 


-’-fC' niver, vtc t.-,e; Lao. I te.i' 


of sot.iri Ru/'i bc-if.q segr, £0 


•i Bi'id 1(^0 Sc, 2 2 right, v 


believer!! Only « f*„ morB thousAnd rnilea to go! 
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Case /19e3.0-01 thru 07 

NARRATIVE 

On 5 February 1973, an EC47 aircraft, tail number 43-58636, with eight 
personnel on board, disappeared while flying over Saravane Province, 
Laos. On 7 February 1973, the crash site of this aircraft was located 
in the vicinity of coordinates YC 143 291. Pararescuemen were lowered 
by jungle penetrator to investigate the burned wreckage. They reported 
that three of four charred remains were observed in the wreckage but 
we^ able to recover only one set which was later identified as one of 
the missing crew. Due to the possibility that some of the crewmembers 
may have parachuted to safety prior to the crash, aerial searches were 
conducted in the area and emergency radio channels monitored, but no 
trace Of any other crewmember could be found. Subsequent information 
indicates that several of these crewmembers may have been captured. 

Data- pertaining to these seven individuals are as follows: 

Name: Spitz, George Ross 
Rank: Captain, US Air Force 
Date of Birth; 17 January 1943 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.85 meters 
Weight: 79.2 kilos 
Hair: Brown 
Eyes: Blue 
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Case #1963-0-01 thru 07 

Name: Bollinger, Arthur Ray 
Rank: Captain, US Air Force 
Date of, Birth: 13 June 1 944 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.85 meters 
Weight: 83.6 kilos 
Hair: Brown 
Eyes: Blue 


Name: Melton, Todd Michael 
Rank: SSGT, US Air force 
Date of Birth: 11 April 1949 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.85 meters 
Weight: 90.6 kilos 
Hair: Brown 
Eyes: Blue 

Name: Prirm, Severe James III 
Rank: 2nd Lt, US Air Force 
Date of Birth: 3 November 1947 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.80 meters 
Weight: 72.4 kilos 
Hair; Brown 
Eyes: Green 




« 





« 
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Co #1983-0-01 thru C7 

Name: Cressman, Peter Richard 
Rank: SGT, US Air Force 
Date of Birth: 23 May 1951 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.77 meters 
Weight: 77.0 kilos 
Hair: Brown 
Eyes; Blue 

Name: Matejov, Joseph Andrew 
Rank: SGT, US Air Force 
Date of Birth: 2 February 1952 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.B5 meters 
Weight: 74.7 kilos - 
Hair: Brown 
Eyes: Blue 

Name: Brandenburg, Dele 
Rank: SGT, US Air Force 
Date of Birth: 11 November 1948 
Race: Caucasian 
Height: 1.77 meters 
Weight: 65.6 kilos 
Hair: Brown 
Eyes: Brown 


2 
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t;CV COMZi Jerr.- ,J... Mooney, and hercDv swears and a:flrr:3 cr.e :ollcuir.:i 

I ac presenclv i6 years o: ace, carried and have cvo chlldrcr, . I an 
currcr.tiy a ciricen and resider.i c: :he State of Montana. 1 have ser.'ec cr, 
active duty with the United States Air Force since IS April. 1957. I recired 
on the 1st day of June, 1977. Fpoc approxisacely June, 1968 to Dece=ber,197^, 

I was assigned duties as a special research snelyst and cr/-pc analyst to include 
ail forsal reporting actions at duty Ipcatlons which were Joint Sobe Processlnt 
Center (Okinawa) and the 6970ch Support Croup (Ft. George C. Meade, Md.) with 
duty to Che National Security Agency (NSA). 

A general description of ay assigned duties was chat I was a Superintendent 
and Section NCOIC for airborne crypcogriphlc operations., I was also a special 
research analyst and fund progracaer and evaluator for the B2 Group. 1 had 
responiihilitias for developing . reviewing and approving plans pertaining to 
airborne and cnnventionil resources (Intelligence). I assisted in the planning 
, funding , and allocation of sanpowtr and cquipaent resources in accordance 
wlt.h global and local -requlrerenci. 1 malncalaed a cop secret security clearance 
during this entire period of else. 

Scecifically, on a diy-co-day basis. I would receiv'e, process, analyte, evaluate 
and foraally report significaniT intelligence data in accordance with high level 
consv=<er requireacnts. 

I have attended and graduated fros the following forsal training in 
the intelligence field: Apprentice Radio Traffic Analysis Specialist Course 
(A£ ICl50,.Mjirtn Air Force Ease, California), Cr/pcanalycic Specialist Course 
(ALK IOI30. Coodfellov Air Force Base. Texas), NCO Acadesy, United States 
Air Force Security Service. I served in an intelligence career field thrcuehouc 
sy r.-eccy years of service with the U.S. Air Force. 
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Cur-.r.t tn» Vieinaa cpnflit: 1 was assicneS to the J.S.P.C. ir. Sobe 
ikinava and later with tne' 6570t.-, Support Crous v.rh ou:y assicntaen: 
t: tnc !;a:ipnal Seturiry Acentv. Based uoor. ry sir,, yean of er.oeriente 
in these assicrctents and based-upon ny intellicence bachround. jL an 
presently convinced that there are living Americans uno are prisoners, 
o: the Vietnar, Var being held In captivity ir. Southeast Asia. 

1 base this opinion on the following: in ny job during these 
aisignaents 1 received intercepted North Vietaimeie cocaunicationi 
and messages directly relating to the comaand and control and cilitar/ 
operations of North Vietnamese units operating in North Vietnia, northern 
South Vietnam and Laos. These cocaunlcations were both directive and 
infotmative in nature and contained orders to ” shoot down the enemy . 
shoot down the ene=j* and capture the pilot alive, and shoot down the 
enemy and execute the pUot." These were the exact operational orders 
which I collected. 

Further , other cocaunlcacioas were received discussing the handling, 
diaposlcion and transportation of capeurtd AaericaA personnel— both 
pilots and ground forces people. These messages revealed the delivery 
of captured Aaericani from Uoa. South Vietnam through the Bankari and 
Mugia peaaes to Vlnh, North Vietnam eiii' probably on to Hanoi. They also 
revealed the execution of captured Aairlcana and the pre-planned 
execution of Impending captured Ttoericans. In my role ai a senior 
inalys: aad having iccais to both operatlonU and collattral data from 
other military organitaclons and national agenciti 1 was able to aaao- ^ 
elate North Vletaameie referencea* Co U.S. official liaclnfa of aastng 
C.S. personnel. 1 compiled ■ listing of over three hundred C.S. clUtiry 
peraonnel categorised as KIA/POW. At Bonecoming One less chan five percenj 
of thoee on my list known to be tUve were returned to Che United States. 

Further, a. . baala for my opinion. North Vl.cnamase messages revealed 
■ high interest In lelectlng priority targets to Include F-Ill aircraft, 
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Ir. approxi=acely Februar.-,1972, unile issignec vith the 6970ch Support 
Crouo assi?r.td further to che Nacloaai Security Agency et Ft. Keade, 
'.Icrvianc, ey sectior. reeelvec, analyzed, evaluated and fottally reported 
tr.e anoot-dovn of an £C-^70 aircraft in Laos. Baaed upon the ener;' nemacea 
yhier. we collect ed there were at laaat five to leven aur.’lvors who were • 
identified aa Acer ieans and transported to North Vletr.ao. This is an exszoie 
c: their Interest Ir. an Intelligence collector aircraft. Since the 
aircratt was assigned to che 6994th Security Squadron ( an intelligence 
coiiection unit) and, its aenbcrs were trained iatelligence collectors, this 
csr.iims ny earlier stateaent of high Horth Vletnanese Interest in capturing 
these Individuals alive. Thii iafamation was fomally reported to interested 
ccnsuners with an add-on ofVhite House'.' I personally wrote che neasage 
that these pen had been caccured alive, chat thev were Aaericans and 
had been cransoort ed to North Vietnas. Is secure phone cocveriations with 
the Defense Intelligence Agency we were in cocal agreesent that these were 
che crew eeaberi of the downed EC->47Q. In c.hls regard, the attached 
correspondence frea Rear Adniral Jerry 0. Tuttle dated 25- FebnnttT.19Bl. 
rentes to this icecifie incident that I resorted on. The reoresentatioo 
t.ha: there waa no idestity or •nationality of che reoorcad prisoncri is 
csaolecelv falae. I have reviewed the DIA coapucer print-out dated 
EO/0^/26 under che "incident dace" of 730205 which is attached hereto as 
t-rnibit Ti<o. This is the sice Incident about which I as referring. The - 
c.Bwaenbers listed are ln'’cacegory one',' actording to the print out, which 
to... ins gy report that certain of these erewneabers were caccured alive 
a.r.ce I have now learned chat "category one" aeans "confiraed knowledge " 
of Che presence of theae nen bv North Vletnaa. 
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iJ-?0n/DI-7 

rv. ano ^’r:. George R. CrcsSr.«n ^ 'S3I 

ocS2 62r.c Avenue North 
Pinellas Part, FL 33565 

Dear Hr. and Mr;. Cre:sr.an: 

This Is In response to your Utter of 1 Gtoteraer 1*350 to Hr. and hr;. 
George Erooici, whicn was sufisenuently {tn>trMi Co We Defense Intel licence 
Ancpcy Co; cocaents. 

The Defense Intelligence Agency has cccleted a review of jrour son's esse, 
Including the wterlal that you provides. Based on Wat ravlex. It is 
unocrstandable why you would hive concern anc anslety regarding icm of 
the Infomitlon and cl rcjastonces surrcunelno the loss of your son's 
aircraft. 


.".ewever, based on our review, the Inforsatlon as stated by the Air Force 
In their press release of 21 July 1978, Is correct, In t.hat.no Identity 
or_natlonal Itv of th e resorted sHseners was specified, and Wat Were 
was no certainty that these people were American or Wat the Infcrtmtlon 


was connected to We crash of your son's aircraft. Additionally, the. ' 
sutement In we press release Wat no additional intelligence reports 
of any ktnc were received about Wese four prisoners, rewlns tree to' 
this date. _ • 


D*A wlll^contlnue to make every effort to account for all Americans In 
-cutheast Asia, Including your son. I hope that sowertay we can put to 
rest all of your and other facllles’ anxieties and doubts about the fate 
of your Icvea ones by obtaining a full accounting and the return of any 
Africans who eay still be held captive there. 

If I can be of further isslstancs, please let me know. 


Sincerely, 


JERRYarUTTl£ 
RearAdmiraf, USN 
VIce’Ofcboty/DIrectof 
for Intelligence and 
External Affairs 
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RE: SGT JOSEPH A. HATEJOV. ET AL. 
THE HISSING IN ACTION AND 
PRISONERS' Of WAR RESULTING 

From the yietnah ionflict. 

STATE OF HONTAHA ) 

: ss. 

County of Roosevelt ) 


Hv NAME rs Jerry J. Mooney. I currently reside at :2‘) 
Edgar Street. Molf £oint. Montana, 59201. I ah N9 years 

OLD, MARRIED WITH TWO DAUGHTERS AND FOUR GRANDCHILDREN. 

Between 28th of April. 1957 and ,1st of, Juke, 1977, I was on 
Active Duty with the United States Air Force. I retired At 
the rank of E8, SHSGT. During my 20 year military career, I 

SERVED AS AN INTELLIGENCE ANALYST AT VARIOUS OVERSEAS 

LOCATIONS IN Europe, Africa, the Near East, the Far East and 
Southeast Asia. Further, I performed three Stateside Duty 
Assignments with the National Security Agency. 

I MAKE THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT CONCERNING SGT JOSEPH A. 
HaTEJOV, ET AL.i THE MIA S AND POW'S RESULTING FROM THE 

* Vietnam conflict, of my own free will and with full 
understanding it is equivalent to sworn testimony and 
SUBJECT to the PENALITIES OF PERJURY: 

During the Vietnam War, there was a popular protest 
Song that contained the lyrics: 'Where did all the young 

HEN GO, A LONG TIME PASSING?'. FOR 16 LONG YEARS, SGT 
Hatejov s mother. Mary Hatejov, the other family members, 
and too few concerned. citizens have asked that sane question 

OF OUR GOVERNMENT CONCERNING THE HIA'S AND"P0W'S FROM THE 

VIETNAM War. Our government, in congressional 
COHHITTEES/CCMHISSIONS, A PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION, JUDICIAL 

Court Actions, and official statements of responsible 

GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS, HAVE BORROWED FROM THAT PROTEST SONG 
THE OFFICIAL U.S. POSITION: 'to GRAVEYARDS EVERYWHERE'. 
Consequently, during the past 16 years, officially this 

POSITION HAS BEEN A- GOVERNMENT VULTURE CIRCLING THE 

battlefields OF Southeast Asia picking bones, any bores, to 

ACCOUNT FOR OUR HISSING. MEANWHILE, THE AMERICAN EaGLE AND 
ALL IT STANDS FOR IN TrUTH, JUSTICE AND DUE PROCESS, HAS 
BHN CAGED FROM THIS ISSUE BY POLICY AND POLITICS. 

The SURVIVING crew members of the ECR70 did not go to a 
GRAVEYARD ANYWHERE. ThEY WERE CAPTURED ALIVE AND IDENTIFIED 
IN A CATEGORY KNOWN AS 'MaNNA FROM LENIH. BB-MOSCOW BOUND'1 

■They were identified as P0W*s. But policy and politics at 

THAT TIME. ABANDONED THEM, FOR 'VIETNAM,' AS I NOW REALIZE, 
BECAME THE 'WALK AwAY WaR'. 
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President Nixon walked away with his Peace With Honor! 
Henry Kissinger walked away with his Nobel Peace Prize! 
The Hawks of Congress walked away knowing the right 
battle had not been fought and HOW, could not be won! 

The Doves of Congress walked away filled with a great 
sense of 'Victory' at any cost. 

The Department of Defense walked away facing a huge 

TASK TO rebuild IT'S CAPABILITIES AND LEAVING BEHIND A SMALL 
REAR GUARD TO CONTROL THE HESS AND PICK-UP THE BONES. 

The Media walked away for those sensational military 

BASHING HEADLINES WERE NO LONGER AVAILABLE-NO MORE GOOD 
ratings! 

The State Department walked away to perceived greater 
tasks: Detente, SALT and ABM Treaties. 

The majority of the American People walked away 

RELIEVED that THE WHOLE BLOODY AFFAIR WAS FINALLY OVER. 

And ! too, walked away, knowing we had left SGT Matejov 

AND OTHERS. BEHIND. BUT 1 WAS CONFIDENT OUR POLITICAL AND' 
POLICY LEADERSHIP WOULD BRING THE MEN HOME! 

But TO THOSE who lived AMO FOUGHT THIS GOVERNMENT 
DICTATED 'No VlN' WaR, IT WAS A DIFFERENT ROUTE TO FOLLOW. 

For 55,000 plus, they were carried away in coffins; 
Thousands more rolled away in whe£lchaii(s, crippled for 

life: 

Countless more wandered away not knowing, or 
understanding, what had occurred: 

Others stomped away, determined to forget, knowing they 
HAD been betrayed: 

Some were left behind to their jungled or watery 
graves: and 

As A NATIONAL DISGRACE, MANY LIKE SGT HaTEJOV, WERE 
LEFT BEHIND TO THE HERCY OF A NO-MERCY ENEMY AND THEIR 
INFORMATIONAL DETERMINED ALLIES. 

Some of the intelligence inforhation relating to the 
EC<i70 incident was processed, evaluated and reported by my 
section. Four of the Crew, the 'BEEPS' (Backend electronic 
People), survived the incident and were captured alive. In 

CONVERSATIONS WITH DIA ANALYTIC COUNTERPARTS, THEY 
CONCURRED, STATING THAT BACKUP OPERATIONAL DATA SUPPORTED 
THE INTELLIGENCE. FoUR HAD SURVIVED AND WERE CAPTURED BY 
ENEMY FORCES. ThIS WAS A SIMPLE, UNCOMPLICATED TRUTH 
arrived at by the experienced EXPERTS OF THE TIME, BASED ON 
THEIR PROFESSIONAL REVIEW OF ALL AVAILABLE DATA, WITHOUT THE 
INTERFERENCE OF POLICY OR POLITICS. 

Sometime later, information appeared in the public 

MEDIA INDICATING THE FOUR SURVIVORS OF THE 60^170 HAD BEEN 
CAPTURED BY THE PaTMET LaO. ThIS WAS POLITICALLY CONVENIENT 
TO OUR GOVERNMENT, FOR THE FOUR EC‘l70 SURVIVORS COULD THEN 
JUST DISAPPEAR INTI THAT RECOGNIZED HIA/POW 'BLACK HOLE' IN 
Laos, as did so many cthers. However, data I processed and 
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:VALUA7:D WAS NOT PaTHET LaO. BUT KORTH 'V I ETN AKE SE ! BECAUSE 
OF ENEMY FORCE DISPOSITIONS AND TaCTICAL COOPERATION IN 

South Laos, the Pathet Lao had involvement in this incident 
Hut it was the’ North Viethakese who exercised the command 
and control of the four survivors of the ECii70; Hatejov, 

LRESSMAN. BrANDENBURG AND flELTOH. ThIS WAS CRITICAL AS IT 
enabled an immediate, DETAILED EVALUATION OF AVAILABLE DATA. 
It correlated knowledge of enemy INTENTS AND CAPABILITIES 
resulting in an accurate and professional ASSESSMENT. To TH' 

BEST OF MY RECOLLECTION IT WAS AS FOLLOWS! 


The Kt\7Q Intelligence Collection Mission was, in all 

PROBABILITY, FlAK TRAPPED, A DELIBERATE PRE-PLANNED ACTION. 

RATHER than A TARGET OF OPPORTUNITY. ThIS IS SUPPORTED BY 
'TECTrfJ ACTIVITY SHOWING AN ENEMY INTEREST AND PROBABLE 
INTENT against THE MISSION PRIOR TO THE INCIDENT. ThE 
PROBABLE UNIT INVOLVED IN THE STRIKE WAS THE 
REGIMENT WHO HAD CONDUCTED A SIMILAR FlAK TrAP IN LAOS IN 

LATE March 1972 against a C130 Aircraft. Information 
indicates the BEEPS'i Matejov, Cressman, Brandenburg and 
Melton, survived the. Strike and were captured alive. Data 
further revealed the captives were in the control of the 
North Vietnamese and their movement would be either to Hanoi 

__ OR the special POV camp northwest of VINH at (CN )^-.,rry: 

c.,,, ‘ In their movement, preliminary interrogations WOULD PROBABLY 
^S£ ACCOMPLISHED BY THE (9IITH AND .HiRD) DIVISIONS IN THE 

' and the (:::TH) Division in the ( ' 

AREA. It was further anticipated, that due to THEIR CURRENT 
SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE, AND P.IST EXPERIENCE, THEY WOULD BE 
HANDLED AS 'HaMHA FROM UNIN', WERE MB (MOSCOW BOUND), AND 
WOULD EVENTUALLY BE PROCESSED THROUGH (-j;- ) LAOS'. 

Upon completion 'of-this assessment^ it was discussed 
with-a counterpart analyst atDIA. During that conversation 

1 MENTIONED, VelL .'THEY iTHE SURVIVING ECA7Q CREW MEMBERS) 

ARE GONE FOREVER. We WILL NEVER GET THEM BACK*.' ThE 
• ANALYST 1 WAS TALKING TO REPLIED, *Y0U BeTCHa!' 

vn., statements (...THEY ARE'GONE FOREVER ... AND 

YOU BETCHA ) REPRESENTED AN UNDERSTANDING BY EXPERTS j 

I”” certain prisoners held by THE ENEMY, 

MANNA FROM LENIN . WERE CONE FOREVER. ThIS WAS BECAUSE OF 
strategic, AND/OR SCI ENTIF IC/ECONOMI C VALUE 

their allies. This should 

SURPRiSt NO ONE, LEAST OF ALL. OUR GOVERNMENT. 1 n THE ArhS 
hjCE OF MILITARY POSTURES. CAPABILITIES. AND DISPOSITIONS, 

T ®‘'*''TITY THAT ENABLES US TO MAINTAIN A BALANCE 
Or POWER with HOSTILE NATIONS. BUT OUR EXPERT 

cuality-hitech. It is also true, that our enemies, as well 

AS FRItNDS AND ALLIES, HAVE RISKED ESPIONAGE, BLACKMAIL. 

SUBVERSION, ETC., TO OBTAIN SECRETS AND’ CAPABIL IT I ES . In 
the VIETNAM WaR, MANY OF OUR MEN, TRAINED AND WITH HANDS-ON 
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EXPERIENCE IN THAT Hl'TECH AREA OR WITH SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE 
CAME FLOATING DOWN IN PARACHUTES LIKE 'MANHA FROM LENIN 
into THE COMMAND AND CONTROL OF THE ENEMY AND IT S ALLIES. 

Simply put, they were freebies, and to deny that the enemy 

AND IT'G allies would TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THIS FREEBIE 
SITUATION IS AN ANALYTIC CRIME OF CROSS I NCOHPETE NCE , 

Thi: surviving four crew members of the [0470 Shootoown 

HERE CAIIRIEO IN THREE UNOFFICIAL ANALYTICAL WORKING AID 
LISTS? They were 

(A) Those fllA's known to be captured aove. A list of 
OVER 400 names of MIA'S of which approxihately 505 WERE 
listed flS POV's. Only about 5X were returned at Homecoming 

(Ase/T !<, s,- io r,,_, 

(B) The 'Who to ask list' on MlA/POW's. This list was 

DEVELOPED IN 1972/73 TO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO OUR HIGH LEVEL 
NEGOTIATIONS. IF REQUESTED. SiMPLY PUT, IT LISTED OVER 
1,000 nlA/POW'S BY NAME AND WHO. WITHIN THE ENEMY S MILITARY 
FORCE DISPOSITIONS,' WOULD HAVE KNOWLEDGE OF THEIR FATE. 

Specifically, it would have enabled our negotiators to ask. 

WITH competence AND AUTHORITY, NORTH VIETNAMESE NEGOTJATORSl 
'Vi KNOW THAT TOUR (:T!) DIVISION, (?i6) REGIMENT, (...) 

COHl’ANY ? WAS INVOLVED AND HAS SPECIFIC DETAILS ON THIS 

‘ HIA/POy (Matejov, Cressman, etc.), how about it? No 

REQUEST for THIS TYPE OF INFORMATION WAS EVER MADE? 

(C) The Warm body count scenario for 72/73-a cold 

SURGICAL list WHEREIN ANALYSIS WITHOUT, HEART OR HOPE, MADE 
KIA DECLARATIONS FOR CERTAIN HIA'S NOT RETURNED AT 

Homecoming I and continued POV status for others with cause. 

It was prompted by a perceived change in POw policy by the 
North Vietnamese. in 1972, and in anticipation of success at 
the Paris Peace Talks and was required to ensure our military . 

WITHDRAWAL FROM SEA. 

My immediate supervisors knew I maintained these lists. 

BUT it was not until THE SUMMER OF 1974, FOLLOWING A 
possible POV SITUATION IN LaOS, THAT THfY WERE REQUESTED. 

My SUPERIORS WERE INFORMED WHERE 1 HAD FILED THESE LISTS AND 
THEIR FUTURE HANDLING AND DISPOSITION IS UNKNOWN. 

If someone would have told he 16 years ago that in 

’98?. THERE WOULD BE AN MIA/POV CONTROVERSY. 1 WOULD HAVE 
replied 'you're crazy*. President Nixon's statement 
F uLLOwiNG Homecoming I, 'that all our brave men were back home 
again', was accepted by US ONLY AS A POLITICAL STATEMENT WITH 
LITTLE IMPACT ON POLICY. FoR AT THE SAME TIME, AND . 
continuing UNTIL AT LEAST 1976/77, THE HIGHEST NATIONAL 
PRIORITY WAS TO 'ISOLATE, LOCATE, IDENTIFY AND RECOVER 

American POV's particularly in Laos', (his requirement was 
not one of those 'eyes only*, behind closed DOORS positions. 
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E'Ji WAS TASKED THROUGHOUT THE RANKS AND AT ALL OPERATIONAL 
levels with COMMITTED AND DEDICATED RESOURCES. BUT 
OPERATIONS. BY THEMSELVES CANNOT ACCOMPLISH THIS OBJECTIVE. 
that is, THE RETURN OF OUR POW'S. 1T MUST BE SUPPORTED AND 
, ACTED UPON BY POLICY AND POLITICS. AnD THERE LAYS THE CAUSE 
AS TO WHY OUR POW'S HAVE NOT COME HOME, AND WHY IN 1989 WE 
CONTINUE TO HAVE AN HIA/POW ISSUE, ONE OF POLICY AND 
POLITICS WITH A TRIAD OF OFFICIAL POSITIONS. 

■1. First there was the Bamboo Curtain. They are all 

DEAD. A SIMPLE WAY TO CLOSE THE DOOR ON AN EMBARRASSING AND 
POTENTIALLY COSTLY SITUATION IN REPARATIONS AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY TO THOSE WHO SERVED AND FOR THE WAR. No NEED 
TO MAKE THE HIA/POW ISSUE THE LAST BATTLE, INTERNATIONALLY. 
It WOULD BE TOO COSTLY. 

2. Second, the Brick Wall. Sighting reports, although 
THE least reliable OF SPECIAL INFORMATION AND THE MOST 
DEBATABLE , HAD TO BE EXPLAINED AWAY. EaSY ENOUGH WITH AN 
acknowledgement THAT SOME MAY STILL BE ALIVE BUT REMAIN BY 

CHOICE. Simply put, traitors. Of course, no mention is 

MADE TO THE FACT THAT THE GOVERNMENT'S ACTIONS OVER THE 
YEARS. That is, denying their existence, COUCD BE CONSIDERED 
COLLABORATION AND CONTRIBUTED TO SUCH DECISIONS BY SOME 

POW's. 

3. Third, the Steel Shield of National Security, a 

POLICY to protect US ALL. SlMPLY ITS PREMISE IS, GOOD WILL 
BEGETS GOOD WILL - WE WILL NOT DEAL OR NEGOTIATE FOR 

HOSTAGES. This nation will not be blackmailed. If those 

WHO HOLD OUR POW'S WISH TO 'GIVE THEM BACK* WITH NO STRINGS 
ATTACHED, WE WILL ACCEPT THEM. HOWEVER. WE WILL HOT 
CONSIDER ANY PAYMENT FOR SUCH AN ACTION EVEN THOUGH SUCH A 
PAYMENT BAY BE -A LEGAL OR MORAL OBLIGATION AS A RESULT OF 
ACTIONS DURING THE WAR. 

Confronted with this understanding, perhaps my 

STATEMENT IN 1973 FOLLOWING THE EC970 INCIDENT THAT THE 
SURVIVORS 'were gone FOREVER* NOW APPLIES TO ALL POW's. Th^ 
HISTORY OF THE ISSUE TO DATE SEEMS TO SUPPORT THAT 1973 
CONCLUSION. 

Between my retirement in 1977 until hid 1985. I gave 
little THOUGHT OR CONCERN TO THE MIA/POW ISSUE. IhE HIGH 
LEVEL REQUIREMENTS TO LOCATE AND BRING OUR MEN HOME WOULD BE 
ACCOMPLISHED? FURTHER, LIVING IN AN ISOLATED AREA OF 

Montana, no national news relating to this issue was 
available. Thus for 8 years, I lived with confidence and 
faith that our government was deeply committed too, and 
WOULD bring the MEN HOME. 1n 1985. CABLE T.V. CAME TO WoLF 
Point. Montana, and with it. extensive converage of National 
AND International news. It was at that* time, 1 viewed a 
NEWS report concerning THE ThOMAS HaRT INCIDENT AND HOW THE 
GOVERNMENT CLAIMED THAT ALL THE REMAINS MAD BEEN RECOVERED 
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FROM THE CRASH SITE EXCAVAtI^N Ml SOUTHERN UOS, I KNEW 
JS b^In ERROR. FOR 1 RECALLED MY RECORDS LISTING 
SURVIVORS FROM THAT INCIDENT* 


HY INTEREST RENEWED IN THE MIA/POW ISSUE. 1 DID SOME 
checking AND FOUND, TO MY TOTAL SHOCK. THAT ALL HAD BEEN 
declared dead and THERE WAS STRONG J 

that no POW'S REMAINED. INITIALLY I ' '’‘■^NNED TO CONTACT THE 
DIA. AN ORGANIZATION I HAD A GREAT "’EAL OF RESPECT FOR 
BECAUSE OF THE EXPERTISE IT HAD DEMONSTRATED TO ME IN OUR 
CONTINUOUS CONTACTS DURING THE WAR, AND CHALLENGE THIS 
CURRENT POLICY POSITION WITH A REVIEW OF /^NDS-ON 
KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERTISE CONCERNING THE ^ 

LATER DECIDED TO JOIN IN THE SMITH, ET AL., PLAINTIFFS, 
lawsuit AS A LEGAL MEANS TO CONFRONT THE GOVERNMENT TO AVOID 
iJJSSED DOOR. CONTROLLED ATMOSPHERE AND GIVE THE ISSUE SOME 
PUBLIC EXPOSURE 'JUST IN CASE* A COVERUP OR INCOMPETENT 
EMPLOYMENT OF POLICY AND POLITICS WAS INVOLVED. 

In LATE 1985, I SUBMITTED AH AFFIDAVIT ON THE MIA/POW 
ISSUE HIGHLIGHTING THE £C<l70 INCIDENT, 

RELEASE IN JANUARY 1986. I «« OCCASION TO DI^CU ITS 
CONTENTS WITH A REPORTER FROM ThE WALL 
During the conversation, the reporter *sJ^o he what reaction 
' 1 expected FROM THE GOVERNMENT ONCE THE AFF DAVIT WAS MADE 
PUBLIC. I REPLIED THAT I ANTICIPATED THE DIA TO CALL ME IN 
AND WE WOULD DISCUSS MY CONCERNS AND GET THINGS SETTLED. 

His reply WAS 'laughter' followed by the sentiment that DIA 
WOULD NEVER DO THAT FOR IT WOULD BE AN ADMISSION BY THEM 
THAT I WAS TELLING THE TRUTH! 

In late January. 1986, I traveled to^Washincton D.C. to 

TESTIFY BEFORE THE SENATE VETERANS AFFAIR S COMMITTEE 
CONCERNING THE HIA/POW ISSUE. PRIOR TO MY ^FARTURE FOR 

Washington, I received threats hot to go. The night prior 
TO MY testifying. I RECEIVED THREATS TO GET OUT OF - 

Washington'. This prompted Capital HIll police protection 

DURING THE REMAINDER OF MY VISIT TO WASHINGTON. 

The horning of the day I was to testify, I was 

CON-’RONTiO BY OFFICIALS OF THE JUSTICE DEPARTMENT AND 

Security Officers of the Government. Essentially I was told 
I WAS being 'bad' and from now OH I.OT TO DISCUSS MY 
KHOWLEDGE of THIS ISSUE WITH ANYONE UNLESS 1 HAD THEIR 
P-^RHISSION FIRST. NOT ONCE DURING THE COURSE OF OUR BRIEF 
CONVERSATIONS DID THESE OFFICIALS 

willingness to DISCUSS THE REAL ISSUE, THE MIA/POVS. 

During this same time frame, at government insistence, 

MY original Affidavit was withdrawn from the Court. ^ 
REWRITTEN AND RE-SUBMITTED FOR SECURITY . HuCH OF 

THE DATA THAT WAS DELETED FROM THE ORIGINAL WAS 

EXTRACTED FROM 'UNCLASSIFIED PERFORMANCE APPRAISALS GIVEN 
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TO Me Br Air Force persohhel clerks at annual records 
CHECKS. Unclassified then, but now classified because it 
KAS BEING USED IN THE MIA/POW ISSUE??? 

In January, 198^ the BBC Broadcast 'We Can Keep You 
Forever' was aired. Following that, broadcast, the DOD 

RELEASED A PUBLIC STATEMENT REFERRING TO THOSE OF US WHO HAD 
APPEARED IN THAT BROADCAST AS 'LESS THAN CREDIBLE*. 

However, later on, mid-summer of 1987, I received a 

LETTER FROM A U.S. CONGRESSMAN STATING THAT DIA HAS 
REQUESTED HE ASK IF I WOULD MEET WITH THEM TO 'DISCUSS THE 
ISSUE. I RESPONDED IN A LETTER AGREEING TO A MEETING AND 
DETAILIN', EXACTLY THOSE ISSUES AND CASES I WISHED TO 
DISCUSS. Two MONTHS LATER, THE LETTER I HAD SENT WAS 
RETURNED 'unopened' AND 'UNREAD'(?). On THE FACE OF THE 
ENVELOPE WAS A STAMP, U.S. GOVERNMENT MAILROOM’RETURN TO 
SENDER. Evidence that the letter had been delivered to the- 
PROPER OFFICE AND PERSON WERE CROSSED OUT AND REPLACED WITH 
‘NOT DEL* - NOT DELIVERED. AnD ON THE FACE OF THE ENVELOPE 
WERE THE HANDWRITTEN LETTERS 'NGB' - NOT GOVERNMENT 

Business! h that the official government position for live 
POW's LIKE JOSEPH A. HATEJOV. PETER CRESStlAN. and all the 

OTHERS - NOT GOVERNMENT BUSINESS! 1f IT IS, WHO MIGHT BE 
THE NEXT VICTIMS OF NGB. THE BLACK. THE INDIAN. THE ELDERLY, 
RETARDED OR HANDICAPPED! VE THE PEOPLE. AU. THE- PEOPLE ARE 

the government's business. At least we were the last time I 
READ THE U.S. CONSTITUTION'! 

The E''Ents of the laet 31 years have been both 
FRIGHTENIN i AND DISCUSTINC REGARDING THE RIA/POW ISSUE. I 
HAVE BEEN '0 THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT ONLY TO BE 
IGNORED. IITIMIDATED. THREAT.ENED AND DISCREDITED. I HAVE 
BEEN TO THI LEGISLATIVE BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT HEARING MUCH 
CONCERN, BIT SEEING NO OFFICIAL AC'ION IN LEADERSHIP, 
RESPONSIBII ITY. AND ACCOUNTABILITY. AnD I HAVE BEiN 'TO TH: 

Judicial Bianch of Government, only to be told that they 

HAVE NO LElAL JURISDICTION. FOR THE ISSUE IS AN EXCLUSIVE 
MATTER OF lOLICY FOR THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH. ThE LATTER IS 
THE MOST DISTURBING TO ME. ThE COURTS, THE SOUL OF OUR 
DEMOCRACY /NO HUMAN RIGHTS. ARE IGNORING THEIR 
RESPCHSIBIl ITY IN FAVOR OF >OLICY. BuT SUCH ACTION HAS 
PRECEDENCE IN HISTORY. ThE JUDICIARY ALLOWED THE JEWS AND 
OTHERS TO lECOME A HATTER OF POLICY IN Na2I GERMANY AND THEY 
DIED BY THI MILLIONS. IhE JUDICIARY ALLOWED THE JAPANESE 

Americans lo become a matter of policy in 19‘i2 following 
Pearl Harbcr, and to internment camps they were sent. Of 
C r'IRSE, WE let their fathers and sons fight and die for 
FREEDOH IN VWI 1 , THE VERY FREEDOM THAT POLICY DENIED THEIR 

FAHiLiEi. Amo now, its our POV's and HIA's that are policy. 
NOT JUSTICE. Will we never learn!? 

I >0 AOT know if any LAWS HAVE BEEN' VI OLATED IN THE 
ACTIONS TAKEN CONCERNING THE HIA's AND POW'S. ThAT IS FOR 
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lawyers to argue, juries TO^ECIDE, JUDGES TO RULE AND 
HISTORIANS TO DEBATE. BUT, AT*%HE MINIMUM, AS A 20 YEAR 
PROFESSIONAL, AND CONCERNED. COMMITTED AMERICAN CITIZEN, 1 
FIRMLY BELIEVE OUR GOVERNMENT IS GUILTY OF VIOLATING IHE 

Covenant'. 

'The Covenant' was explained and instructed to me by a 

SUPERVISOR AT MY FIRST OVERSEAS' DUTY ASSIGNMENT. SIMPLY, 
THE PRIMARY RESPONSIBILITY OF THE GOVERNMENT TO THE PEOPLE 
IS TO KEEP THE PEACE. WHEN GOVERNMENT FAILS, FOR WHATEVER 
REASON, WE The PEOPLE GIVE GOVERNMENT THE RIGHT TO EXERCISE 
THE TERRIBLE RESPONSIBILITY TO RISK OUR LIVES IH WARFARE, 

In turn, we THE PEOPLE DEMAND FROM GOVERNMENT THEIR AWESOME 
ACCOUNTABILITY HOT TO WASTE US. DURING THE 'NO WlN* POLICY 
AND POLITICS OF THE VIETNAM WAR AND IN THE RESOLUTION OF THE 
MIA AND POW ISSUE, THE GOVERNMENT HAS FAILED TO FULFILL ITS 
ACCOUNTABILITY TO THE COVENANT. ThOSE WHO SERVED I.Y THAT 
WAR KNOW IT, AS DOES JOScPH A. HATEJOV s MOTHER, MARY 
MATEJOV. 

Further Affiant saith not. 


DATED HIS 26th day of March. 1989. 




LAWRENCE HAGERTV 


«r 

P.O. BOJ>*^a9 
Brandon, Fieri" 34299 
813/978-4776 


Governor Bill Clenents 
State of Texas 
State Capital Building 
Austin, Texas 

August 22, 1988 


Dear Governor Cleaents: 

I an currently in the pre-production phase of the 
television special that will air in Septeaber. The subject 
of the show is the case of an EC-47 aircraft that was shot 
down over Laos on February 5, 1973. 

We have been Inforned by Dr. Roger Shields that four 
men survived the crash and that their names were oh the list 
he was preparing to give to the Vietnamese after the signing 
of the Paris Peace Accords. According to Dr. Shields, when 
he presented the list to you for approval you ordered the 
names of these four men to be removed from the list and 
ordered their status changed from MIA to KIA. Dr. Shields 
has stated unequivocally that at the time you had actual 
knowledge of the fact that these men were alive. 

The program on which we will air these facts will also 
go into the grief experienced by the family members of these 
men when they were informed by Jack Andeiion in 1978 that 
their sons were still alive. From the facts at our disposal 
it appears that you made a rather callous decision to "kill" 
these men on paper at a time when there was no procedure to 
insure that their cases would not be closed. 

If you would like to appear on the show to present your 
point of view, or if you would like to submit a written 
statement of your position on this matter, I assure you that 
we will provide you with equal time. 

Very truly yours. 


Lawrence Hagerty 
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State or Texas 
Office of the Governor 
Austin, Texas 78701 


September 6, 1988 


'* Mr. Lawrence Hagerty 
Post Office Box 1289 
Brandon, Florida, 34299 

Dear Hr. Hagerty: 

I have your August 22, 1988, letter in regard to a circumstance 
relating to Vietnam, the Paris Peace Accords, and four service- 
men who were shot down over Laos on February 5, 1973. 

For your information, General Chappie James was the senior 
person in DoD responsible for the MIA and KIA lists during the 
time frame, to which you refer, and no decistpns were taken by 
me without full consultation wfth General James. Dr. Shields 
has given you grossly wrong information and no names were struck 
from either the MIA or KIA lists without full staffing and a 
personal sign-off by General James. 

I have no recollection of Dr. Shields discussing this information 
with me and certainly I had no knowledge whatsoever that these 
men were alive. I categorically and emphatically refute any 
such statements by Dr. Shields. 

I am not in any way interested in your "equal time," I am deny- 
ing the information you now have and would suggest to you that 
without some proof of this "hearsay" information that you forget 
it. 


Uilliam P. Clements, Jr. 
Governor 


uor i». . 
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Decenibet 15, 1908 

n 

Governor Bill Clements 
Office of the Governor 
Austin, TX 78701 

Dear Governor Clements, 

Thank you for your letter of September 6, 19BB in which you 
e-xplained that any names removed from the list of known POMs in 
1973 were removed at the direction of General James or his staff. 
Dr. Shields must have been mistaken when he said that you were the 
person who ordered several names of live POWs to be stricken from 
the list. 

1 do have one additional question, however, and that pertains to 
the order you gave to disregard all current intelligence regarding 
known POWs who did not return after "Operation Homecojing" . Before 
I televise this story, I would like to have your point of view, for 
the information I have does not place you in a particularly 
patriotic light. 

As I have the story, you ordered the "shelving" of the detailed 
list of known POWs. Furthermore, our source says that it was you 
who set in motion the restructuring of intelligence criteria to 
preclude any future "confirmed" sightings of the men we left in 
Southeast Asia at the end of the war. If this is not true I. need 
to know, for I certainly do not want to imply that you bear major 
responsibility for the continued imprisonment of these men if it is 
not true. 

Very truly yours, 


Larry Hagerty 
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Mr. Putrjck J. CrM»rn«ri 
&38£ - Diind Ava. No. 
Pinal 1«» Park, F]. 

346£S 


I am writirm to you in regards to a situation wMich i 
believe y.;.u wav be belDful in clarifvina. The situation to 
wnicn 1 arn reforinq is the Missing in Pet ion (MIP)/ Prisoner 
of War (POW) Question. 

u.'. P local television sdom recently aired here in the Tampa 
&av area which pave the details of wv brother's crash 
incident. The February 5th 1373 shootdown of an l£C-‘i7D over 
the country of Laos. 

2. Details provided by the show included some rather 
distressinq informat ion concernino the "Striking" of my 
brother and his crewinates from the neootiatinp lists. 

■*. The details listed Dr. Roaer Shields and yourself as the 
aersons directly responsible for this indefensaole action. In 
addition, the snow quotes a confidential source from the U. S. 
Intelligence Community stating that Dr. Shields and yourself 
wrote a directive changing the criteria to be used ay U. S. 
Intelligence Pgencies in defining a confirmed PQU report. 

5. if the information shown was in fact true, please eMOlain 
whv my brother was abandonned. Was it in the name of 
Political EMoedienev? Were you directed to strike the names 
jfrom the negotiations? 

£. Sir, I am _a. life mernber^ of _the Plr- Force - Sergeants 
Pssociation, and have seen your rjrne associated with 

outstanding community act ion “projects with the Boy Scouts of 
Pmerica. PFSP, and others. You don’t sound like the type 
person who would knowingly turn his back on a fellow 

serviceman. I hooe that /ou will take a few moments to 
explain what haopened. so that I can better understano whv my 
Brother was not even asked for bv our government until the 
Sen. Yessev trips of 1387-66. 

I have an appointment with a Mr, Lawrence Hagerty. 
producer of the show mentioned, on 13 February to discuss mv 
brother's case and to see what else he knows about it. P'lease 

try to respond to this inquiry prior to that meeting so that 

I mioht have a better viewpoint from which to evaluate his 
information. 

8. Thank you for vour time and consideration in this matter. 
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SryE OF Texas 
Office o^the Governor 
Austin, "ffxAS 7670. 

WILklAM F CkEMCNTS. jn 

0 OV.-.O. March 1, 1989 


Mr. Patrick J. Cressman 
6982 62nd Avenue, North 
Pinellas Park, Florida, 34665 

Dear Mr. Cressman: 

I have your letter of February 5, 1989, asking for clarification 
regarding my position relative to the MIA question and POWs In 
Vietnam, This of course is an old issue and has been grossly 
misrepresented through the years. I applaud your interest and 
I am certainly pleased to know that you are a life-member of the 
Air Force Sergeants Association. I am most sympathetic to your 
feelings considering the background of your brother having been 
lost in Vietnam. 

You are correct in stating that I was in the Department of Defense 
from January 1973 to January 1977 so for four years I was involved 
one way or another in the POW situation. 

During the period that I was in DoO I looked primarily to General 
Chappie James who had a long and distinguished record in the Air 
Force and was a pilot in Vietnam for several years. Also Or. 
Shields played a role and made certain reports to the Congress 
and to me but I looked primarily to General James for my infor- 
ination «nd liaison wHh the POW groups. 

In answer to your question, and for the record, I never struck any 
person's name from any list; that was not my function and I had 
no personal knowledge of any list per se. What you hear on tele- 
vision or from some unofficial sources could be anything but in 
this Instance it is certainly not true that I had anything to do 
with any list. 

I appreciate receiving your letter which of course gives me the 
opportunity to put the record straight. As a citizen 1 have been 
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/. 1’. w«i bight)' ciadiflti! «c ch« tiDf; btgl.tr t.iic cbt fitU 

coouadtr btd «cct*i to. Evto Id ao uocUialficd fara, It wat 
pot avtiiabU uDCil altar tht aiec bad beao declared dead. 


Why dldr't aoneone In the Air forte paai to teaLalty or the field 
ever, an unelaiilCled veraloc of the oaterlii: 

A: The incident occurred juic prior to the return ol our phaooeri of wer. 
The intelllieoce commlty, at the clee, wai carrying an uoderatandably 
hea\7 burden preparing lor the npetrlatloa ol our Wa. Ueeii •aopower 
needed lor euch Cblngi at dec laid If leat Ion ol docimnci vai imply not 
available. It vai hoped that If they had indeed bean captured allec 
they yould have been repatriated along vitb the reit of the prlionerr. 
The fact that they vtrc not repatriated led ui to the ragrcttable 
eoneluilon tiiat they nett, in fact, not captured alive ei thle Inttl* 
ligancc report would lead you to ha Have. 

After the rcturo of our IWa, the work load In our Intelllgtoea organ!* 
aationi eonciouad at an catraMly high Iml tdillt the returned 
prlaoncri ware dabrlefad and their debrlefingi were enelyaad. 
loeidentally. no InferMtion vea provided hy chaee debrltfiogi which 
would aubaeantletc the capture of this crew. Ihirlag that tine, the 
Incclliiaoei report io iguaatieo apparently fell by the veyaldc end 
no atcenpt wes ever aede to decleaalfy it ntll recently. I would 
like to point out here, in eonelttelon, thet we have 'sever received 
any other lofomatlen to aupport the eleian nede le thii report. Con- 
veracly, everything we have, iDCludlng ioveacigationi by a Boute Select 
Cmlttae eed a Fredidantiel CoBalaaien, lead ua to the eoeeluilon 
that no one li left alive. 


1 


our no loogtr held any ol 

"Pinion, bors froa taper Unce 

wi.t hundred! ol o^r lU:, that providinc intorBatloo we felt, and 
III., fee. wet elileadlng or wprae - felta, could have a dctrlnental 
d.iac: OB tbt MOK by glviog thee faUt hope for chi returo ol * 

».oved one wno we vara aura wai not alive. On easy oeeaalooi foraiw 
gmarnoaBti have acaced that they ao longer bold toy Aaarlce^ priioMri 
e^ hav. ateadlMtly rtfuaed to provide u« with anycblng but raealiu 
0. In.oroaciot about chotc who ware killed in the eonfllei. 
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?2lO%tt7 NDV e« 

JCMC L1A190N MINCKDk tM 
COR JCRC l*»9£R? RT Hi - — 

ro USCI'^CP*: HD‘/JLOli> Hl//J3/J3b/?*J// 

CSUlk r.iSH!>C//l*»/VL'(// JCS h*SHDC/7 j5/J3// 

i «i.SilH(.1JV OC//DC-?// CDHUSiClL*^! PI auFTER Ml 

tHBtSSY VU’JIPVE . HOMMRC «*ND’JLPH AFB T*//MPCCb// 

COtF ►*SfiDC//'JlSD-JS4/R''-*.l*/0*Sn.P*// 

IUhOUSC r.kSHnC//YSC/HR CH1LI>HE5S/7 

BJi DISCU&SI'JMS mUm A'^CIT JACK eilLCV (U) 

F| JCRC 2«A ‘s;, OH 19J7157 M3V Bh. 

BY RIF •'E5SACL *>l REPOATEO 0‘. A VISIT 13 JCH: 

IISCIN OFFICE 9V-fiCtv TiRki.E'f 3'< 19 MDvE»'BER» AT 

I CM ll»'tT3flUtV T3*'RC0 OVER * SH*l,L Ciusillf DF 

ACHr:4TE5 StELETiL REH41'«5. T^IS ««IS5A6E PfiOVlOlP 

D1T1JU4L 1NF0R'*»T13‘. 5LE*NED FRflM ^(»lu£y OWRlWC A 

MBtl'-t “D^OLOHJC *m1Ch PRECIOCO MJS lURMOVEK 3F RE'ill'iS. . \ 

■SfllLEy IV01C4TE0 Ml HAD bEl‘< me»E l*» HAKASiJ 

R 5n*i BUT hao refrahed fr?'' cdmactiv: us 

TU Ht MAO 5D^tl*<H5 TO RERDR1. mL tOTEO THAT HE *4S 
HiRPT aMh wIS PAST DEALINGS aITM TmE STATE UEPaRTHEOT. 

D »nH DlA, pjr THAT he still felt he COULB CDMHJHitAIL 
IM JCPC. Thus he yisiUO to P»ffJ tLONJ^HIS 1H»F3A*^TIDN - 
ROJG^ OUR OFFICE. HE «EnT ON TO STATE HE HAD UEA ^ 

RMNG .JTM A DE0i:*TE9 CRO'JP Of ».A07m^ 

MCN C.ctOnuMIsT'li.ftNO'Trtlir'THTE ftFoRtrv\ENT\BNETi 
OJP ^AS STSTEhaT 1;A|.LT iKVESTlCATjiG flO CRAShSITES 
STLY Jh The ho chI HINM TRaJL AREA, A>0 TALHIH6 TO 
.LAGc-S and avy available FlRSTpAi.n mITNESSES TO 
THER J».TU and/0? REha]NS and effects on each of the 
TE s /jsnED. claiafo ia be financially 

»P0RI1WC THIS OPERATION Hl'‘StLF BECAUSE. OF HIS BELIEF 
the TAuSE A..d SECAJSE Of mjs CERlAlNit TmaT THE GAccP 
TM hHu** nt mas •ORMIAIS MtRf. OlDlCAllO AND MOHJRABlI 


the ACTltlTlFS OHICH HE SUPPORTED HAD TNUSFAR 
lULTlU !». The ACCJhulaTIQy UF INFORhaTIOn ON A NUMBER 
SUES. "LUS RECJVFhy of RC^AltJS AND UTh[H AHUPACTS 
3M several sites, among THOSE MEnHOmEO BYTiHlLEV; 

A. An IC-AT aircraft HAS SHOT DOmN IN |«)S AHB 
JR IURVJV0?S sin CAPIURID AND harchEO AhAT, QAILEV 
TTEh that The USAF iiEnT back later and bombed tne 

tl, RUT THAT TAO RChaINS HAVE HECn RECOVCMEO FROM 
IS SITE. 
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1, ». C; •!» 2? ICI IJ, JmiTHI MtJ »mi IM SHOOriOV. UM» 
DICUtIK All or TW CHblll rio TM AIKUn DIW «lT«n IM 
lt«m Of Alt «» WOMAllOl, lAffl* 

A: itriuni (OMAMr’i inid. t an ?> to n ad lu (tow i. 
CMUUA. PAitns. iinAin ii kiau m hajbid r«i its MCisiot 

10 tHAK! TK TIATtO 0 JtftlAII CItSVAA. IM tMUIOIA'S imH 

C(MU ccMwiuTiaa CAfAiiiiTUSi umuuutioi of iiuiAn ouiiir, 
riKM AID KVArAIIIA OF AtKUn niUAU. IM OWAIOCI Also 
iMOMB n AD Nits cnsKAi ‘ciuivsm lYUiin or haih is kh 
itoimD roi A awNOti id uiin ai ska a oitisioi ciisiik 

iviDtKi oioiMiAnms kcjsw *. 

I. 0: KTAIlSOrTW mnilll B1 HllASIDinil lin. MIT IAS 

iMU A s TiAi HIM MIA osAi iinnins mi n crnci wiu 

STATtO lANIlllS nit TO U PWIMD IM DSI CmOt IIHWAIIOI 
rossiiiii 

A; intin or iiiinm ms m n nss ianiuis cussirito iiroi- 
wtiOA. iKiAssiutAonuaoi im mn km kuuk io in ^ 
INtllT K UAH ttNUKHI'S uniis tAKO I UP 11 AD 2 API IS. 

AS 10 MIT »1 WOMMIK QKIRK IW (HAT KM MO MUAStD 
unil |l». APPiUnit. AlTKttN n tAMOI I! UnAII. INAT WOblA- 
Tift MS 101 MClASSiriU INtll lt» 

C. 0: A ril OATS AHII IM CUSm A USAI liAKN IIAN IQPiniD IM 
sni. MUI.MS OniMICDF 

A: Hcsinsstt! loiiiH ni ». ‘a roup iai yia> op- 

POStr 0* } PAUMSO! IIA AC OC! U3I0 NU TO AlOi SttUPITT S( 
StUCHlI IM ItlClAU. IM UOIO NU MP0IT(0 Sdlfi UNAIIS Of ] 
PltSdl'S lin ONI PAAUtSCU! NW said M FOUNS im IlNAllS OF 4 OF in 
HiMiiatis. iia roiiAU hciia ofim piam ms ioiaiit wnio 
IT Mttt NISI MH Nil U IHMMIT ntllS! FIM. IVtlTTHlK It IM 
rusiiAU JAS luucu 10 ASMS 01 Hluo icuBiK IM atnuic 

(lU. TMMttADlIPPdlOUOOrMOriMtllMMEUMS 
BCOnBO.' - _ 

D. D; UnOE ntSSM; *TM lAUlIU MM TOU TWI TM AIKIun 
bU DF HIM 1UUU IT lAM-n MtS: 

A; UFFniCt ICB n ATU INAl OUAUI PU 71 STATtS IASI lAOU 
onAT NAS 11402 1 API IS. wn a sfatis. ’ucaisi a tm 
sisiAiti rift. TM MAUS 1 Mou rMum. tm iicurr ms dt mid 
Y iACtitiY lAOAr. couinn:; natii towttti on kit uor aiovt 
OSOASSI PU n NlSSlii: NAH! (OMAINF ItltinO AlKun CIASMC 
AFTU lUC MOI lAOAr OKIAn MS lOST AC AltOAFT COUID N 4 V( 

Kit flVFSlM AAIA OF MAP ONIIAU. fOlll APPIUS ID It IWATtllAl 
SICI AIKUn tIASBITt MS POUD 
0; TMT nn TOU IMT MIt MU D PMnOS or T1« CIASN sm - 
A; CAMJT UPtlll MU PWlllS Hll TOU TMM KU D CIASN SHt 
pNoios. pioros nn oiliiiAiiT UAisiriu. 

Q: IMF MU IDU TMT TU CIASN sm nu W II imuTiiAno 
tonMi ictAosi n NAS doimhd ’nosiui’ - n ms it 
A; nrnuci ao amsw lAiia PNini iiapi nuns no ii statu. 

(Ktms SM N1SS0 IT CIASN sm *TM« NS B NFIHBIT 
iniYiTT HPonio MS ms Nissn n mnci or mt puyious 

ACIItt n tm MU ff TM CIASM Silt'. ODMAWI U IIS 7 API IS 

inni n otsuu phut siitis mu nls nsiiu. lauinwi ; 

JUST ntm sit Plow npomo b npiiwu inivm o«s bt 

HCH MU BUU 11 aBlKBD BI-BITIU . NO ArNPC/|P«; MS B 

NiinMi miuiucn itomw ckimis wiai status of tm 
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DEFENSE intelligence AGENCY 
WA&minCTON 0 c 20M0 

2 : rc5 1;-7 


U-07«6/V0-PH 

TO: Department of the Air Force 

Headquarters Air Force HiUtirj' 

Personnel Center 

OPMC, ATTII: Major Jerry Crull, USAF 
Randolph AFB, TX 7B150-6001 

SUBJECT: Transmittal of DIA Analysis . 

1. On 5 February 1973, an EC-A7Q electronic reconnaissance aircraft on an 
intelligence gathering mission over southern Laos crashed with the loss of all’ 
personnel on board. 

2. Sanitized intelligence reports from February and Hay 1973, which were 
released to the families of crewmembers, and assertions made by la former U.S. 
Air Force intelligence analyst have led some to the erroneous belief that at 
least four crewmembers survived and were captured. 

3. In July 19B6, Hr, Patrick J. Cressnan, a relative of one of the crewmen, 
wrote to the President and several members of Congress, stating that his 
brother and three other crewmembers, known by the U.S. Government to have been 
alive and captured, were ‘abandoned.* 

4. The Defense Intelligence Agency has conducted an exhaflstive analysis of 
all available intelligence and operational data surrounding the EC-47q loss. 
This analysis has concluded: 

a. There is no evidence that any crewmembers survived the crash. 

b. There is no evidence that any crewmembers were captured by eneav 
forces. 

c. The intelligence reports of 5 February. 17 February and 2 Hay 1972, 
contain no evidence that relates to crewmembers of the £C-;7Q. 

5. A copy of the DIA analysis is attached. This analysis will also be 
provided to the White House and In response to Congressional queries. 

FOR THE 0! RECTOR; 



1 Enclosure a/s KIHUALL K. GAINES 

Colonel, USAF 

Chief, Special Office for Prisoners 
of War and Kissing in Action 



DEFENSE INT^LIGENCE AGENCY 

♦ *1 
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AHALTSIS Of IHFORMATIOM ON M LOSS OF EC‘47Q BARON 52 



LOSS INCIDENT 

The EC-47Q, call sign Baron 52, and its eight crew members were lost over Laos 
on 5 February 1973. Four days later a search team inspected the wreckage and 
located the remains of four crew members. Two of the remains were in the 
pilot and cO"p11ot positions. The third was in the engineer's compartment, 
and the team was able to recover a portion of this body, which was Identified 
as the other co-pilot. The fourth body was near the eiigineer's compartment. 
Normally in this type of aircraft there are two positions immediately behind 
the engineer's compartment. One of these two positions would have been 
occupied by SSgt Todd H. Helton and the other by either Sgt Joseph A. Natejov 
or SSgt Peter R. Cressman. Due to physical and time constraints and hostile 
forces In the area, the team was not able to lift the fuselage to search for 
additional remains. 

The search team also found what appeared to be anti-aircraft artillery 
shrapnel holes in parts of the wreckage. They found no evidence that the crew 
were preparing to bail out when the plane crashed; and it did not appear that 
the aircraft attempted a controlled crash landing. The disposition of the 
wreckage and other features of the crash site (e.o., absence of skid marks) 
indicated the aircraft had plunged nearly vertically to earth, bounced once, 
landed upside down and burned. 

Although operating outside the range of ground radar stations during most of 
its mission, Baron 52 hid frequent radio contact with other aircraft in the 
area. For example, the commander made routine half hourly contacts with, and 
reported all unusual occurrences to, Hoon Seam Mrborne Command and Control 
Center, and also had radio contact with Spectre 20, an AC-130 gunship working 
in'the same area. The electronics warfare crewmembers also used separate 
communications equipment to maintain contact with another EC-A7, Baron 62, 
flying in the same general area. The last reported position of Baron 52 was 
about B-IO minutes flying time from the crash sits. 


COfflAHD-R'S OETERy.lliATIO:; 




Following a review of facts associated with the crash, the Commander, 8th 
tactical Fighter UIng, in coordination with the Commander, 56th Special 
Operationj King, recommended that the itatus of the crew members be changed 
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to killed-ln-action. The next-of-kin were informed of the status change and 
the facts supporting the decision 1n»B. series of letters dated between 24 
February and 17 April 1973, which siMl^rized the events of Baron 52's last 
mission and the evidence obtained by the search team. The convnander added 
that in view of the capabilities of the radio communications equipment, Baron 
52's frequent contacts with other aircraft, and the intensive training of the 
crew, in case of emergency at least one of the crew would have instinctively 
used the radios unless the aircraft crashed as a result of some catastrophic 
incident that immediately and completely incapacitated the crew members. 
Having reviewed the available facts, the field commanders reported that they 
believed "there was. no reasonable doubt that all the members of the crew of 
Baron 52 were killed in the crash." 


IKTEIUGENCE REPORTS 

Although the observations of the Search team and other facts constituted what 
the field commander believed to be compelling evidence that none of the crew 
members survived, four sensitive intelligence reports, portions of which were 
declassified for release to the next-of-kin, led others to speculate that the 
four electronics specialists could have survived. Two of the documents were 
dated 5 February 1973, another 17 February 1973, and the fourth 2 liay 1973. 
Through a longstanding misinterpretation of these sanitized documents an 
erroneous impression of survivors was preserved. Yet in fact, the four reports 
do not relate to the loss of the EC-47Q. 

- The initial 5 February report originated in the area of Vinh, North 
Vietnam, over 240 miles by road north of tlie EC-47Q crashsite. In that 
report, which was issued as an unevaluated spot report as soon as the 
information was acquired, a North Vietna-mese unit near Vinh is said to 
be holding four prisoners who are not further identified. 

- The later 5 February report, based on and issued after a review of the 
information in the earlier 5 February report, 'pjovides no additional- - 
insights into the origin or identity of the- prisoners. 

- The 17 February document is a report by an enemy unit of the alleged 
downing of an aircraft in the area ioediately south of the 
Demilitarized Zone which separated North and South Vietnam, anj as 
such docs not relate to the EC-47Q or its crew. 

The 2 May report is yet another analyst's interpretation of the 
5 February reporting and is neither new information nor a new report. 
Dirt's review of the evidence shows that the analyst who prepared the 
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2 May report made a numbee of arbitrary and erroneous assumptions and 
speculative assertions in ^ attempt to infer that the 5 February 
Information originated from avocation much closer to the EC-470 
crashsite and that some of the crew survived. The 2 May report 
therefore actually provides no more conclusive information than the 
original 5 February report did; however, the unwarranted personal 
speculation tends to draw attention away from this fact. 


CONCLUSION 


In conclusion, it should be emphasized that the four documents cited above 
were never conclusively correlated to crew members of Baron 52. The documents 
Initially were entered into the files of the crew members only because the 
information was acquired shortly after Baron 52 became missing, and it was 
anticipated that future reporting might permit OIA analysts to make a 
definitive correlation to the Baron 52 Incident. No such reporting was ever 
received. It is further emphasized that following the loss of Baron 52 none 
of its crew was ever seen alive, and there is no intelligence whatsoever which 
would Indicate any of the crew survived the incident of loss. 
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CHARLCS |L GDASSLIV 
WA8HINOTCN, DC 20SIO-l«Ot 





October 10, 1990 

Mr. John M.G. Brown 
Box 30 

petrolla, CA 95SS8 
Dear Kr. Brovni 

I with to thank you Cor your generosity in contributing 
your research and swny long hours of work to our FOH/NIA 
investigation. Hie docuswnts you provided pertaining to POHs 
of World War ZI, the Korean War and the Vietnaa War will offer 
us an invaluable historical context for understanding this 
issue as we seek the truth and a resolution of the matter. 

As you request, let me give you my assurance that I and my 
staff will not permit any copies to be made of these 
documents, nor will we permit access to thee, without your 
express approval. Ne are grateful that you have donated this 
effort to our cause and I will do whatever I can to ensure that 
your request is honored. 

Once again, thank you for your outstanding work and 
generosity. Please let ne know if I can be of help in your 
future endeavors. 

Sincerely,- 

Charles E. Grass ley 

United States Senator 
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JuMii rl.ii. bKOWI, 
jpox 30 

f-eiroi iW Ch V5550 
(•,07; 629-5)5't7 


4 Octooer. 1990 


oeniior coeriesurasaiey 

reraonii fictn. i.ris iolesniK 
..30 aenaie nan ouiiolng. 

Nssningcon, O.C. luSio 

uear aenator brass ley, 

1 am auo(nirting tor tne current investigation Into the matter o( 
u.a. prisoners ot war wno remainsa in nosciie captivity 260 i 
numoerea, now-aeciassltieo oftlclai oocUments uncovereo oy me in tne 
nations, nrcnives. Inese oocunents contirm the existence ot American 
rONS ot tne I9iu-i920 American intervention in Russia, Worlo War 11, 
i.orea ana Vietnam in Soviet or Soviet-surrogate control . 1 nave 
aeiecteo tnem trom among some 10.000 other POW-relateo oocuments now 
in my possession. 

inese cocunvents form me oasis tor my February 1990 VFW Magazine 
article, niuiiLiv PuWs Ur ihL COLD WhR, my May/ June two-part New 
nmerican artice. niitlAiL GORBACHEV. LET OUR PEOPLE COr ano my 
aeptemoer j6. lyVu Washington Post coiumn. THE POW CONSPIRACY, an of 
wnicn are encioeea. As an author, currently writing a fully aocumenteo 
nietory or u.a. rows ot the aoovt iisteo conflicts, this 
primary-source cocumentary evloence la very valuable to me, ana there 
IS no on* eise m me uniieo States wnom i wouio have entrusteo wim 

Of the Ancloaeo 

‘oe nanoa ot omer writers or reporters wno 
•r S context, or use 

■oLf a?aM ‘'"'««' 0 »V*ve resoarcn. 1 am trusting you ano 

oenl.f J tne repreaenie years of worx on my part, on 

or me fui.s. n you neeo rurmer assistance piease contact roe. 
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JOhlf M.O. bROwii 
6k:v-35<i7 


senaiof tnar i«s Orissiey 
Pergon6i Attn. J,ns ilolesnlK 
ijfa tieneite hvi bun fling 
Waonington, D.C. 2u5iu 

iiear senator Orassiey, 

1 am suodiining tor the current Investigation Into the matter of 
u.o. priaoners ot war wno remaineo in hostile captivity 260 ♦ 
numoereo, now-oeciassifleo otflclal aocuntenta uncovereo oy me In the 
wationai Archives. Ineae aocumonts confirm tne existence ot American 
i^Uws Of tne I'i'ie“iy2i:i American Intervention in Russia, Wor la War 11. 
korea ana Vietnam in Soviet or Soviet-surrogate control. 1 nave 
seiectea them from among some 10,000 other POW-relatea aocuments now 
in my possession. 

fneso aocuments torm the oasis for my Feoruary i990 VFW Magazine 
article. HiODLli POWs Of THE COLD WAR. my May/ June two-part New 
American article. MIKHAIL GORBACHEV. LET OUR PEOPLE CO. ana my 
sepieuiDer 15, ivvu Wasnington Post column. THE POW CONSPIRACY, all of 
wnicn are anciosea. As an author, currently writing a fully aocumentea 
nistory of U.s. Ptiws ot tne aoove listeo conflicts, inls 
primary-source aocumentary evlaence is very valuaole to me. ana there 
18 no one eise in tne Uniteo States wnom 1 woula nave entrusteo with 
a. i request tnat you oo not permit any copies of the encloseo 
aocuments to get into tne nanas of otner writers or reporters wno 
mignt misinterpret mem or quote them in the wrong context, or use 
tnem to coopt ray own investigative researcn. i am trusting you ana 
your staff, to sateguaro wnat represents years of worn on my part, on 
oenaii of tne ru«. ir you neea further assistance piease contact me. 
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V E T E R A N 


Hidden POWs of the Cold War: One Man’s View 


■ leriei of aignali from the 
ASovMUnk>n^dt«a)rtJjaaariat- 
ante In repatrlaUng aome 300 Sovl- 
eu mbalng in Afghanlsun and Pak- 
latan olTcra a unique opportunity. 

Reporta from Soviet diplomatic 
aourcea appearing In the American 
preaa In lOM, Indleating that Soviet 
leader Mikhail Ooihaehev had dla- 
cutaed thb mattar urith Praaldent 
Oeorge Buah, demonatratea poa^ 
linkage In accounting for BuliMan 
MlAa in Afghanlaun and American 
POWa and MlAa from the'.VIctnkffi 
War aa well u picvioaa%ari.v 

A number of U& ptbonen may 
have been tianafemd to the Soviet 
Union from Indochina, and docu- 
mentary evidence axlataofthc trana- 
fer of ia^e numbera of US. POWa of 
the Korean War to the Soviet Union. 
The US. demanded their retun In 
May 19M, but the Soviet Union de- 
nied holding American POWa*under 
guard.* 

And theexiatence and diaappear- 
ante of American and Brltbh POWa 
under Soviet control in IMS has 
been documented by this writer 
through declauUlcatlon of thou- 
sands of formerly secret U.S. cablet 
and reports In the National Archives. 


Althoogh many Freedom of Infor 
motion Aa (FOIA) requests have 
been denied me for ‘national accur- 
iiy* reasons, some records have been 
obtained through POIA. Interviews 
with IMSpaiticIpantthaveclarifled 
other asp^ of this hidden aspen 
ofihe Cold War. 

In 1M5 the Soviet Army liberated 
over a million Watem Allied POWa 
anddlspUeed persons In Nazi camps 
in Poland, aaitem Oermany and 
Austria. According to the ValU' 
AgrcemenutlieywaibtoMitpatri- 
ated to their nativelaqda. .' 

While aome-were'Bflttbcly wMl- 
treated byfront-Upe Busdan troops, 
documentary evidence ^qtalls hqw 
over600,000oftheaeprilotierawere 
forcibly retained by SoviM authorl- 
tlea. Included wen hundreds of 
thousands of French, Belgians, 
Dutch and ethnic Jewi who had lur 
vtved the Nazi concentration camps 

Among them were tent of thou- 
sands of American, British and Com- *■ 
monwealth POWa whoae kidnapping 
became a high-level national accur- 
ity secret American and British pris- 
oners were alto among the more 
than 4.500,000 German and Jap- 
anese POWs retained as forced labor 
by the Ruwilans. 

On May 23. IMS, two weeks after 




the end of the war In Europe, Gen. ! 
Dwight D. Elsenhower's chief POW | 
negotiator with the Soviets, Ma). 

Gen. Ray Barker, stated In a secret 
report “VuSHAEF(SttpnmHtad- 
quarlere Alliid Exptditionai-y 
fbree) repmmuuim earn totiu 
firm emvidim that British and 
Amerioon priaoneraqf wor inane, 
q 0 ract,b«t)i 9 AaldasAostapesb]/(Ae | 
Jhiistoiia ..." .1 

Recently declassified U. 8 . and 
' Bdtiah .do^enu record details of 
a ^oyiet>*blackmair operation eze- . ; 
ciitcdbySovictleaderJoaephStalin | 
and. hla cohorts Molotov, Beria, I 
Golikov anddthcri 
Ihelr otdect was to obtain Allied 
compliance in the coerced and forc- 
ible repatriations of more than 
5, 000,OOORuaslaAs,Ukrainlani, Cos- 
sacks, Poles, Halts and other cutem 
Europeans.Theyalsodemanded U.S. 
diplomatic recognition of Commu- 
nist regimet in Poland and elsewhere * 
“• In Eavtern Europe. 

An additional benefit to the Rus- 
sians was to be the labor of thou- 
sands of technologically advanced 
(by Soviet standards) Allied prison- 
ers. The actions of highly placed 
Sovif I spies In the British and Amer- 
ican gov’crnments severely compro- 
mised the Alllea and greatly assisted 
the SovlfU in this operation. 

Repatriation of POWs was a secret 
topic of the IMS founding United 
Nations (inference In San Fran- 
nsc'o. I he 1 M5 llopklns-Stalln meet- 
ings and the Potsdam Conference. It 
appears that Field Marshal Alex- 
ander. Gen. George Patton and to a 
Inner extent others, Including Gen. 
Elsenhower, misted this chain of 
events prior to and following the 
unsuccessful September IMS for- 
eign ministers meetings. , 

Well after the war, Alexander 
cabled London: ’’Diffiadly in trac- 
ing BR‘WP\V$ in Russian zone." 

Me reported that 1'5. and Rrltlih , 


aiiOarmsni«N)tab«aMtfhy UAm 
(M alwwn nm), FMsWy aa many aa 
UA. fOWa «an net npttrtaM Nm 
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POWs were being shipped east into 
Russia "in boxcars loitA German 
Ws," 

Meanwhile, Patton's Third Army 
had located thousands more Ameri- 
cain and British prisonert being with- 
held after the war by the Soviets In 
Austria. According to once-top 
lecret U.S. documents, decisions 
were first made by President Frank- 
lin 0. Roosevelt and then by Presi- 
dent Harry Truman that the poten- 
tial loaies pf a 1M5-46 war with 
Ruula were not worth the pouible 
recovery of some 2U,(XXI American 
and 20,0041 or more British and 
Commonwealth POWa. 

ImplemenUtion ofthis policy was 
passed on to the responsible depart- 
ments and agencies, Evidence has 
surfaced of the aecret return of 
Allied prisoners for (he forcibly re- 
patriated Soviet cltiiena of whom 
Soviet dissident Alexander Sohhen- 
itayn. Lord Bethell »nd Nikolai 
Tolstoy have written so eloquently. 

Repatriations to Stalin's GULAG 
were marred by mass suicides. Stalin 
reneged on full reciprocation and 
moat ofthe Allied POWa diiappaared 
Into secret, special cSmpi Stalin's 
failure to reciprocate in the re-, 
patriationa of 1M5-47 resulted In 
an otlldal tendency to mlnimbe the 
extent of Allied kuna. 

In classified US. and British docu- 
I menu,(hetotalnumberofprisoncn 
, known to be In Soviet hands was 

(scaled down to lome 5,600 Ameri- 
cana and 8S00 Bitiah and Common- 
wealth troops. Continuing research 
Indicates that lhac flgum reflea a 
: ahUUng of known prisoners Into 
other categoriei. All told, aome 
78, OOOAmcricaiumnain unaccount- 
ed for from WWIL 

I The acute need for Intelligence 
, Inside Sovla territory to locau the 
large number of mlaaing Allied pris- 
oners for possible secret rescues or 
' negotiations led to US.- 8 ovla air 
battles In Europe and US. naval 
I threau to the Ruialani in Man- 
; churM. 

; Dria crisis led to the lint ma)or 
American covert actions after WWII 
inside Soviet territory executed by 


the Oniceof Strategic Service (OSS), 
Army G-2/SSU, the State Depart- 
rncnt'aOfllceofPolicyCoordlnBtion, 
and later the CIA. 

Among other aaaets, they used 
existing German Intelligence net- 
works. The perceived need for ex- 
treme security In this matter helped 
creau a chain of events leading to 
the present debate on the limiu of 
seaecy In a free society. 

The latestSoviaatatemenlof con- 
cern for the return of their mining 
Afghan War prlaonen should be 
viewed as.a public diplomatic signal 
of their wUUngneu to coniider an 
exchange. This should not, however, 
be permitted to become a forced- 
repatriation of those 40-50 former 
Soviet ptiaonera known to be living 


In freedom in the US. and Canada. 

What would be in order, however, 
Is the use of American Influence to 
gain control of those Soviet POWs in 
Afghanistan and Pakistan who wish 
to return home. 

Given the present glasmst mood 
and Gorbachev's aiatemenu on 
Stalina crimes. It might finally be to 
the Soviet Unlona advantage to re- 
veal the truth about American POWs 
fromwwii, 


John Jf.G. Broun, aformtr earn- 
bat iitfantryman udtA ths Ui and 
RthlrjantryDivitioniin MMnam, 
is d Utfe Mtmbtr g{ Post R886 in 
SeaUU, WoiA and author qfJUce 
Paddy Qrunt (1886). 
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TORONTO Sati . 2T fiAYt i?89 
TTT"-, 


It thit ooUtijir ao damiH a uiU 

^cUttofahiideoioflU^mai 


Amtitao, Briliih ood Cimmaovaallb PoWa,*' 
. aap Binn. ril na deot w(Ui iba kMladoi’ a 

'ftlJUSdo^ wSl'Tf " *“ 

puppti SavM itraniatab la EM Europa." 

Sir* ““I l» atner. Tkn 

iBitU^toM « Amaricsoi Ml bahiad la Vittaim 

StrSTSuto^r**’*'’” *" * ^P*'”*^* 

won^l tNaniaa batwtao 

vSTcl-klSSSS “4 yuhirnten (eUawiat iht 

IW »h*oluaa, 
?**** *■*' ..**4 OtoeliUI mat tor Um tui UaM. 

jraad to Bi* hr^ rapaartaOao tl tw* aOlUan 

*»t*tdtli*M oko vara to AJUad baodi. Th* 


T I itami itnbtUavablf,’' batiaa a (taluri 
J I to Uit V.S. VtItrMO Niwt ud Riport: 
r< X^Sloca Uii tad e( to* Viiuita) war, tht 
ilauD niirana bavt eonUadad that Amirleans 
■vftt lifi bthtod. Jeonad at aad hamaaad, tht 
•'‘“*4 ix lavarantnl tin- 
^ "3^ P*"* to bold tola to* . 

war. But If to* tfaitad ^tti wu wUliaf to for- 
H" toar* Umb nooo omo. whiJi patMUIni to* 
“wi po'^ul inUlUfy fart* la hliiaiy 
W ma eui la ban to uf tot tulbort cf A 
St^ tool sitM Himidtj art •* latir^. 

Om ^ tahitd triand: J^ Brawn, aeaoSl 
Waaijjrjita to Vlttoara; tad Tom Aihwarto, a " 
plW. Ibay ban btao 

{"Wbar* art lb* lacrti tacar di ctoetniai 
Sltof m ‘^"1**“' Affltrieta *ad*ltlllth 
Jlbllni man wh* dltappurtd tala tot Mat 
pi^ ifitam t( lb* and of Wtrld War n? 

^ara Ibaia VX afneart wba baadlad ibt 
covtrup on tbandaoad ASM triMnn Ihta m 
maltd to bl|h rank to poUqwtUaf tod tatoU^ 

. Did tola bacooM a ptoan, Hiuitai Ihat dal- 

' t’’' ‘53''^ «»5to ^ 

rte rapidly tod **i* baeatt* atdi^ to quit ttoo- ■ 


’WILLIAM 

STEVEWSOni 


. . 2^ paid lb* tirwad prle*. 
m ttow Altaaodtr mUttol ardin to fa^ 

ab troapi Uin^ dawa Ihalr tiOat tad rtfutiu 
2 “fWff 1 to fare* to* CtMek tondlial^ 

etbkt to tou tpctol IM'raOact 
tojpjwta* f^ltoa toat UMteflbl* dt^ 

• ^Ibaal-tarwad Ultl* purpot*. Par 

latoiaet! “to RuHito am dlfOeuliy 
ii Irartof BiiUtb PaWi ... 

totoSSi '•*'S 'JS* ***““*4 04 «m SrnS 

Tm jm tolar, Briifeb aaevrity BM attO bora 
52* ■*< »«»1U»liy to tot fem t( a rad III; 
‘m daraMti tola to baadlad tor aOdtl w 
Si -.1 2! I*™ *'*«1'4* Rtptliiiltoa ctaoal to 
torteamtoatiiB to toa MbUe ... ** 

nei*o^ - 

to etbiad Can. Dwl|bl Ebaabtaar. Iba 
AlUad aapraait caauatdtr; “CaattfMd ytv 
Wl SdidU that S,M U J. prlaaoiTatffto- 

J2S2 • 4to- 

^4<1y km, aad laid to hi|t< wbal tod baatM 
“a.aaSotltoartyBaltar." 


md lato^Mpro'^to'ySSrd^^ 

Ibjr eUlm to tort accumulalad dacuia«»aTT 

•™iae* af tot eantlauad ulsitac* af toamandl ad 

toOaMai Iba 

ICarata and Vtotoam war*. 

Brawn layi, “Fadiral a|*bli cam la aa* om 

to to^ (AprU) aad mntodad im af iha aaad 


il aauity larnKy la lb 

at to canchidad If U J. 


« w^ prloi to* tora daUili la Iba vaiartM' 
aawtoitr. "Tton" bo uOt im, ‘'uyto ton n aai 

wiU lot ai pubbab Ito whelo trato." 


^77rC/C Ofr» 

/ M4HCAiL£hlMKfNl 
On mmam Arpmfsn 


Bill Stovonion wanted you to 
have a copy of hit coluan. 
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First of a two-part series 


Mikhail Gorbachev, 
Let Our People Go 


H olding Amer1c«n. Allied, ind 
other prisoner! it hottiges 
— for ransom or blackmail 
or for intelligence purpoaes — has 
been a Soviei-communiat policy 
since 1919; HundredaofAmencan 
Chilians and U.S. mllltanr hoaugea 
of the Intervention held prisoner by 
ihe victorious Bolsheviks, along 
mth others arrested or detained 
later, were used by the Sovtets in 
1 92 1 to obtain SlOO million worth 
of desperately needed food supplies 
under the authoniy of war relief 
director (later Presidenil Herbert 
Hoover. In his memoirs Hoover 
listed as the first minimum condi- 
tion for U.S. aid; ‘freedom of all 
American pnsonera In Ruula.' 

According to an October 21. 
1920 Associaied Press report, the 
total number of Amencan atlzens 
in Russia was estimated at 3000 
(Including some families of natural- 
«ed Aipencansl. Certainly. ai this 
lime, hundreds of niiilvr-bom 
Amencan civilians and U.S-jnill- 
lary prisoners were bema held 
hostage by the Soviets. One of 
them, a Red Cross official land U.S. 
Army officer in WWI) named Em- 


"«• imf or 1968 Tfi pfdmsw, puwimrt 

I'l IMS bv Rfjorrv Cainiiou and iht MVi 
ion) Di^, TVoutbor iwMcomn anii 
/wt Vt (ooMol nSmaiion on ihu tuiym ft* 
ten*, m Bn, JO 

iipnvicann $Z2d b* mt miT 
wil. ntiurn-ncnpi. 



SoldtofS m il» Amariean wsfvsmion tofCM WSM larosimi lof eapiurs 


mett Kilpatrick, captured wth men 
of Wrsngels While Armv.'jmut:. 
gleda letter out of a Cheka Isecrei 
pollcel pnsom-... 1 am now held m 
-pnson as a hostage for one Jitn - 
Larkin la communist agiiaiorim- 
pnaoned in Ihe U.S. | now vmng a 
senienct of twenty years, and the 
same has been awanled me 
Western European wnr pnaoners 
and civlluins were also In mu held 
hosiage by the Sovteis .ii Hits time, 
in an effort lo gain rnm-rsaions 
from their home mn fiinm-nis. The 
U.S. Slate Oepnrinir;ii sought in 

put the matter I wnha publi. 

announcemi-iii ..n oriober 22 
1920. a dav aiii-i iiiv above quotrti 
AP story: ‘IPiMii-vim iigurrson Hu- 
number oi Aiiii-rn-ims m Russia an- 
off' by nlKMii 1000. according iii 


Sute Department records, which 
put Ihe con-ect number at about 


Doslii Warrant 

The State Ucpanmeni claimed 
Ihal the others were Russian- 
Amenrans. and ihai ‘all the Amen- 
cans III Russia remained there of 
their OUT! Iree will when Ambassa- 
dor Krancii leli ihai'couniry (July 


umaauinrBoifirukiin Itn.FdUau^ 
> (inpwvmm a> caiynander •ixtmlofil* 
"tnnrhm |orr«t m ftpnl 1930 Wmnpfl 
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ghan War prisoners should be 
Mcwrd as a public diplomatic sig- 
nal of ihcir willingness to consider 
an exchange. This opportunity 
should not be permitted to become 
a forced repainauon of those <10-50 
former Soviet pnaoners known to 
be living in freedom in the U.S. and 
Canada, or of those Vietnamese 
who have escaped a modem Stalin- 
ist regime. 

Since Vietnam has evidenced 
some fear of dealing honestly with 
the United States on the fate of 


known PO^'s m its conuol. perhaps 
(he correct ^^ach is lo involve 
\'ieuiam 8 puweRil ally land opai- 
nator of the problemi. the Soi-^ct 
Union. If the Vietnamese feel un- 
able to. resolve this issue lo the 
satlafacuon of the United States 
while still expecting U.S. dlplomauc 
recognition, then the Sonet Union 
should assist its ally by providing 
a way out of the present dilemma. 

America should already be using 
Its Inlluence to gam control of those 
Soviet POWs In Afghanistan and 


The Movtni Wall hat Onally come 
10 San Angelo. Teau. ihe Vietnam 
Veteran a Mcnional IMoyingl Wall 

pnaervea (he namea of the American 
aoktiera who gave their Uvea for ftte- 
dom or wert left behind to languiah 
In SouUieaat Aali. Among thiae 
miiaing men la Colonel Charlea 
EMn Shdton. 

Col. Shelton, a icconnaiaaancc pi- 
lot. wu ahot down in hla RF- 10 1 
while on a aecni miuion over Laoa 
- 2S yearn ho. on Apnl 29. 1963. 
W» 33nl birthday. Other pilou cir-. 
cling over Sam Neua Provtnec uw 
him land aafely. Hla wingman even 
waved to him. Aceocding to the U.S. 
Oefenae Department, a lOS pilot 
made radio conian with Shelton, 
who rraponded that he waa in 'good 
condtuon.' Shelton ut on i hill lor 
two hours, waiutig to be reacued by 
htUcopieni Uui never came. 

InteUigence pertonnci repon that 
Shelton manage lo evade capuiic 
unui he VM aumunded by nvo Ps- 
ihtt Uo pUioont. three daya after 
being ihoi dowa OHIclaUy luicthai 
a POW on May 24, 1065. Col, Shel- 
ton haa one advanugc over other 
POWa/MlAa: He la the only one aUU 
ofncitlly hated aa a POW The dcci- 
mn whether or not to keep hii lUe 
open wu debated in October 1960. 
at Randolph Air rone Base. Tcua. 
Prevtoua hcaruiga for other POWa 
had all ended wtih the aame reaulia: 
'preaumcd dead.' 

Dm lut name on the hat vM that 
of Charlea E. Shelton. The three 


heanng ofllcera reported that Ihe 
claaalfled documenu they reviewed 
had no bearing on iheir 2- 1 dcctaion 
'that Col. Shelton can reaaonably be 
praauraed dead.' But; aince 
Shelton'a wu the Uat name to be 
conatdcrtd. the dedaion had to be 
apptwed by the Seertuuy of the Air 
Foret, Whai with all the 'red upe' 
Involved. It wun't until 1984 that 
Verne Or (then Secretary of the Air 
Force) ptibhely aiaud that ^ton i 
POW ataiua would not change unul 
poauive evidence could be obtained 
topiiUtyit. 

Dimughout the ytari. Shelton * 
wife Marian haa received aeveral 
fltit-hand live aighung reporu Crern 
reputable inicUtgcnct personnel. Ai 
recently u 1986. a former intelll- 
gertcc agent who still travcia to Viet- 
nam said that he wu told by U.S. 
imaUgeiicc analytu that It had been 
reponed that Shelton had been 
moved U) Vietnam from Laoa in AonI 
1985. to a secluded island pnaon 
called Ho Thaeh Bat. located 40 
milea northeut of Hanoi, off the Red 
RMr. These iighUngi are what have 
kept the Shelton lainily from givuig 
up hope. 'I mveiy woffled about Hit 
future and Ihe honor of ihu coun- 
try and beUevt that all of our men 
who fought for ihu cotmuy should 
be brought home with honor.' uyi 
Mrs. Shelton. 'For. aa President 
Rngan once said. A country that 
fotgeu Its ffghung men u a counuy 
that in luelf wUI be forgotten' '. 

— JuaM M. Notto 


Hakiiian who wish to return home 
The SoMet Union should nnnnunri' 
that, as pan ol Uicir campaign oi 
•iipenness. " they ivill allow Amen 
can pnsoners who have come un- 
der their control. In vanqus ways, 
to return home if they wish to, li; 
matters truly Involving the nauonal 
secunty of the United Stales, cer- 
tain returning pnsoners could be 
sworn to secrecy. 

itfhosw National IntarMtT 

Recent developments in the POW 
matter in the United Sutes and 
Canada Indicate that Amencan and 
Allied leaders may have discussed 
this subject with Soviet leaders 
pnor to and during the recent Malta 
Summit U.S. determinauon to con- 
tinue a iraniparem lecrecy In this 
mailer, on the grounds of nauonal 
aecun^. raises the queaoon 01 whose 
nauonal interest such secrecy ac- 
tually serves. 

The Soviet domestic press has 
begun to publish portions of the 
truth for their own people. Also, 
dunng 1989 Ihe USSR propaganda 
magazine Soikei l^fe. published by 
governmental agreement In the 
U.S.. admitted tome of Stalin's 
enmes; '... Stalinism implies mass 
terror, contempt for human life, the 
matucre of mllllona of Innocent 
people on political grounds.... Stal- 
inism means forced labor of mil- 
lions of people.... Sullnltm means 
fraud on Ihe tute level, fabncation 
of traitors againat Ihe homeland, 
misrepresented lesuluof collecuvi- 
zauon. falsified history of the party, 
the suie and the world.* 

The publicauon of such truths by 
the Sovtei Union should challenge 
the United States government to 
open some of Its own secret files 
With the monumental changes 
apparently taking place m Eastern 
Europe, more of the history of the 
1945 Soviet ukeover in those areas 
la emerging. Once aei in motion, 
such a tide of revtlauons la difficult 
to reverse. Given Ihe pitaent 'glaa- 
noat* mood and Gorbachev a state- 
menu on Stalin a crimes. It might 
finally be to the Soviet Union a 
advinuge to expose the full truth 
of this matter and rcatoie the sur- 
viving pnaoners to their home- 
lands. ■ 


THtNeifAUfnCAN/JtMfd 1990 
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Authors Sue bantam for Rejecting 
Controversial Book on POWs 

up ln*6l«n| priionin 


(Cilon .in Vliinim hu rt- 
lulltd in ( lull by th« lu- 
thon, who conund thit in 
lumlnidown ihi book Bin- 
Uin bowtd u pniiunt 
brauftit byiPinttionoffi- 
ciii. Bintim vohomonliy 
^tniti ih« liiifltion. 
r Tho luthon irt iho but- 
I bind tnd wifo uim of Wi- 
liiifflSiirinion ind Moniki 
iJonMn, Sltnnion i» i for- 


^Thiinltiii prim ran (or 
Iho book'i Sopumbir publl- 
ciilon hu not boon MU "At 
tho oxoiumonl mounti, 
prim rani pi idjuiiid up- 
wirdi,"ClbionM(d,"ltwill 
bi I biilthy prim ran hi 
Ctnidi* 

Aulhon' Chirfot 
in thoir lull, brou|ht in 
U-S. Diiinci Court in Min- 


ll iLff 0 ^^!rr*h.r 


olliuiion of pod fiith ind 
fur doaliny ind ihiy mk i 
judynionl of tS23,0C0. 

Tht book iltowi thiL 


iny monoy idvincid. Bpn- 
lim Moki Iho roiiirn of 
IlCt.dU, nproiintinr poy-, 
mtni ol iho !im two iniiill- 
HMnU. 

. Jud|« Richird Owin n- 
jieud on - Much 26 Bm- 
tim'i ippil for tummiry 
jodi^nu *W»iihor lur- 
mindinf lipl conic- 
quoncii hui come intoci- 
iiltnct ippiin hire In 
iiiui.* ho wroti, ind ilio .. 
noted Iho iililonco o( nu- 
mcroui (kiuiI diiputii. 
Thi CMC ii now ontciinc 
the dipiluon iiip. 

In in iindivit co-iuihcr 
Moniki JenMn eonundi 
ihit in July UtM hor ipnt, 
liwyir Piui Gitlin, ricoicid 

■ ikturfiieminittorntyfor 
Richird Arrnitiii. Ailli- 


ny thii rum (lom piimiil 
^yii dimculilii ind eir- 
Ulniy wouid not bind to 
prcuuri from iny pvirn- 
mint ipncy. in thii cue 
there wu no proMuro. No 
Mil from thi ClA, thi Ni- 
tionil Sopuriiy Apney or 
ihi Pintipn 1*0 r dii- 
cuMod inythinf with ui. 
Kid there boin Iny p*fm- 
mint preiiuri we wouid 
hi«i rejected it out of 



■**1 tendihitBinum’inelied" 

^ >^« n, whitn -pan-l ihennowiiteihepuntiii- 
■MdjWupy flnt prinUnr |y contravoniii book, ‘in- 
Sipunihrt4.uidthimin- docod- them u wiiu fi'by - 
UKtipt kid keen lubJected repiledly luurinf them 
toieplri*tewbutitillw^,l |,pi dlliculUei 
yer^woul^i*! no furthir be dull with ind thei 
MmnjenUTta book’ieditor. ihe conipiricy lubreci m.i- 
Arnold Oolin, vice-pml- ter, mentioned in the leiur 
dint ind ^lur-ln-chlef of re)eci.iir the minuKnpi. 
the Plume, Moridiin,Siffnct wd explicilly itited in the 
ind Mentor linei. Mid, 'The nniricL 


enini lepi icuon if the 
book were pbliihod. Shi 
up ihe It once Ulephoned 
Iho infemilion to her odl- 
Ur. Bintim, bowi>ir, 
dilmi iki lulhort did not 
diieloN thii (let to It or to 
luiiide cduniel letiinod to 
neiew tho mnuicrlpt. 

Eupne K Scheiimn of 
Ihe New Yirk Qiy dim of 
Bur Mirka A Uphon, it- 
tprniyi for Ihp luthori, 
iiid, 'There li other i»l- 


ihon nu bun uniUe to 
idintify iny Amiricin prii- 
onin boini held In South- 
•ut Alii; ind thit the 
newi ptomiud in the con- 
tract hid not miuriiliiod, 
thui pneidinr no publiihod 
lupport fee the minu- 
leiipt'i lileplloni. Bin- 
tim ilip Miinuint Ihii, 
e*en If the luthon provided 
lubotantiiUon, the nocee- 
uiy diecliimen, neui ind 
indeilnc would nike the 
work edltoiiilly unminip- 


Mcwllond A Suwin'i u , nauir of liw. The booh 
publuntr irun,it>fen end comrecu Mpnod In INT fer 
he wu nnlideiit the book .nedrence of 1300,000 to bi 
^1d net be Uibto to iny oild in fwr iniullmenu, 
•> difeniitlen cliiml. TWien provided thit Ihe luthon 

1 “. *" • 
book like thii, you hivt u minuecripl "ibout e Merit 
lubjeet linked to newt thM 
CIboon Mid, will hrori !„ uie Midii in 
Ai pubilther of Meetnll- ^it ran or twe-ro- 
[in of C^i, Ciboon pub- ,m,„(ii„,ih, .uthoriltefe 
UiM Suramni novel ineipoiinriiiiijofpveiii- 
!?***** jf 'V'w f VI moni coviMip of npom 
taonim WUIIun Stevenion that there ire U-S MlAi In 
for 10 pin ind iruit him.' Sautheiii Aiii.'' 

CIbun Hid. Oburvinr thit The contrict oiie provid- 
he did Mt want te lound id thit “in ni ovent ihall 
pi^lhe^t ir Bke I Binum bo oblipiad u 
huctaier, he idded.aWjji p«p|i,h a work which in the 
^ vitilly Importint booic- lu,!.^. gf |u luornen 
ino ir the Amencin puonc rnay leid to hpJ liability' 


ceuniel hr Ihe Binum 
Doublidiy Dell Croup, 
celled Ihe illeption ofp*- 
immint priuuie 'ibio- 
lutely ridiculoui, friveloui 
ind llbeliui, and wllh no 
bull in fact' She Mid Ihe 
ITOup hid I ncerd of pub- 
Uihinp lepOy Mniltivo mi- 
leriil and dud two ciaia 
where pro-publicaUon pno- 
Mire wu biouthl: Kitty 
Killey'iffiin'oy.-Anlfiin. 
Uorind Biopiopbp «/ 
Fnni Sfnoira and Afeert 
Coldmin'i PAe Lien q/JiAn 
fen non. 

“Even with leipoct u 
criildam of the pvent- 
ment, OelMoru ucntifbl- 
lypublUhedDNpCourby 
NIchMl Urine, which wu 
very critkilof the DrurCn- 


ent Mnior ediuri and thit 
the lipl review wu bleed 
on ■ wanuKiipt conUinInr 
einliu chinpi propir^ 
by • yount odiUriil uiio- 
uni: that they etera pre- 


Indei iviiy prebiemitic 
feet; th at BanUiu Bfiuod 
to lend I repretenutivi u 


of bid fifth, h tuk throe 
pin for BuiUm to defer- 
mine ihatiheboeb. with die- 
diimin and oofei, would 
be editorially unninip- 
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y HoTBabdr Ifi, 1030. 


Toi Thu Aobla( iMUtiat Ohluf of Cteiff, C-2. 


> BobjMti Of AMrtOM Offlowd «U flol41«r« U 

ry tefrtu pnMw. 




Tb* atu^ tfrUATll oflHBl, NOU, nu fortb 
■•OM otk* ifkUMBU, lUt ho tnlrod lUnk 1, IBBT, la UbUaka 
JTi!"* ■” tva (4) A— rina Aatr OffUm uA 

V, !!“ *V nkn^anUj tu BruaCtmd ' 

) lauad PrlBoa «)im In mI mv laonotn wMlori lal ' 

ma b^ Uo of ttn n Hr. tenta or yartm od Ut. c. 
both tf ibaa ho thSnko ton amtIou Wofflooro Mat 
f to~tho loSad tan lladlnBtoke Bo oloo aoatlou oat Boy Melatr tboo 
ho iUUB h^ booa a tortoaat la tho U.S. Any it Anhai^l ^ otleb 
plaoo ho hoA booQ Boat oa I ptiaaur, 

Ttm tho lafDiBBtloa fanlahoa thlo offloi It amhlo to lloatlfr 
jr tar of tho ptrooaa naiod aa haTtsc uma U th« Awr. 

nfomiBo to tho atatoant a a to t ho tia bob, tlartla aM 
Maalaknk, haUi Aaarlaoa Xaar afflaarg toaTto tha pfiooD freai 
r Vladltoatoh, tha naorta abav that thara ton ofnaop aaA 
•lx (ft) aallatoft na aaxrloft oa tho noorfto u 
traj tha Aaorioa bpoftltloaair fonta la Ulhwli, all of tUai ton 
•obooqtoatlr ropatilotoft. _ 

flowlth la a llat oeatolalai tha doboo, taoorft and ptraooaX 
ftooorlpUoa of tho emoart aad aalUtoft boo tho tan roportoA aa 
Ullaft or BloalBC la aatloa la tha North Raatla bptdltloa (Ayah, 
aactl) aad far atom ao gnra loaotloa hu hata fouid. Thlo Hot 
aaataiaa tho Botoo of tto (X) offloon oad twBat^alBa (IS) ta- 
UataftM. • ^ 

Za tha otoonCBUUft-Ttportod to Bloolai Is eottoo oa adalfe- 
totntlTB'lotoKBlaatloi haalhooa plaood oa uah of thoir noorda 
hhal'tttf ton.kUlad la aotla oa tho data Uay ton nportod u 
Blorlac. Ihlo aatloB tao taboa la aaooTdaaoa tlU tha afflao 
pnoadoit haaod oa tho oplaloa of tho Joftit AdnoiU Ooaaral of 
tha Aar vaAar data af April Ii,lft8,(DBa Hathati,MiM«i9**i te*li 
ftfttth lafiatry) ttat thaa tha laUat nthatlo nport ladlaatoa 
aoldlar tto la aatloa aad thon aufrioiaat tlwi lui aUpooft ao that 
nport of hlB ttraU ban hooo nealtad thn»|h nrlooi orckalMtlaaa, 
and thoro la ao iaftnatloa fouad at to hi i outui, tho oalr raoMaablo 
proau^tloa la that ha lo doad. 
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of; 

U.y ?o>» Pou^cy 


PImm ■•< iDoloNd oorrafpondiBot alio illpi atuobid 
ttontfl Prcm Ooloaa^ A^, i nd a lUt of ami ot \h» itepoi ia 
AaiHaan prliomra in Baiilto PriaonP .tho oholo «««»»«— 


/>! th . 


I.dfc 'W loekoA Into tbU quatlon and find that at liiit 
‘a*:«m)tnn*kaa aa important koarlns oa It, aiMlp (ba eaii .o.f 
milUrn J. iirtl^OoBpi^ A, SStth lafiattp, vbiob nilBoat iimd 
^ BM ehMUoL aHfaVtb Builaa Sipodltlon. Padir data ot Fab. 8. “] 

a riport tw A>ohonal itoirid llartia ■liilmt aotlim . thli I 
*aa taa Utl lIUBiCttlta raoal'rii tnm Europa. Uadar data of liaroh V 
_14. M21 TO atda a datamlnation ihoaiMi "Iba Milad ia a atian 
waa. 18, ivtr’, xair ditaiaiiiattoa aai ao doubt aradloatad on tha J 
^onaaplaload abataaa OP tba aoldlir for aboot two wan. 

. ;1 auo fluvwtbar otio abULvf po>atMp ba InTOltad,- 
U UsAiazptbarford, m/la nFwob baoa'uM of tha mo- 

tlOB ri] tba Ib iaalaa l allor of Alfrad Llodiay . tUadaay Ratbarford aai 
faportad alulae *od a aladlar doUA|(uiIon «Ja aada la bla uaa. 

'< ^ • r'j Jttidioa to Ooldoal Parrott tba Vartta oaao and ha ti rarp 
anoh lapfodard b/ tba tboafht that ifcrtlo lajr poaatblp ba altra. 

Ha vlibadTOO to obtala frm lilaa ababan a Hat of all 
dataralBatlooi aoaoamlni wa «bo aaraad lo lorth itaaala Or Olbarla _ 
'to tba uua of bib Blailoe la aotloa, prlaooara of var, jdaiartara.Bto. 
Vltb raipttd to fllborli^ 1 ondaratand that ooa offtoar aod~alx aallatad 
■an vara takia prlaooari la Slbarla, bat 1 obdarataad that tbip vara 
rapatrlatad froa oaptnra bp tha foroaa oparatlac acaloit tba iMrloani 
' la Ubarla. tbla la orlar to datonloa obatbar tbaro oould ba aaj 
. . ura ^MB Ilka tha Martin uaa. ■ 


J!yyrurv\ - 


t — Ct* • 
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>rttaf7 IMI 


SECRET 


To AUUtKCWa for BAUBt ffoa SrAUmO aleaad CUNK, 

Thla la in raply to pour 8-76110. ' Flmioh haro aatlaate about 


800,000 rroaah POT hara baaa takaa by Boalat aralaa, amaoi «hleh ara 


10,000 raiaa aad ohlldraa raoonrad from oaap at Cattoaloa and 41,000 


POB ruorara d la lut Pwala. Ihay baliaao lest part oir all Prmob 
P<M will bo rMortrad oa Kutam Front. 


^ fr* Mh>"ra gay thoy Mda i^uaat to UtlllllA for MitatanoA in eara 
and trao uatloo of fm fra, 8u.,u. co.ipli««,a irtth thla M,ua,t au 


dwffrrad. Ih«y.thB — to dnari oaa Rad Croai for olothl^, 
’-dia ina aad ooaoaatratad food bat not for kalp in aotual araouatlon. 



670 


4 

T.8. 


'Jr, Pvklnfi 

ilTi Cl«ch«nowild, of Ibi FoUah Eabu*; htr#, cillH m thii 
•ft«n»9n to ttj that th-y h«»« Juit wicalvad word froc thwlr (PoUwh) 
QonrrmA t)wt oftr 1,000 offlotri and aaiatad lan of tht Imrtxtn 
kxtj taeapad frea Oman prlaoo oa^w ia ttia Potnan dlatrlet aod ara 
not leattarad In varlew towni in Poland* Tha priaon fhwi whleh th^r 
aaoapad nu in Sa\illn In tha Poanan araa. two Aaarloan offloarai 
Colonal Charlia bln and Major Jorria lidn oallad at tha Porti|n Office 
In Inblln and ukad tha PoUMb authorlUaa to ecamnloatc the abora In- 
fornatlon to tha dbuaador. Mr. daohanonakl'i talaphona iat 9 - 3 - 


Pdbraaqrlii ipi;$. pad 



1 
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c/e Con,'.;nLlnt Cfflcer 


At tl« LOMDt ca are with tha Rua.lon Ano- 1« Ko,^ ijocz for cyar three 
ncfto tnd no naponalbla ptrtlae huve beta Ootifled of owr nraseiice tnO 
nharaabouta. Va hive no fratdaa, ind hate bean told that wr*a' l3lSrhV«. 

Kindly aand Uzadletaly r,n officer ycu'll h;iten au- dcnLi'tcre. 

I raweln Youra Truly, 

a/ H. DrooKs - r/O* 


VIUL.I.: .i'B'C!’!!;, 
Copt, ;.c, 

Intelll^'encu Cfficor. 


.uieto, benadlot 7. 
Antral 1, wtto C. 
Antjnot, Charley 
Aaoitr. Klorlaa u 
Andtrioa, Claudia 
Andarion, .**aratto l(. 
Andiraon, daaai a. 


-*pt 0323402 
Ai;t 30017746 
-/Sit 30741731 
VS{t 10040868 
2nd U 01683481 
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• ' «rTMi 

UNITED ETATIA^ AMERICA 




.AMERICAN .EMBASSY 
Idon, (February 14, 1945. 


Subject: Statement In House of Commons Concerning Release 
of British Commonwealth Prisoners of Y/ar by 
Soviet Forces. 


The {lUonorahia 

::;The Georetary of state, 
'Vashincton. 


SPECIAL WAH *iW»dl£HI j 

pi 

^FEB 2:ji9::>' / 


^Vlth reference to the Embassy's despatch" Ho. /20914 
of February 8, 1945, concernlne questions in the House of 
Cpmons with respect to the release of British Commonwealth 
prisoners of war by Soviet forces, I have the honor to 
report that in reply to further questions from Sir Alfred 
Knox (Conservative) and V,r. A. Edwards (Labour) as tb’ 

. whether any British prisoners of war had been liberated, 
as to the number of Br itish Pris oner of .war c amps i n the 
^8Mrn Area, and as to the steps taken to secure tKeir' 
weilTWlne, S ir James Qrlgg, Secreta ry of State for V/ar, 
made the following reply on February 13 , 1945 : 


force s or are in their direct path . There were 
BDOUC ou.ooQ.BPiaQnerfi from t.h 7Bria.liK~5onuno nr^ 
wealth in these comps ! It is clear that the 
Germans intended to move the prisoners from these 
camps to Central Germany and considerable trans- 
fers have taken place. The men are apparently 
moved on foot by dally stages of between 12 end 
18 alias. ULis likely, hoover, that many have 
^ been overtaken HV the Soviet Fornes. The erntnoA. 
. ments made mth the Soviet authorities were out- 
lined In a reply given by my right hon. Friend 
the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs In reply to my hon. Friend the 
Kambar for Wallsend (Mias Ward) on 6th F ebruary, 
and ny hon. Friend will no doubt nave seen the 
text of the comprehensive agreement about the 
repatriation of prisoners of war now In Oarmap 
hands which Is published In this morning's S 
Some scores of .names of British ex -^ 
P^ifopgrs neve so far bean clolced up fr^T the 
LUDiin radio , rfext-of-kin are teing inron^. , fij 
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"Pollovdng are the oangia: 

Stalag IIB 
’ Stalag IIP 

Stalag IIIB 
Stalag me 
Stalag 3U 
Stalag TIIIB 
Stalag YIIIC 
ytaiaTm J 
" S t allg I 3CS^ 
Stalag Luft III 
Stalag Luft IV 
Stalag Luft VII 


Reapeotfully youra, 

^ Jot the' .Ambasaador: 


Carloa J. Warner, 

Second Secretary of Embassy. 


INC9MING ' 

tele(5^?am 


1/ DIVISION OF 
CENTRAL SERVICES 
TELEGRAPH SECTION 


EPH-062 

This telagraa muat be 
peraphreied before being 
coBnunloated to enyme 
other than a Oorerment 
Agenoy, (RESTRICTED) 


Secretary of^SUte 


Dated February 16| IMS 
Reo'd 12:17 a.n., 17th 


60, PebruaryilS, 6 p»a« jo 

FOR AMERIC/J! RED CROSS FROM JAMBS, ? 

^751. Following infomation reaulta bonfeNei with 
Marti. Stalag 20-A Bowing ^eat. SO-B vowing towoM 
I^eubrandenburg. 400,000 Polea Staging 2-D owerrun <■ 
remainder moving weat. |Condltlona preaent moTeBent ara 


fflotat difficult. Oflaa 64 


hove arrived StaRlgg 


houra notice to. 


Remainder' marched weat In 


weather 30 below terq without having' had time collect 

reserve food or clothing auppliea. 'i Sueh- auppliea aa • 

were taken frote solid and hence almost inedible as no 

means heating them. There hae been widespread dysentery 

which with men suffering from 'foot injuries during march 

has obliged abendon approximately 200 men on roedaido 

to shift for selvee. 4600 AMP0W3' fromi SUalag 
■ " i'l ’ I 

i ■ /(; ‘arrived at 
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-2- j'/60, February 15, 5 p.m, , from Geneva. 

i.- 

arrived at 3-A after 10 days ma rch having completely 
exhausted reserves, Mon exhausted and poor condition 
physically. Now sleeping on straw under tents as no 
apace available in barracks. After few days rest will 
proceed on foot to now camp in preparation for thorn 18 
kllQmeters west of Luckonvfalde. About half British 
aviators from Luft 3 now Staging 3-A remainder moving 
on towards Hnrlng Milagnord, Americans from Luft 3 
moving half to Staging 7-A half to Nuremberg. All 
Ilornogian prisoners have arrived Staging 3-A also 
950 Polish officers from Hungary latter In bad physical 
condition. Staging 344 momentarily stopped at Konlggratz 
until a decision as to final destination can bo takem 
Marti claims obove described conditions movement of 
prisoners is actually bettor than provisions for civilian 
evacuation. Civil populations are fleeing with no pro- 
visions little clothing cither on foot or such transport 
as they can find. Frankfurt Oder population being now 
evacuated In open coal cars. Following ere estimated 
approximate percent total number prisoners each 
nationality now on move. British 39 Americans 53 

20 Pol 03 27 Yugoslavs 11 Creeks nil Norwegian 
100 French 22 total oil prlooners Hi •'■/i 

being used r.s point of concentration for moving prisoners. 


Now 100,000 
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Hoepovl^gifi'Sliv • 

' ’ S3 February 19^5 


8gt strlaebaa) , > 

T sgt Rloh) 

. 3 Sgt Meiaer, 

- Sgt OlMI 

■ rv. : Sgt Ten Hoagi 
Bgt Koohj 
Bgt Belli 
Bgt Oeorge Crouch} 

Sgt Oreeri 
N Sgt ThQoaai 

B Bgt Batting; . 

Sgt Real filtnkenahlp, 12019214}. 

■•'Vi; I • * Bgt FertW Adaae, 171753191 

.' Cpl Prank youBgblood, 35056B09|' and 
■ j) .jv Cpl Robert Raahj 368113M,..- , 

• ‘V • • j-i'" ■!'• ;• V 

V Apore reported by Sgt Oeorgerj;&kaBbevlta vho arrived 

''^Noabovr-22 Pebruarji after e8oaplng?fr(Ha.evaouatl(ii oolum 
. ,;>o^00 nen". Bit Infoxnatioc Indloatedittadt entire 2000 nen 
' ’■^'tMwii^eg''3C .vere,llberated b7 Ruaalana. and are nov Baking 
''r.^tfiMvaj>;tbv8rd Vareav.. Bgt Baman Cul>le 7 vaai fatally' 
T-.vb^ed vhen Bovieta overran oolun and. died vhlle under 
>.'l^iii|Ldn oare'at a little imidentifledi tovn near Rustrln, 
.VVAttenpt'. vill bo aade to get detalla 1^' Bovieta. 

HX22867 larCH-Ill -?3397 (23 feb ^5)TA0 ' 

• ACTION:’ TAO ' ■ 

INFO : OPD 

...2[V;v &:i‘' ' • ' -I 


... ■ v.o-sa 
'.■/yV'C of 8 

CMrlR -^24745 


(24 Feb 231726 I# 


COPY NO. 19 ?; 

THC MAKING OP Mi' EXACT COPY OF THIS M^^CC IS FORBIDDEN 
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. . , . ..4;. MMt tim • MtftMOM vl«| 5 »*i .<«• 

Mrt MdaiWr JMwmh* **l>pr||||h tarUai >1 prMwt la Otomi- 

rtiu rJ!', • 

•• th* ibW bf^ liMtait 17* 45. Hart, V 40 ' fcrtt aat a<dp if zJ'fcrt, 
5 r 15 * Bartk. My la U tha mli« WtiwB fcia«iBBto 14® 15. 

53 55 ' laftt, IMaa to iMm, HiU aaB B w M a rt iiX n* «W aUl oottlma 

flpi iiaii ia a roilaa Mand iwMr If Iba «• «a t)« lorU md « 

tto M* 10 ' 53 ', 45 ' Ihrth, Bd^rta, 1/^ 2^^ 

“* ffjjy ^ JW 

f ,-... .r »Ma««,« 3 . 4 l»ta^^ 

1 mart of kot «ito M ^ mtMa of bmd oM bn^ la antU^lOi «ttliit, 

»a la 3 « 4 4 ir». 4 b«t, « 0 J{ of Mao 

* ftw 4 y«**^( ivpayaatljr la a oootafiaw ieia, •** 

ar^lhlac Mbcitti Jmlfx and tm oltiklH io obUli foidi 

M oouBtar'bM ^ om I, oiniUa nfuiaao aad 

of prlaeoan MW la laooilaoll/ aathim to bo kdU 

. 1. , ^ .^?T**** 4 *lN*tla« |U BwUi baa auoeaodad la obtoiriag v 
too Ooran aw *neka of ^ toaa oajwlVi and bu bM aalac tMo to «*• ' 

B^lbad yiwol. U tbl. «r. 3b rfdltl«i,' tb^ 

ta am V MU tlf Na la«, .f OT ^ ^ 
tb«r «M bdat MiNlad V M to nriaiM ydata alat^ tko larlbm luraf 

UkAiI W ' '• ‘‘' uaO.^o 

r < V • ^ «t.4W 

JO'^fcrtb, Utri tb^ .111 ml ft» tJm 4^,17 
Mr. •ohlaw atatao tbtt tboft affloan, dba mtc out of tnlaliv at tbo 
^••1^ cf tbo i«rib, « 0* i;, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

a«l»oliia 4 . 1 .tbi*ao»wrt. • «« f ood pwo.1. ww ^ ^ 

of tba. Mr «aU. to o«„ odf . . ^ 

,. Mut <0,060 y.o.a,. mtwud la a bolt bawM 

«■ tba aarth y fc rlla an! oa tbo BwtTbBr bwdaa >ad "ft, 

m. u. almdr bH« U 
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a 

fi* T.r 

Vohrl^ !;[, pdJUico la baU| aoM br. tnU to flaal daatlaatlaaa. )>tfbwa 
aaa.wot^AJftotfyilr^jood aw it t l Wi iv, 



■Mdat* U ijSiqiiB mi am abarioBad U tlUa tm and hm m 
ftmw.brMlwlaM. •,■ w • 


I ^ • Hr** "h tUbaw a/Odof . )90 Btfml7taaaM Allla4^^-”''' 

frtaaammoMniiaHadftoatblaoavlBMalbaiiait Thaj bad aa baddlai, 
aollibt, aabaatlivM vmirioUadaltbtMblamtafWBaa. A^ma 


aai o ^wJti >» oaa Mmim dooM mi 15 dUlfd Badta^r fm— i l . lariai 
tba til^ Mr baMaotloallr ao food and no aadielBai. iftor m ol#t 4w 
brif la ta^mtmB if lo' w I}* Mot aam Mr ■rlM at Mdat 1^ Sit- 
Barti 5^ ISVMtb Mw Mr bm m bm ba Mt al i aad. >M lomaMlig 
M tadjt pi M il ti TmM*, jwa MM— ♦ it Mdavi lOO 0* bmMa 
BlaaaditMlt dlMMlIr MdalafatMUtarllii ..J^'or 
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oltUlw yo^iUtlia. (ki t mt*«r of ommUm, Mowkt |Mrdi bm boon 
drtoi* ftiaw r i h oM M $,i tb> yalrt of t HrPt* ^ too ToUirtw. 

4 lBd|llM of tU lovliiB lorlMwn duiiai 
bMbowafttoUiMtttiteaMbti^TidiiBonllNlMf^ ' 

Obtr KoBMnte tar itamoM, Itri Bohliwr aUta* that a iwd dial of 
ntpmitmif tn li n ta l i ilin dbla oitar kM faXloa upco b cnoial and a ^ 
' ooloml obaaa —mo ta oould pet raeaU Urt ito aro trmmiblj Onml fumm a 
I fcw stalu lirft m. I baaa am aow aad ttolr ttaft art 

at tbo prowBt ti ai pn ctle tljbLflr aa, Urto a ai «i^ iba ju rr T I 

offloow*<uai1iw o nd aatla g at tba Oai^ ofO pawt armml 


Aa fttUoalat Itfoxaatlon zoaulta ft«a a oonfironea iltb 
Mr. tanaat, dalofota of tba Intoanatiaaal Covlttaa la larUa, at fmaat 
la Oaofvai- 

ftolBi tha parlod fMo Fobnaqr tVk t« hbniaqr Qtb, Mr. 1^ 
Aaaat «u Tlaltlai a«va la Vobriirala TIf 1—11atiTj bablal jnaoat Uaa 
of battlo. ta tba Bl#d of Fabivaqr 2M, at 12.30, bo au eauibt la a laid 
on Stalac TX^ la itatoo that tbla Stalai had boaa flaa ow a of 
tlaaa la tba dqna jraoadliw tba attaok t|r laoaiMlaatBOo fiam, bbI rr-i ^^Tr 
Ibotoftifbad. Ar tba attaok, a yanahuta Han m dioppad, taloh alaol^ 
llcMad tba taala aoai, aftar itiiob tba e«* aaa aoimly botaod aad tataUp 

daatnyad «ltb a loot If aaa FMadb jrlaomr and 70 liaalaB prlaoMai load, 

ylno 200 oMBdaL talaf thU attaok, ao ba*a ftO outalta tbo aav am. 

Mr. Mraa Mnaat laot all kla yapait aad bla alotklaf durtiy tbo ndd mA na, 
tharafon, uatUltac to «lia ayaelflo data at otba attaSba m amft la 
Viexkma fX. 0«tala at tbla lafomtloa la, boowo f , la tba >■»*«■ of 

Mr. doCooatrtelalarliaooabaaboaBinwBtlf aakadfor. Mr. 1 ^ ftaaal 

oUtoo that duilaf tba paat aaoka, a oonaltaiablo aadiar at oatabliabad *4 
w«»ilarljr raeotalood oma la tbla raglaa km boon ropoatodlj bokbod ai^ 
atrafod, both ^ day and tqr Bl#t, > tbo iUlod aolatoia. 

lo furthar otatio that tbo aia boadmrton of tbo iBUmatlaaal 
CooBlttoa at Wflaj oaro alao rooaatij boabad altbout oorleua daM«o aad 
without aif dlmt bit balas mdatorod. Offla* la at tba lortban mA at 


aa«U.... 
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T-M, 


a 


a ataU V taafii laba hnoaa oa tba ’TMofaloao" lortb Moot of MOmw, 

I apymlaalolf jo kUoMtaro Booth «oat of Maoleh. Urn haadmrtira 
^ , ^* * •!* ooitolUitod bdta boUdlai, o^aoia and with a aliiilo oontrol 

W ^amt. It otaala Ijr itaalf aad la olaail/ olalbla on tba toy of a bill. 




irttetablHaB 
Mpoaial tafoaomtattoo 
iaoidooa lad taoaa. 
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( MAR 1 194 ^ 


'ivJk 


secret 


Ollvl/X 


To Bissni fro* OROCKSR alcnod DUlfE. 

ConUot tM* In Odoiu ronorto irriTtli of llb«r»ua U. £. W 
Uioro to (Uto t»ual to U6 offlcora md 106 onU.ud non. In iiddltlon, 

157 BilUa]> aoldlon and 5 Brltloh qrfleon hira arrlaad. Ham of 
4-#rtc«t will follow whan rtoalwed. IntalllBanco indie iteo than 
*ra 28 .lok at 7ollataln ai>-l tiiat llboratad ?t arflmt to rioul 703 .'rot 
Vn*c 6li, raubln, 1900 fror, Stelae JC, E.atrln; am, 2730 -rM- 2-, 

H—araUln. huaaian traniit ca-op ot Udtaa. i, clean and (^oUs,, 

Pood auppUod la nacra but balnt aupplananUd by ui. 

V.9r^ . — 

IN iO'JlCT CtrmcL 

-T Ula^S zrn +$ , mj c ^ 

EZZTff , * 

s4*kj UH m, a 


THIS issaicz orjoDUTt:.- g & s ict u.. 


"•SECRET 


(I 
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T*|. 


"" TOPSfitlEI 


03/22531 

03/21331 

TOP 6KSIT • UBSlOn' 


Tp am Sim msBULLi xfipatt. 

n.Ma dallwp tl» fQUo*tog 

»*M»h*l stall* at ooaa aa4 alaa daliwar a Mjgr *f It to Adalral 
AsuJw Tor tnoMltalaB hla to Mr. CtaorahUl. 

Basin naaaafai I kawa rollaUa lafteaatlOQ iwsarllos tha 
dWlaultlaa wUoh art bolng aioauotam in oollaotlafc awwlyin., 
and aiaevaUai AMrloan «.|rlNB*rt of war and itatnoaa aliwft 

«miwho*iw*ti«l.4a*atof ttaBnaaUaiii*.. it 1 , n^tl/ 

nvtaatal ttat lutnasUona ba laauad autborltliV 10 AHrloan 
*l»wr*fU with AMTloaa «rm to <9*x*ta Wtwaoo PolUn and 
Plnoaa m PoUnd wharw Moan ax-prlaooar of wr a^i .tnadad alma 
■V U looatad. ftU authcrlty la rafaaotad for tha puroaa of 
pmuias .vpl^BtaxT olrthliw. ■odioal and food tuppU.. for 
all taarloaa aoldlm, to mapata atraoM alxtanft arwM and 
UWratad prlman of ww, and aapaoUU, to tmofar tha lajw.d 

•«--lokt*th.mn«nho.plt*l.tPolt«a. 1 thl. rwluaat 
to ha of tha smtatt Ippartanoa not ooljr far huaaaltaniB mam 
kut oloo by maoB of tha latanaa lataiwat of tha imneaa public 
In tha wwlfara of our at-prlaonara of var aid ttmdad alroimft 

owa. BM«*»dly on tha tiBaral Battar of prlaoaan of war In 

Oamny I foal that ww Ai|iit to do amthliv tulokly, tha 
of thaaa prlaaaara of war, Suaalaa, Irltlah and 0. B., la ytrj 
laHi. m Tlaw of ymr dlaapproml of tha plan wo oul^ttad what 





« 


U«o »ub««(juMil 7 vitMrBKi. Ve (uooMiUd afUr ooaildarebl* dolay in 
gattlag ono cemtaet taaa of an officer and a doctor to Lublin but they 
har# not been p«r«lttcd to botc to other point* and our infrequent 
ocnunlbatlona vltb thm hare been Ini^ely through the fnendly Inter- 
rentlon of tfce Polleh Xitbaaiy Mr*, 

Ten dayi ago the Borlet foreign Office finally authorlted 
( General Dean* to go to Poland to renew the altuatlon but no action 
haa been taken «o far. 1 protied It again lut night and hope to hear 
^ today, I hare propoaed that be go with a Ruailan offlcar and report 
Jointly to the Bonet authorltlea and ayeelf aa to whether their Infor- 
■atlon or onn ti oomot. 

1 an not ao worrlad about our pflaonara who aro well. Theie, 

I bellere, wlU graduoUy be aanaablad and ahlpped to Odeeaa. I e. 
artimaly concamad, horawr, orar tha alek and vounded. I hope to get 
an anawer today about Daana trip. If It li not aatlifaetoty I vlU 
raooHend that you Mbit Stalin again. 


TOP SECRET 


(-S) 
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. \^cuLD A I Xf 
'TRpH^myfJTloN ■/)HT> 

• /97^su)eR . 

■\ "" ■' ' oHxist'^} '! 

1 ^ ^ ^ - e j- _ — r -a ^ 

^ A', j 


M Ml : . 
;!:r .sr, 8 f 

'?•“ £»tSS ?5 5 

rn . P 3 t tkt* ^ 

I .Jfri- ; 2 

1 %' B 

|?',wl 5 

O n < * 1*2 

I *0 otr 3 a era e o 
,•—8 0 3 a 

^ B.aH •* 0 «rc n, 

h'-L 
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T.t 



r Cttstf*. I 0 »'\e ; 


10 itareh ljli5 


liMUnant Coloatj|r Jioei D. WUxtb, 

Antrlcav Prlsoitir W Tfir Contact Toaa. 

Lublin, rolud. 

Obot CoIomI mijMtht 

?>tro is no UM of IV (o'oe wwr tlio dlfficultloi I have had 
in loow In ntUniitlnc to help your situntlon, noedlets tn aay. 
our offorli would fill a b.:o',*, but Iho results are nil d«8"lto ttic 
that ■! not only liavt core to tlie Adbaaoador level but to the 
rnsldential lovel* 


/ ^ )'"*>*■ P“* for :.ublln Is pod until :‘*rch 

/ I TOt ityj to nsmln Uiem Ixr/cnd t!>at data eivl not 

< onlees they tiimtei i to forcibly neke^u. I tiave hunn 




been tryinc 
to cot flrst- 


X^ToTtw^SSJrtrpffluIhomy for u trip to ,'oi«iq w c« iim- 
' hend InfotBJlion nn tiie eituatlon aihI I thlnv'l will eventually 
onkt It, but to far have only liod day to day postponeaenta. rhen t 
eee ytni ire can p over the eltuitlon oore thorouchly. 


pie Un prisoner of wei‘ conUct teane arrived at PolUva today 
four offlcere and four non-co- siselonod officars will 


i^to Odaiaa to relieve Kill. 


thue far we have had no autliority 


I ee^lA contact teens In Poland and I m ccnstantly'taid’that 
w work le flnlthed, which T Imow la not true. Se ahall keen 
iikinj on the eituatlon, howuvor, ai you know. 


will "" ^ ‘f'l" loiter - 

rt2i%f%l£^ur f I -Ul 


-.-, 1 !!! * fo* ■•Mar e frw you but Uiey have been badly 

fartled and It m difflault for ua to know your azict situation 
LS w"" tlce pu have had^ l«u fmS.tcd% 

I too* that you have folt/aeT 
|«ve, that theik le mich that could have been dona, but thet m 
bare been freatrated on over/ attoi^t to accoajllth It. 


ffe did pt one coble fna you wSdeh you enpaiwotlv filed 
coe-erclally on the flth. It ari^ U.l.'^lSrSlertlS that 
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r.5Ss,n?i;{ STSSS? » 

Iloplnj to eso you eoon, I an 


dOWf K. DUKE, 

I'Ajor Cenend, U.S. Are^y, 
Coioandi^ General, 
U.S. UlllVuy Uiaeioo. 
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DEftW^MENT 

OF 

STATE 


PKrl449 

This tfllegrem must bo 
closely porephrnsed be- 
fore being oonmunlcQted 
to enyone. (SECHET) 


INCOMING ' DIVISION OF i . 

r-r^r-.Zi CENTRAL SERVICES"^ 

TELEGRAM telegraph section jt4 

Moscow Vic /Jny 


Dated lHarch 14, 1945 J 


Sacretery-W Stote, 


(^l March 14, 3 p.r, 3//fc/45 

I assume the Department hrs beer, infomod by 
the IVar Department of the gretit difficulties Qenercl 
De ane end I heve been having with the Soviet Govarn - 
ment in regerd' to the care rind repetriction of our 


llbercted prisoners of » 


In the beginning it 


appeared that the Soviet authorities rero going to _ 

interpret our ngreonont substantially as wc did, 

ncjacly that ve be c.llov/cd to send our contact officer s ^ 

to several points within Poland to whi ch our, prisoners 
— — — 

first find their war, t o fir in emergency supplies , 

and :: wou-dci cr. thj returning trips 

of the planes, although la Soviet plcnes rnther*^^ ^Cl 
United States planes, '..e obtained authority O ^ ^ 

one contact team of on officer and doctor to i,® ^ 

Lublin with one plane load of supplies and the/ lUive ^ ^ 
done extremely useful r/erk there. Ho other teejns or 
supplies 
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-2- #730, Maroh>14, 3 from Moscow via /.rny. 


supplies hnVe s ince been pernit ted and authority f or 
t he Lubl in team to remain hos recently been vrlthdrcvn. 
The Soviets have now con tended thet Ode ssc is the 
only presen t "camps and points of concsntrctlon" 
referred to in the agreemen t to which our contact 
officers are to be permitted, The Soviets are, how- 
ever, planning also to establish camps at Lwow^ 

I Bronnltc end Volkowlsk which are Juat ehat of the 
F"esont Polish border and will be accessible to our 
officers, but even these cempa r.re r, long r:.".y from 
the orlgincl points of llberctlcn. 

Our prisoners heve suffered serious hardships 
from lack of food, clothing, medlcol attention, et 
ceterc, in finding their ncy to concentrnticn points 
in Polond and on the long rail trip to Odoisc because 
we have boon stopped from sending in our contact 
teams and emergency supplies, /. eonsldercblo number 
of sick and wounded r.re still hospltollied in Olcn. 

I hrvB been urging for the lest two weeks th.-.t 
Oenercl Deane be permitted to survey the situation 
with B Red ;.rrrr officer. This was first approved in 
writing with the quallflcctlcn that arrengenients 
must be made with the Polish nuthorltioi. An 
officer of our military nisalon informally tpproachBd 


the Polish 
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-3- #736, Mtrch H, 3 pm; fron Moocow via /.rmyl 

tho Polish Erabnssy here nnd was ndvlaed tha t no 
Polish aothorlzatlon whs nocsssory as it was entir ely 
within the conpotenec of the Red /.rnn' . '.Vo have boen 
unr.blc, however, to get authorization for Doano»8 
tri?. 

It seems clear that the Soviets have chonced 
, their point of view during the last soverr.l weeks 
and are now rigidly determined that none of our 
officers shall bo ponaittod in Poland. 

• j ta tf liolotov agai n today about tho situation. 

Ho nu-.intainod thet tho Soviet oovornincnt was ful- 
filling Its obligation under the agreement and both 
•he Rad ;.rmy authorities and the Polish Provisional 
C-ovurnmont objected to tho proseneo of our officers 
in Poland. \Vhcn I pressed him on what valid 
object ion the Rod /.my could possibly havo, he 
pointed out that wo h od nc agrcjncr.: -..ith the Polis h 
Provisional Oovernnunt. In spile of rv contention 
thet this was a Soviot responsibilif; he Ita;;! 
reverting to the above fact. I then iiroctly csl;od 
him if he was Implying that sre shoul: rr.i(s such 
tn arrangement with the Polos nnd if so,- whether 
the Rod i.rny would renovo its objections. .Ho did not 
onswor 


-■4- ,.’735, ;;rrc!-. l-J, ? p.n., r^or 


Koscov; via /jr.y* 


answer ihl: quastlcn directly but left me with tho 
ir.prosslcn that ho wished mo to draw that deduction* 

I an satisfied that the objection cones from 
Soviet Oovornmant and not the Provisional Polish 
Gcvcrmr.jnt as our military mission has boon in 
i.'J'orr.ml contact with the Polish Embassy here who 
have been extremely cooporntlvo as have all Polish 
cut'iorltios Including the Polish Red Cross to. our 
prisoners In Poland. 

I fool thft tho Soviet Govornnent is trylnp to 


club to induce I 


) us to give increased prestige to the Provisi 


/ Palish Covommsnt b’- dealing v<i 


as 

-the Soviets 


dolns in other 


ve not (repeat not) been able 


to find 


ogreenont,/ ‘.Ve 


have used every arcument to no avail. > Unless some 
steps can be taltcn to bring direct pressure on the 
Soviets, our liberated prisoners will continue to 
suffer hardships, particularly the wounded and sick. 
I rccoiTJ.icnd that the Department consult witn the 
Wer Department with a view of detornlnlng what 
further 


$ 
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•'•51 ■ ^ 

-5- uwcb lij A'i jv-,, '•-on Moscow via /.rnj^ 

i- ■ 

further steps might be taken here or elsewhere to 
Induce the Soviets to chthge their present un- 
cooperative attitude. 

It is the opinion of Oenor&l Deone and cr/ealf 
that no arguments will Induce the Soviets to live 
up to our interpretation of the ngreenent o»:opt 
rotftliotory measures which affect their Interests 
,, unless another direct appeal from the President 
should prove effoctivo. , Tte therefore roconnend that 
the first stepbo a second request from the President 
to !-arshal Stalin olonf, the line of the augsestlon 
I have already made in my /.my cable Unreh 12, 
perhaps now rjipllfled in light of developments since. 
In the mocntlma, however, we recoanond further that 
the Department end War Dopertnont coco to wi agree- 
ment on whet retaliatory measures we enn Imaodictely 
apply in the event an unfavorable answer la - 
received by the President from Uarshnl Stalin.. 

Consideration might be gl’en to such actions 
as. or combination thereof: (One) That General 
Elsenhower issue orders to restrict the movenonts 


3p 


of Soviet contact officers in prance to several 


camps or points of concentration of their citizens 


far removed 


697 


-6- ;‘7v’ . Hrroh 1^,/S' 


far removed from the points of llbsratlonj oonpr,rr,blo 
to Lv.'ov/ c.id Cdessa; (Two) That Lend-Lease refuse to | 
consider requests of Soviet Government cddltlcncl 
to our fourth protocol comnltmencs for such items 
03 sugar/ industrial equipment or other items that 
ore not Ircsedirtely essential for the Red Army and 
the Russian war offert; (Three) That consideration 
be given to allowing our prisoners of war en route 
to llr.plos tc give stories to t.he newspapers of the 
hardship: they hrve been subjected to betneon point 
of lltcr'-tiir, end r.rrlv-l :t Odcssc and that in 
r.r.sv.er tc questi:-: .-f ccr-espor.cents, the /'r 
Department explain th: previsions of our ogreement 
and the Scvict Government's failure to carry out 
the provisions of the r.sreoncnt according to any 
reasonable Interpretation,, 

1 request urgent conslderntlan of this question 
and t.he Department's prolinlnr.ry reoctlon. Concral 
Doane requests that this cable be shovm to General 


ii/'i?RIMAN 





in conaiiioni or loia 

be »ent to cMpi. then they »ft«p 

off lean fin no don>t bo granted 

then ai at OdesM, Tt i. ilao clear ge^ggl^. ■ • 

got lerely to’areai mre ibey hip^ n to lOaiie 

BMOarL 

letter ilao alwH-Jhit In iplte .pf the 


/ 4. hehanoaoT'i letter al ao ahoi t th a t I n- i plte pf Jw 

/ . ^rtBoernleH jl oto^^ 


with the ProTlalonal Pollah noTcfflnrnt. Af I 
” 00 f hare tfo oouraei open io ns 

^0 r rou to snnd a r»er8onal leMaee to 
e, VoloioT In reply to hit ■eiaege of Febmaiy Sllb 

f or the Prlae Ulnliter to tend i perional '” "’ 
aessagr to Uarshal Stalin, 

iouhi^m! atlsfactorr thongb the preaent poelllon la. I 
— sSliV^ ^ther the ti ne haa yet, cone f or a dlreot eteoh to 
•-Tg-ag-wrid pi the^ntei w tf ^WrWio 
thM* . ^hey are I thlnlr onl/ a nail proportlda' of 

ai th.‘ itlll Ukely to be liberated oy the ^vlet arnleij;... 
no dnrf f »<l«noo deeper Into Oenaaar, Hhob of, the IrouMt 
aniB<? arlsei froi-the nanal SOflet foraallia add 
■ jloni a^ abort' all dlslnhllnatlba to let onf ^ - V 

I lee too nnoh of the chaotic- condTllone,liear the. . \ 
■late» ^ Poland*'' I thlnh therefore ih>itUt..ranld he .jiy.A 




ir flrit party froa.Qdeaaa elll atlnlate pti>'Ui4nmit 
ha fote or ov oihor liberated prlaonen in PolisdiVyhlti 
hobably the beat arguaent la oin uaa with the Rndilattli 
are undoubtedly lenaltlre to any aoggestlona of Aegteqt . 
lU-treaUent. I mid therefore rOqooMnd t Mf)|MiaM‘\. 
last froi yon to Xr. Xolotor In vhtoh yon olsht'^lntiv: !^'. 

; that as our Agfotnant vat ude .vlth tna Soriet‘Odtt]i>hbh,t 


vuO are in nlUtary oontnlo^ll the ta^itory oonoemM»' 
va oannot acoopt the aiigiw|^uat dlffionltiei are beings '-' 
railed by the Polleh Pro^S^ (>overnMnt« Xor oaii w0Xy. 

[ nndentend bov ob jeotlon||raiffl oswntton of the . ’ 

^ Ag rewwt^oan noe bf|^ 

oecLAeiinao pee extevrive ovoee lease, eicriON a. a. 







I ten it«»lT#4 jrctty Mm w. 


••••■ 

U Ur tM eooetatt* IJrltlifc j|5.!}!L^5^2,"i53S 

for oiudotir. nv FW XiTiagif.ft^g.”<S>I^S!’<iR^oy3Bi 
#««Ti*t ^rltutn of w la Wim «bji, i5S13 

nr Ea«ll«k ^ P" W »J9ail »» w*— 

TOftMtOtO. •'<■ ■ ■ ■ 


I WT. I...IT.* »M» «“••• 

M^)Mt of prliOMTO of »or* - 

hot booo ®®“^?*'£lLS7e«iS rogrt »» 

‘■i!;S?o*5*S.i?3iS 4*^ fouSrfm Uo iTOja 

th* onasowtal ttalj* af »tr on U 

ir.tjrr.jrs.sstf - ««« . 

friaooon of «r In folnro. 


702 


♦ . 

HSii, tiehisgUA 

MV FoUor 


ME! 


fm -98751 

,16 Itoroh 19 H; 

eioojjz 

260315 Z 

BKKIT 

soonn 


3 .$. 


(■ 


mai .KiniAmMlgJ. to KMCa Mow-gL >** ^ "P*****^ 

OuMt*, iWFtO iliao C*lro, Bv» OOO 

BciptTMAiitf KAlX-^UtOl to Smm 0^** policy 

ul^toA ornontn i InAlTldu^ tatorrlwa wthorlMd 
■ mritod wwauiil telrfod Ufor -^-^ dHolotui?_egp 

lafUluMOo MtlTltm, •TMlon Md .ictpo trltflngi •vxljmnt. 
Cuior tn •torlM. DoloU orltloin »u»«d«n tmttMat, r»far<oc«s 
to AU1»4 portooMl tuUra rront WI puWlMtlon ludlTliuol 

pMmltt^l proTldod prior offloUl *»41o notirioatlon to Vtr 


V 



D«p«rtaont loda. 



12 April 1945 


IQJORAJHWU FOR OWOUL DEAKSs 


sutu. of M.on.r of 




Froa Odotu V/ thlp 
Froa Polun ^T *ir 
Froa Mptcow IV 
At 04«t« 

At 

li' 4 

Amnw! 
ftv*^ Pb land 
•f<,rt>u^K OdtSUX . 


:,6S6 21 " 

T"’ 5 2 

4 > “ 



Major, S.C. 



Tmraoin! ooMrasATioif 'am coMma^ram. At-t^wu 
(lya. ji April iMft) 


1 - Thor, art r? of'lfl.ri, « .nlUttrt n«n ond tvo filTlllan. now ot 
lulTi th..., 34 omoor., and 37 on- 
Tom*^ * ^ Froa tho 15th Air 

hfr* «r« three liberated prleoner* of wnr in the hoeoital at Odeew. 

^ t!iau!r±!?jyL^ull° nrlMn ert of wr are In Poland 

iroSM,)?^ ■ » tinfoiaation froa ei-pfleoner of war nolT^ 


^ C"*>' anl 

oar^ out hi I dutlae beennee of reitrlotloni and aenetiltp for ao*t. 
aent panii ereiy tlae he ditirea to tlilt the em^>e. 

^ P'«F"«nt. wn.ad be 

TLII f « ^ """ “• «barl«tlon ond that 

bl Onptalne r-meninf. p^1raent an the ehlp would 

be aide In the lUtnra. Colonel Mnwll Penueeted thnt p» data cardi 
»o4 payroll feiai for enlleted aen b» luppUed hln, 

^ ‘Z”"®*' »» bl. way to ■ 

25 iewS If^LS'aS^u" e ■pproxiaat.ly 

25 pereait of otip auppllei to hla for en-prlooner of war uie. 

2“ mlJSTiL 7,' "" 

•■12;r4.rts;;;r:iT.r‘2st^^ .1 

i: C'" ■" “• 

( 2 ) Vhen will Lt. Oraa arrlea, ^ 
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'r . If ?'^ 

Ttj!.t(!;RAM 


J . 

division OF 

CENTRAL SERVICES 

telegraph section 


ASB-1304 

tel> praa auat be 


Secretary of state. 


Dated April 13, 194B 
Reo'd 2:50 p.p. 




,r^ 1606, April 13, e^^reaai^^ 

frtlMnc 1. ,mmr, of . c.»»lc.tlon bung .^ao 
(re our pr.ceainc''tcl.grM) to .mji rc,uct<. 

or Bono, intenttob. t„u==„, 

%Of.nt air^ot.v. 


f' or’ooo tna b..o ,, - - . 

»o cwra, .,r. pr.,n,a „ 
vorc porolttoa .„a 

^ 0 <lor.bc. „op. outfutea -ith oi.„^, p, 

““ “■ «o.o. pcrtonaot. 

S “ •«»'.«poc„t 

■ “r “'" “ «e..ura ^ 

j I i treitoent tics "too gooa",- *r: 


TOPSECHET 


IJrHDJrs iTOr. 



TOP SECRET 
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:o ttULt^P^for DWJfE from OWEH itcMd DEAME 
~^Tfu^ /'t A r'DJUUtfKA-U- ^ 

’tjnai lilq prtiint POT pleturt buod on n«r Dop^rtmont Intelllcer.c* 

n .„p. u 6.n™, «« 1, 

Inforrrtion which In lono omoi ti not Htnr thiui JO DeooBbtr. Proiont 


pcitlon or front, and location of c«,p. Indlcat.. pclbllity of cur having 


to handl, in futur. about .^„rlcnn. fron Ca-p. 17c. Cn.i.ondorf, and 


5B, '7oc»chald. addition Bay havo to handle approxinataly 6600 fron 

( C«i?« JA. 40. 43. 4?. U and 4C loe^t.d in area wh.r. front, in clo.o.t 
- - 
Pr-Wl, ,h,„ ss„ 

«w ............ .. 


«« r..u,. ....iMut, a,t .... ,r ...„ ^ 


ir corridor i. von and oan be usod for this o 








■ 1. «drO,.n. «... i. ^ 


709 




Front. ns Kllltary Mission, Hoscov, Russia 
Ro: M 24009 22 April 1945 

v’aaslble to now our POW's viaatuard through a vldcnlns 
dorrldor Instead of bringlnc; then all tba nay around 
through Odescfi. 

The accuracy of the Infornatlon va nave on location 
of P0\; camps and number! of prisoners Is 
•Rp^ti- data available froa the '•.'ar Department report of 17 
?Sch 45 s"?! over 5,000 at Berth near the Baltic coast 
rwth of Ber'i'in and 3,000 more at I’eu Brandoeburg. 

Sf Eerlln^2.900 at L-JCkanwaldo, 2,500 at .‘whlberg crd^l,jC. 

othera at four other camps in this tana area, -om e- 

•my already have been overrun. 

■ Heet of Vienna at Gnelxoodorf (near Krens) 4,000 

many aa ve at first ccclaacaj:;, Y:u azy -'3 -.-le >•- - 

in Washington more -tp to dat: ic-:r=2*-5'- 


ACTIOR: Gen Hull (Oen Deane) 


Ql-Ill- 21185 (23 ^pr ‘’o) DTC 221605= nlc 


COPY NO, 

WE MAKINO OF AN EXACT COPT DP THIS MEIJAOE ,E POAE.ODt, 



R« luud M luji 4 t«i« 4 riB fra u« Mm Haliidr tiwiil iM « ildi 4 Ri 
hwM th* U iMM, In SmiMMIM M4I4MI Tj 

^liawnaUMiHfAUallUU »• U« liM ItflN vhU ftf* 

IdM Ml Wrjmti 1 toil U M im tf imlM i r ik l tiSfli t liiidL 


tr, t.4M f«ftrr«d ie iht mmi fnp$$^ $t ikt mm/irn Oiiwr — t U %k» 
smdtk CATvrmMt Uut tte swUu tbould tw mm 1«U Um wr lal ImAr thrw Ui« 
Hull nx tt Hamj, Tte immUrj lUUd UmI ihU aHifr l«d Im r«fMTi4 U mu 
J»itA ChUti ftf SUrr.And ih«i m mi* mm nlUag fw tlMlr mM IM 

Hr, fdclnnm wi bm(Qla« tliU aUWr «l4 iUi li ktfU tw m Am t lM W l i . «• 
•UUMW te ICr. t4M U mMm if if Hi iHiill npl*- 

MnUiim «f tiM m t m i Atoft tTllillfAMU im to « pyril AHto U mtr 
doifli ctdtft »x ivcff M itoi Vm MiW «n 14 to wwiltowi Igr U« (Mtoto omm 

Ur. £ 4 m Mid to Uoncirt M Mid 4 to toto. 


- Ur. Mitt Ml d ttoi ito MtnMcr to 4 mmUmH U h 

^ rmlitoit tod»y> tot' to wmUt to toll to Ito toUl • *■ 
tto aomurr darUtoTiito to tod to toaTiiii ito tofiiMl 
•liii rackto to MtoM <tto I. f . oad li It 

tohisyrstotor fiii&tooo ? VMula ' ig p BES i^ 
tod >k 4 iM 4 IWW fdto too^ofootoiy fltoto# m toiiit t 
toot u«M •ottotottoMotoMoftoiil Mto firoi 
hto rrotoMd u di-MMitoif itoto tola to 11141 tot ttor to 
Mfitod to nit* toll Mttor wlto Ir. UtotortoM to Wlbto 


/f\ 'Jimm-^oca-snrnitt 
(rV'-iu^/./- POUi'-:./ 


l/^Y ' pikhsUd Uif 
\ pi 7 tumA*}\ £de./y , ■e^L . . 



PI^Ml 









iBOorTii I »r 


tjiu H'l.i ■fir 


• 0^ tti OHam ipfOMit os 
lumtto into U *»»—«« 

• XiBlMMUtlMi If tho Orlato icrtoMBt on 

, tnu. to lulfirto. 

• •* **" ^riua Miltien 
Ooitnl OoMitaioat to ntoniti 

-^iitoiM. 

• 'i- * 

; • IhirfaUvi jlorilt OtronaMt to pro- 
vitofuiUUti fto too oatrr or oiiuu ua 
-M OtoM pomoMol toto PotoM lad too 


It too. lovlil floTonuMot to aotlifr 
toto POfOmtoto tor fall totuoo toforMtloo 
H ii wi aa tmaforo to third oouitrioi of 
MpaliiifinOtoto to tto lorlot Oaioa lodor 
t oai. | <uo or nppltoa of toTiot orifto otoi. 
tor to l<hd toiio Mtortoii. 


^foHlMtolM.Mittot of .ttajiporotiooi OoHiooloi 
.tolOMOV. . 
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1 « m, rtth to .tow tut «“J"‘*L:SS 2 w« 
on thlo wbjiol !• rtetlTiiil Jh# 

j; thi. oowroMot. ut .«ph^« ss,’i: oSUiiHr 

qutation ««W roqttlM prior lifliUtloa 07 

OoptndlnB on tho ?? SlarSrtT 

tion» yStt .»7 oonoldor tS! do!- 

Kr. HolotoT that la ooaildarlaf , 

gr... Pin SiSS SSSriad 

5 ilSno?''luS“u S. 1 JS“u-»-.t uo .-.t...... • 

of poao# and ■tahllltF* 

Xott light furthop doilpa «TXSi 5 jiS^sil^lo 

■ To!;*trr^t tin* STdi Ju « «>« to 

r-iu^Sl'SVltf oS.t'la^Hoartw^ «* i* *»- 

furtbar doTolopioat of Ita p»*parl* 7 « 
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OtFAItTMpa or STATE 
McffloroniAMn ol^Mffnatloa 


COPIES TOi S/Sainor 

6/;5; _ 

S/BohI« 




suajicTi 

iiUTS'* W* — 


M»‘rr 


vr. Doaa, «r. -il- 

tt thi aterttarr'i _ 

.oowun^ uot 5; 

^lehhishoaU tatoV 


• jcUl'uK^ 




VtXt proflddl it»i;|«2fj~55rva^ 
to ati»« daaUMW 

ir.”ounn aald wm utST rUihtifc fwM 

t at tho CoiraraM** 
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lij de&r,.^. itcimirr: 


0 n*» cost to h»nd a third ptraon nott from your De^taint 

juttd 11 April 1945, SV/P, ^ndaslM « oonv of ft Jot« to you rrOTth 


u^’flrL.ri J jyiildCllgnSl 

nn .f i ' . f t * i . r -i 


b tht Sovltt Oovtrnntnt conetmiAf 


“O! 

.0 


Dunt and tht TJar Dtpirtoint by attitft dtttdj. April that tht txlattnct 
or Uittt caops haa bttn known to tha Ruiaian auihoritita in Uit Unltad 
Kin^doo tinea thalr Inctption, and that thaaa ca^ia havo baan viiit^ 
riptattdly by Sowltt offletra. Tht raion why thtit Sovltt natiooa^ 
titra brou|ht to E nfland mi in ordar that tht ahlpi which will rapatri- ■ 
sta thaa to Odasta nay coniCom to novlBtnt aehKhiltt, SKAlf *s naataga 
iurthar autai that tha thmtar |ivi* tvary facllitjr to tha S^at 
rapraaanutitao in tht carrying out of thalr niailon, and that S^at 
rartlcipatlon in tht lattrral Mnaitownt of thair etnps la pentad to 
tha poaaiblt dagrtt. Tht axtant of luch partioipatlcn la in 

scat caiaa, howtvar, Unltad by a ahortaga of quallfitd Sovlit officara. 


aaCTlBt M M; g sir Kr;rg.t ^ 

tlaa, Supiwa Haadquartart, AUlad BapadlUonary Forea Infoimd Otntra 



For your further infonnaUon it uy ba nantlooed that tha Conaand- 
Ing General. Unltad Klngdaa Baaa Section, in a neatagi dated 30 l!arch 
inforaed tha tor Dapartnant that Oanaral Ratov, in an intarvian »lth 
tha Aaarlcan nlUtarr authorltlaa in London on » Ua^, ra^tatad par- 
daaion to Intandaw Sorlat dtlaaaa haU U. tha Unltad Klngto by 
tha United SUUs, which racjuaat vaa hawdlaUly granted. Oh 3 O 
1945 0 «,aral Rato; and mrnbm of hla ataff bagw a toir of inapaotion 
of Inatallatlona in which aueh paraoonal are held. 



(n 


i 

of 

U\« 



-t 

I 

V 
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• ,9 

\ 


4 4 


«• 


• ♦ 



It will be laen from the foregoing that there has been no failure 
on the part of thia Oovernsant to keep tha aeeredltad Soviet ripra- 
eintativaa duly inferaad, as raquirod by the agraanant in quaation. 


Sincerely ycura, 





# # 


% • 
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C-iPHEH (O.T.P.) 

Telegram JJo. 353)6 
Off April 20th, 1945 
“X " mediate ' 

CHANCEHY(p!oi?Ir' 

r^. filSTHIBUTIOKt ' 

■■ 

Chancery - Action 
J / Secretary of State 
T. Pile 
SpaTea (3) 

^ .Red flo;c_L 
IT Red £ok C 
. "07’'^ 

H.B.T3utler 
^ J.H.Mngowan 
^ — I LIIakln a 

Sir O.SanBQtn 
. > Blr' O.Campbell 
A.D.JIarrlt 


• 'N BiOple 
J fl.Cock 


^Froic ; Acting Seoretary ofTtat e^' 
Mu ax - 

. Deap : 6,36 pra April 20th, 1945 
• 2.5& ptJ^rTl 20th,1945^\ 


Addreaaed to UTaahlngton 
telegram JTo.3936 of April 20th 
repeated to Uoaoow, 

■ .Your telegram Ho, 2639. 

■ Follonlng for Beoretarv of 


' fi<Coc)craffl ' 

O. O.McKenzle 

P. ff.HcCombe 
Pi Healey 

A. UcD. Gordon 
P.H.Oore-booth 
^.H.nuaaell 
J.F.H.'te) 

Conat, Coleridge 

Roger Sterena 
Col, O.S, Loup (2) 
(KR.Ranlcen 
Hajor Berkeley . 
J. Dndemood / 

( 

itlr 


11 ^ •*** repeating to you 

Hoaooa telegrana IPoa. 1173,1205 and 
0 telegram to Uoacor 

It la clear that flOYlot 
^SlSinjen LffXlOiralloa^ 

4**^ I nto Pola nd, nThe jRuaalanaTdeoy 

. ■j ^Q^iy a TCg .Se-or any;]Prltiah'p^ ■ 

"I5. iiLffilenft.-^'iV'ae .hare erldonca 
tn at there are o rlfenaM oi; par ’ 

iPylOCXaJUzL^^ ought 

I to ma intain our po8ltibDron”thla'.“~At 
' fIie“momenr}jos£Vs£71Tie important thing 
' !■ -to get .medical auppllea and comforta 
flnl!!? PolQnd. _We hare therefore 

■7--— y med to -toe Bed Croda channel - 

• Foreign Orrice teIegr-irt^brl922-to 
j Hoacow; me anwhile reporta from our '■ 
contact offlcera .whp have been' at liioji- 
^ ^°l!Lojya]i_B.hich are concentratlont" 

, r»lM8jealgnm^bx.th0.walena thenn 

aelvea and arpSaat of Curzom ime 
I fllcIojieB jlsrlouj bw^achlng of the agree- 
.1 atrong'proteita."' la '" 

I reply Foreign Office telegram Ho. 1956 
i Hm been aent. 


t 


iS'/^inrw E-in^Assy ^ 
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J, Wfiu'^iHiooo .7^4/ ' ll • '* **' " *'*" “ * " '’ ** " ■■' ■8 1 " ■ "WtfUtr 
cypiicn ( rv m D ByX^ — . NAi*. ^ 

Telegram Ho. 3923 From! Noti ng Seoretary o f g^ejo .’ ^ 


of April 20th, 1945 


Deapt B:25 p.m., April 20th. 1945 
Reed: 5:48 p.m.,(!^ll'20th, IsTs^ 


CHANCERY (P.O.H’a) 

DiaTHIBimoN 

Chenoery r Action 
Seoretary of Stole 
T. nie 
Spntra (a) 

Red Box A 
Red Box D 
Red Box C. 

H.S. 

R. Uaklna 
K.B. Butler 
J.H. Uogowen 
Sir G. Sonoom 
Sir C. Campbell 

A. D. Uarria 
R. Opie 

B. Cockram 

‘1. G.C, UcKenzie 
r.W, McConba 
7. Hooley 

• A. McD. Gordou 

• ?.H. Core- Booth 
J.W. Ritaaell 
l.S.U. (e) 

CofflTii. Coleridge 
Roger Stevenn 
Col. C.D. Loup (2) 

C. R. Ranken 
Mnjqr Berkeley 
J. Underwood. 


rollowlhR rebolved from Moacow 


Your telegram Ho. 1663. 

Soviet authorltlea at Lwow 
hove refused to extend pemlts of our 
officers beyond April 5th and haVe'crdered 
them to return to UOboowT’^dmirel Archer 
has instructed our officers to stay where 
they are but I understand that they boro 
been confined to their hotel. The_I««»on 
given by the Soviet authorltlea waa-thor 
the camp at Lwow had b een clea red. • They 
p'romra'ed. neW peaseaT^f more pflaonera ar- i 
rived, 

2. Owing to leok of ooBmbnloatlons 
with Volkovyook we .do not know whether the 
.xiwiB has happened there hut-lt seems likely. 

3. , Before the receipt of youf 

tclearaii under reference‘Tj»ad^lt^n to 
W.".V<ol'6toY-preaalng''strbngly .for our officers 
to'be aii'oiiBil.JiiiJC.anoio uotll 9®™" 

plated th^jflMtiea wElch they'we.'e sent from 
Englnnd'to perform and pointing out to him 
that the British public would never under- | 

stand withdrawal of our officers until all J 

our missing prlsooera had bean accounted for, 3 
portlcularly because e great number must * 
have' be erni'b-ereted -by recent op erAtloga of 
the”Re*3 Arov or would shortly be bj oporatlotiN 
wlifclTwere a'bbut to bo undertoken. ‘ ‘ 

/ 4. vrhlla I agree that we ‘should 

now await reports from our officers at Lwow 
and Volkovysck I doubt If these will in fact 
provide much additional Infometlon. - JllC fC - 
lo 1 am aure grea^ o pposition to allowing 
L “"gJi-tfeopre to have ac caaa to^oUnd andal^- 


. “"ggrp'o^p to have a 
\ some rna~lnation to. 


TnHln ati qn to bYeckmnA us 'into deeAlB~e 
wan»Bw e'uthoritle a. But we also have 
[Tc'e allowances for root’ed ^iet objecac 


G 340 :CPN 
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opmliu BMalMt nu 

Mltgr SmVIco, BDtfD 


Ktjor J. C. Bimt 


couumiio oaaauL, imreBaAiaa m'ATai a orbatiois ai.luu' rouu 
RupqpAnuu) OAonrA sau 

RBAIXIUBE8S3 COUUUUlCAnoM ZOHB VBOnUI Qt'AATa Ot QfUUnCMB UB ARUI 

rAui nuKi 

vmsanisjtM a xaua louBut ccBnoo muausTn i* tm 

Bonn lATJCKtAU IS flSBJBCT P9 FAim mitnCB CU AlDOKAVr OHE TVti ZBIU Oik 

sum n TBo nm rout an row or too £srn majkb ou uatuvm ri rn 
aa nm iojk mo or no m&b mck abd srctBA uma.n ao»ar ot au no 
tnsL TUL AO nus cut fBBn ro m. oxiOMAL no r» no abu dabk obob 

/ rAiB rAi a ctseq nm lOMUtt roi Momm ou nmAna tgotaottt \ 

PA«i ID rou« IS tBAT BO tAIIAy W UgALXiWP ACTIW lOU. BB tJiiU IT UB \ 

roiXii Ai fiOB nsB M savor bitibal to am out cisibbs am to y 
V aBOIOU UWTACT HAUS and aid rCB JKBllCiM raLXBOUL UlBBAtAU MT UsSlAA / 


laaauat ip u u-a ujbs ar u raB tb 
m flUA la n-nt asan or a? lur e 

n 51TI4 la Ql>0 JlkJL at ViUrti 


a. 1. Buu, - - 

lOkJor amtalt <ao 

Aaalataal Chtar at Statt, Q'O 


»;«. siAon, Jf 
^ Calci\illi CSC 

DOB S. ZOBEBiUl, Ci^ OK, OdaX^oUv BooUm 
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DnCl.AO"IFlP,D ) ' I 

^ j E.O. 

r UK!' m 

RS^710 \ 

This tologrom must 


cloaoly paraphraaod 

foro bolng eomunleatod 

to anyono. (COHPIDENTIAL) BacU 2l40 p.m, 


DIVISION OF 
• CENTRAL SERVICES 
TELEGRAPH SECTION 


Soorotary of Stata 


■2,40 P.m. 

;;^rfCBiW I k 

JbwisiOK : / j 


1420, April 30, 9 p.m, • 

1 am wiring Immodlatoly u^n'eonplouon full 

aufflinary of Intorvlow with Col^- General Golikov.' 

. — — ' 

roproaontotlvo of Soviet of Poopl oa CoBunlaagra 
for Ropatriotion Affolra, which waa foaturod in 
today 'a PRAVda (To Forla for Murphy and Robor oa 
86 ond to AMPOLAD Coaorta aa 75) Golikov wakoa 
B tortllni^ fliiogdtiona rogordlng nlatroatmcnt of _ 
Soviet eltlzopa in Brlt lah ond Anorlean priaonor 
of~wor enmpa and contraata unfavorobly trootmont 


I accorded them with goncroua treatment allogodly 
1 accorded Anorlcan and Brltlah prlaonora of war 
libera tod by Rod Army. VH6t5?f8gSyrthttt^lI^ 

P j t lljor^d Brl|Xah_^d Amoylgfln»>ritdnora jiftifa-. 
o ^ boon ropotrlatod.’oxgppt for amall groupa ond ^ 

C i — ....i m- , ^ 

complalna of dolnya I n repatr iation of Ij^ o rat ed ] 

1 Ruaalo^jprlaMSf^af^wogfc S' 

_| Suggoat thla tologroffl ond aumnary of Intor- 
vlow which will follow bo brought to attention of 
Ambaaaodor Harrl^n ond Oonoral Doono. 

EDA /^kBWAH'y^..)-. 'f' 
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u-n-^t^. 


ffif!i|KP‘*‘'''*'??'-r ;i. 

iijtQvp D«|ift»wti' ' l>‘' 
^IfTiDi/MUr '■ 

' UMCZO . 


|il. 811N ntANClSCO 

||.: -^ ^ 

!^!S«.4«uX' for tue secretary 


iiilidv 

it'ilbl f^i ! I if f fi**. r**‘j‘ i*'* 

SECRET'^. 


The following text of .reiMiierla tnewer tp the 

'. e oometione aade by fleneral OolikoT i* fre^iident of'the j- 

Bovlet RepatPUtlon Ooaaleilon, ‘.th»t {yhe.j ^yioM Oorern- ^ 

, . ' •( '. I 

■ent bee not lived up to the Ya;.tt(^ jiO Mnt Mlf^tt e , 

■ to the treataentjof Allied prl ioneri|S||jitf|h>e ibeen j,' J 

approved )>y the'Prealdent and le balnt|iutaltjted .to the ^ 

War Oepartaent for Ite final oonourrehoe.%Va,Vould appre-^ 

'•« ’■ iisiiiiillv' ' ■" ^ 

olate jour oonafBta and auggeatloBe;«^W|f),j’_ . ' • 

(Code Rooa^The taxtl^of .thi p^e^jreieaie la;: • j P 

‘ii{ attached.) ' i ‘V;:-:' i' ; r 

gj Oi^||i3[i fl 

Y ‘t ■■'niO-i — --•fliii’ 1 ■ » «■ 

EE:i:Durbi^wjud: ..r. 4 JJ •i:. ■ 4 ’ ?. . - s 

I 










D/lZ^Ofi, 0 . 1 . 0 . 

a^^.^, 0 .. t 


‘MOWW Wfc'JP tO^Atllt ara’atlll nK is* 

•V 5 *?? '** miUulliA twritcBy, rtaj jaopese, it aitlsfUtlOD Is not 

' ^ to |o to Oooatantln^ and trm tharo desud of ths 

.; ' an to bo alloail to ocofleto th^ Bd/oion. 

**.' Balglim fttooMn la htio aaS oU 1|0 conttnted the 

.r.AntotoiMiart Mlid oBb to thaabj ifa> Suaaiaa la the frort Um oad llaae 
'W OBiwSmiiy Id <B(y vbep they wnhed Moaooar.dtd tMaga iiroee. The 
.tiwm ly glw inafttaaUjr ap flood, rebbad of thalr poauasloa, 

'^*'*.^*<lk**>ib«i>dltoaaaflQgof UtrlB. like ocBilota. At ana polst 
‘,a,«Mlab MmH ato'opob pnarii Intanawd la thalr faroor, but ae ooaa as 
'iJfinAtiM toa ll^tnalnaat no roiOMd, ,(ti» of the AO told Uojoar Aito 
. ; Ikrt toiflll a OoMttdat beflvo ha Wv Snaaluii but he ia one do losger. 

' }. ' i;iijlir IdD^'iWooknil tolxdlotfr if ha o^ aqOala tba attltoda of the 
r lhaiiMf ijhlati ttgfmn ena te eay to all Baaclaa Interaats and idMlogr, esO. 
f OelL;XalBlbofr« ia a;tofFloaUy BndaB rlport. atid that the too Selelec 88 
-; bbrii^'Ot toe Intn nreob had'fbuiht oltb lueh fisj end distlutlon that 
In w<.ia« nf ^ta , Ee aleo 

•«OiM;1|[i^pi]^Uj,V)lB Vlav the aHfeai lhaj ««• wrlns. thsj nr« 

■ tlio Hia a j pao .fn i n aa haf a of tha OrgulaatlcD lodt. 




DECLASSIFIED 

,Ni!jM2. 
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JZPP 

TOO IOII 3 IB HA 3 f 


LO ' 

8 HAEP PVfD 117/10 •li 
TOR IOI 355 B J*.!, 
eel 1014158 HAY 


C 0 R P I D E B T I A L 
I-5 AT I 0 H A L PRIORITY 

PROM t CG BIRTH TO ARHI 

TO FOR ACTION : CO SHAEP PWD ATTN 0-1 PWI IHPO ROOM 
FOR INFO 5 CG TVEIFTH ARMY OP ATTN 0-1 PWI 

REP NO j EC. 21203 , 10 HAY 19^5 CITE: OHMDA 




StftUg II A located at NETORABDENBDRO now under 
Ruaslan control, contains 1100 Americana in the camp with 
2600 Americana attached to Stalag II A located within radius 
of 50 lon.of camp. 650 British attached to camp. 200 Ameri- 
cans hospitalized, 50 being seriously ill. 

^ Present conditions of camp: No camp control, 

Russian officer In charge usually drunic, drunlnn Russian 
J soldiers molesting American sick, Americana robbed by some 
^ Russian soldiers making it dlffiouJl. to avoid trouble. Food 
supply not~ critical on 7 May, but r^lng low. 

^ 4 Jtf (tOPjiCH) 


ACTION 

IHPOWftTION 


0-1 


: AO RECORDS 
SOS 


PS IN 2699 10 May 45 1517 B lOV/lf REP NO: KI -21203 . 

57 s 

CQ&lHDENrriMi ■ 5\ 

TMt MAKING Of AN I*ACT COPT OP THIG MtMAOC It POKIIOOtN 




a 

J.S. 


Mglo-iMrlMB yov'a 

vn 

OrUr 

?76d 


»-eno 5 

liimy 194 ? 


111926 ^ 

.maiyB 


PRlOKm 

Trn BSABr NAQ for Mtloo to XILSAIT NIBOiaB MOSCOW for DKAXK, 
for tnfonutloQ to SUKf PORVAHD, frca'BARDEI slgmA IIHDEOVIB 
^ Infcmutton rGMlTGd frcn prlioner of war o«pt la rear of 
mailM llMi loAleatoi thouMada of UalteA SUtot and Brltlah 
prisoDsra of war bald in oloaa opnfliMBaBt under unaatiafSotcry 
MBdltlona, Va eould bsTS aTaquated thai ty elr a mk or tao 
daps ago if tha Buaalaaa would agree to ooopareta by pemittlsg tu 
to lead pLanaa at nsaity alrflaldi, aa apaelfloally autborltad by 
Artiolf 4 of Yalta Agraaeoat. 

^ Uolaaa thla ancuatloa eaa ba affaetad proeptly, tbara uy 
well aaeua aoat tndaalnble ecoaatuanoaa. 

8ila la la rafaranea to our ntabar yvP-21010. ?laaaa 
azpreaa to Buaalaaa tba urganoy of thia aattar aad aak that tbiy 
dlraot tbalr ooaaadara 00 Vaatara Troat to pamlt tha of 

ttUtad BUtaa and Brltiah planaa at flalda oaer oaopt for awmiatl 
of our pziaonan of war. 




M 


3 DAVf 
AFrrt y£. 



To tom ftr aanui. 

ffiCT iiiTH fi^taaiiLmmaia trm wnt vsac, 

fZfrU/ f DpaVy Bod of Dotlot Bapo teUUOB Co*ltt«i» W, 0««1 

(Url^UfJ fS^. « n tf » »«. 

^ «l|t . »« Wl'"-! “* 

.4Wau. /“Wi 1 tbit 

• toolAfc* vortmA tad omlMl. 

la oeocctoe. irtth tto .few., I liwo 

(Ror pootaet to«i In OAouo «! hnto alio ¥•« r*®»n*UA tjr tho 

aoflit onttwlttoi 10 40 •o."^l«a Offlw 

atam^ toA^ ttart tliay wuld not tjjrtn* of Kod Croon 
poriwl to 04*i» 1*“” ^ ®^**"*” 


ill 



Mtodttmtfillilyart- ia.441tlm,Add«.lA*oh«r- 
UrfOw^ V Cc-lttoo « H ifcjr IWt iaMtiVP- 

oomj^ 

Ml OltlMM 10 OIOOM. A1»| ^ «*»“ rrlM*rf 

af m 1ft— «■ oMttiiMiaofonI* dl^ptfotod 
to to kMioi over to too Ml Aimr* 

l» «. It 1. w— . «« 1* t» " 




TOO IJIT'JOB MAI 


aHA£P rwD 278/17 

TOR 172155BMAI 
ftf, I723OOB MAI 


COHPIDBBTIAL 
OPER ATI ORAL PRIORiTT 


I coraTK tiNiTi5_aw^_^ 




TO FOR ACTIOB: CO SHAZP FORWARD ATTEMTIOB 0-1 PWX 


j CO Vn CORPS ATJEHTIOB 0-1 PWX, CO TWELFTH 
AJWX mODP ATTEBTIOB 0-1 PWX 


n-2l6l7, 17 MAI 19»s 


Jollwlng YII- Corps moMnM/^uotod 


I "Raporti poc6lre?rth»^^000 Onlted Staten and 

iBrltlBh ex-PWn fomerlj HkMOHLB^ tod ROE RIE3A 8715-E need 
aedioal euppllee, additional BWToal attention and food. Many 
tote left beoauae of eondltloni. Reporta Indicate oanp J.e.ader 
{doing all Jn hie power to enforce atay^ut order. Boaelani* 

\Vllegfd.io iitTe"tbieatened to use‘'for c<Lto _j>reTent^aMyy,T 

1 Suggeat iaBeSiatereVacuatlbn of botlr oaap-and hoepltal , 

V Liaison being carried on vltb Russians vitb vlev 

to alloying Onlted SUtes nedlcal supplies and ambulances to 
enter camp. 

Request that your Headquarters establish liaison 
with Russian SHAEF Representative vltb vlev to negotiating re- 
turn of these Onlted States and British ex-PWs to Rlnth Ann 7 


I 36 530 

'h'N { ACTIW 

ihformatiob 
t/ PS IB ^738 


AO RECORDS 

THIS MiHAot i» fo^aiort- 
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STAFF MeSSAC^CONTWOC 
OUTGOING ‘Message 

^ ^ secret 

priority 


CO twelfth AStff GROUP ^ 

sh^pforvabd.sioi^ scaepV cite:segap cy^ 
-r TOO:. lBl 330 Bf>J 

FWD-217fl6 


Mtiot SEAEP FVD vWh I»f> “Pr “ ., rx 

/ X^aia Itlora Mn found V 


■kl-21617 /• FS I” ™®'. °‘^ 

«A_>i y 


' 0-2 

. AO RECORDS 




deds^isa. »a™ D-HAod ..F-: 


39 31 


SECRET 


, COrt OF T-.. «•••*«« '• 
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«r 

■ Jif. TO I 


iSabl^wiMmiof'n^^ in;'dlplMr, Without Mnvputphntad, 

•’*' 'V. - (HtnuyoLMukod O.TJ. Autd not b«>|iis|:»phiu*d]. 

(To loW 0 «O) W. 7 ] 

‘0 ! Tfoopere Info Treftdom - 30 Mlaalon - 

BUU Uungur;. 

Tom : Bum Rounutnla. 


B-SCRST . 

BAG 1336/4640 10 Uay. 1400 B.hra. 


Your 93691 P.Wn8 of 15th Hay haa not entirely 
agraed with BUM Hungary's BlU/329 of 17th Hay. Hope 
authority la given (andfj Ruaaiana here informed eurlieat 
of fact of route ’being cooaed down. At preaent they laaisl 
on all P.V'a going to ODESSA. 


At preaent they laaist 


(Freedom paea to 30 Klaaion). 


m. 

Admiral * 
Colonel 

Enbaaay ^ 
U.S.UlaalonvX^ 
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Z received year letter and the articlee yon encloeed, and 
have read thea with great intereat in light of ay own experience 
.when Z wai liberated by Kuaiian forcea in late Aprili 1945. 
For aony yaara after the war Z thought about the circuBatancea 
of aqr own exfiltration from Stalag IV B in eaatem Genuny. 
. Z tried, unaucceafully, to coaeunicate by concarna to Aaerlcan 
Officera when 1 reached Frankfnrt'a repatriation Center and 
again when Z waa flown to laBarve, France. My coiwema for 
other priaonera left b ehin d at IV B were treated wlti Tipltlal 
~^cep^ cia^ , the n an noy ^ ce at a y ^ raiatine'e, and" finally 

^£th reaaauraijcf ji the*: the ■ati^^/would*' be"''ihvaatigated. ■ 


When Z finally case back to the Staten, recovery from wounda 
that Z had received at the tlaw of my capture, the nalnutrition 
and aaoebic dyaentary 1 develo{M , and the ahaer exhileration 
of aurviving and being hose took precedence and life aoon 
renuaed aoew aeablance of noraalcy. 


Tour articlea, and the enoraity' of the ponaible nuaber of 
priaonera that auffered a quite different fate have nerved 
to bring that trauaatic period back in aeaory, tho* ponaibly 
diaaed by the paaaage of the yearn. 


At any rate, the following are ay recollectiona to the beat 
of ay ability. 


When we were liberated by a Ruaaian tank battalion, a group 
of ua enthuaiaatically nought out a Ruaaian officer to try 
to find out what waa happening, and' when we could expect to 
be repatriated back to Aaerican control. Thin officer apoke 
no engliah, but did have a aaattering of Ceman and aince 
ay Bother had apokan Geraap/Yiddiah and ay father had cone 
froB Ruaaia and had taught aie aoae of that language, I became 
aort of an unofficial tranalator for aone of the aen in ay 
aaction. 

Thia ia exactly what Z waa told by a Major Vaallli Verahenko. 


The Ruaaiana were firat concerned about the repatriation 
of the Ruaaian priaonera held in a aeparate coapound at IVB, 
and the Major indicated that they had to be interviewed 
individually aince they felt that there were aany *cowarda, 
traitora and deaertera aaong then and they had to be dealt 
with expeditioualy* . Then he told ae that the Ruaaiana and 
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th e Americans had agreed to 

receive **credits" for each l unettcan row tetutne a. i.4n.i*# li e 
' ex plained wai a complex logistic al BiaCter, B eat handled by 
se nHlng us to Odeaaa for trea&ient and repatriation. The 
callousness of his response and the officious tone in which 
this infomation was given, gave ne real pause and I tried 
to explain to others that I was suspicious of their nethod s 
and aotivation s. Moat of the EenTnowever^ felt that the 
■Russians were bur allies and that we were going to be well 
treated and returned home shortly. That night, ay bunknate, 
Cpl. Willaa Saith of the 9th Division shared our mutual concerns 
and decided to take off on our own. The next evening, we 
‘liberated* two Russian bicycles, got thru a gap in the wire 
where a Russian tank was parked and took off toward the west 
where we believed tho Aaerican amy would be. Our subsequent 
journey back thru Rdussian held territory, our capture by 
a band of fanatical ‘Hiltler Youth* and aubaequont escape, 
is a two week adventure that is an unbelievable story that 
t must wait for another tlae to relate. As I said earlier, Z 
tried to tall American Zntalli 5 ence officara about th e Ma jors 
ccHiunen ta7~T>ut~waa t61 J~^at'jwe were probably tdrd~that v ersio n^ 
In oTder to. preaaive o'fier in the caap. 

I'm happy that you have and are pursuing the matter of missing 
FOH's, and would appreciate hearing aore about your efforts. 

Z'm truly sorry that Z can’t shed more light on the subject, 
but as you know, generally a G.Z.'a view of war is limited 
to what he directly sees, feels and experiences. 


I pact wherein the Russians would 
me r lean POW returned! This, h? 
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INCOMINCg,^ MESSAGE 


TOO 13074SZ m 


8BASF FVD 120/13 
TOR 13112te KAX 
•el 1^5B Wff 


COIfPXDSRTZAL 


t NZUTART KISSIOH TO M05C0U PBOH Dl 


t 8BASP PVD TO BlSBlBOnil 


t N-24293. 13 MI 19^5 


lomglen Qeurtl Officer, Who bai been e 
prisoner of vsr at ZXUQSlQnilll), South of BBRZJH. bse arrived 
.InllOSOOR. 


Be atatee that ocndltloas In UUOBKIlVAlJ} under 
Buailan control 'are axtraaely bad. Oaap Coaeandant la a 
ujor vbo la uanally Intozlcaied and traataant of British and 
Anerloan ^sonars la not good. Be statea that recently a 
great aany British and AMrloan prlsonara var a flam mt in 
Anarloan transperta against the Buaaian'a viahaa and that the 
Knaalapa have vented their resantaant on the renaluder. 


The vorvaglan does not vant his nana-uaad for 
fear of the effaot it sight bavr on Russian treatnant of other 
IoPMgl ia_pnaoDfra t h ovever. if you have any • supporting' 'aaU~ 
that you oan furnish, I vould appraolate your sanding it to 
■a so that I oan put preaaure on the fiusslan Repatratlon Coof- 
■Ittee. 


Zn any event, than QOLDEEV oeeta your represent* 
atlves Id I2ZTZZ0, ve should be prepared to oonfront hla vlth 
all factual data poaalble oonoemlng alatreatBont of our prl> 
sooera by the Russians. • 


ifJUIsSt IS POSBIDDIN 



ooatlDSREI&ij 


- w ,,. 1 I . S 4 W 3 13 "w 19*5 ™ !«'''« : I 



acticii 0-1 


IBPORMATK** SOS 
0-2 


dd 1^96 


f 3 n 3*9e 


13 May 1945 I355B IJWR/rob Ref Hoj 


CORPIDZBTIAL 
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TOO r4 

• '■ (■ -i ■ • j' 

' ':'l ■ - 

: ^.,a££Si£ 

prom ■ .1 ssm nsmom 

TO POR ACTIOS 1 AWAR ^ 

FOB IRPO , ET0D3A, HTOUSA, SHMjTpvD^ 


aHAEP PMD 142A9 
TOR I9I506B MAY 
rv I9I6I3B HAY 


vj 8 - 88613 ,; 

' Refaraaoe W!-B2478.- 


19 May 1945) ciTEi I 


by IMted StiwirSK?" 

I l»fomtlon ayftllabla at mooenf folloKo; 

^^‘Sisail^'W "= S2^'» • 

«’r i.iafr “ 

figure Inoludee US ^ 

t^i'25,000 .'. ^ Prleonere eetlmated in Ruaelttp toj 

in I, sgsi 


J6 S3J SE€ 

TMI MAKINO or AN UACT COAV 











3HAEP *FWD 76/23 
TOR 230630B MY 
Ikj ^3075(^B MY 


, uu-/ I- ■' r:~ ?H5^ tfl dulT - o P <r 
zcreai'.sd unorfielal rmarehirs Ordir B E C R E T 
nn/ArarcylAO/ t. T m V 

*= PRIORITY 

I i DEC >949 r 

PROM- • AFHO SIQWPjW^SilS^ 

TO FOR ACTIOH 1 TROOPERS PwV— 



1. VOlfSBSRO and SPITTAI Cimpa nov clear of 
BrltlBh ConnnoDvealth, US PV. AFHO occupied AUSTRIA coopletely 
covered by detachaent of Repatriation Oalt. Evident 
Brltlah Coflffloavealth, OS TV reiaainlng except 

who may be unvUllag to declare thenaelves. Total of zwi 
mcSteS by air tTlTALY aa of 21 Ray. All 1 b good c;r.dltlon. 
65 Br CoBBOnvealth elOk have been evacuated to ITALY by air 
45 Of thaae due to fly UK ETD 23 Hay. 

2. Agreement reached with Major SKVORTZOPF 
(DKVOCBSOPF?) Repatriation Staff TOLBUKHIB'e Hq wd Oe^^al 
ORAZEKIIl 57 Army 0RA2 for handover to then of all 

ex P^ la Brltlah Zone. ZW trans/erredlT/lOay. 


t 3 . P’ermltelon obtained fron local Soviet 

' CoBoander for Repatriation Detachment to enter 
^but dlfftcrtty^experloacedla tracing Br/03 PV. Approx 300 
' have eiflltrated Into KIACEIIPURT. Oneoaflroed reporta auggeet 
BrlUB TfV-rtlll being evaeuat ed O DHOSA by fao^ .Sg" 

PU7 i^a^cei 6T ttSfc of clothing end 

k peraonai ei^k-adta. 

4. 'Jugoelav occupied AUSTRIA. believed clear of 
PV. Local rapreeentptlves In the naln friendly. 

5, Approx 12000 French PV nov uncovered preaent- 
■ ing accomodation problem. 3900(3970?) being ehlpped to 

MARSE;IL12S end Hay. • 


. SECRET 

I or AN TMII M 


-t 
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STAFF MCe^AGE CONTROL , . 

INCOMINGIvIESSAGE /-M 


TOO 211849Z HAY 


3BAEP 241/21 
TOR 2I2210B KAY 
IJb 212336B HAY 


£££££! 

! AOVAR^ROH HARSUALLJ 
1 SHAEP M ^FOR .filSamOVEH 
« V-SSASS, 21.MAY, 1945 . 


Concerned over report your S-8Q613 that. 25,000 
US prlaonera atlU In.Ruaalan handi. 

Requeit completeet details and when tranofer to . 
U5 control expected. 

3-88613 ie 5H0 OUT I986B, 21/5/45. 0-1 
ACTIOH i 0-1 


IHFaHATlOR : 303 
0-2 

U 

0-5 

BUS PERSE 
AO RECORDS 


^2. - 


3KC in 6839 221May 45 OO 55 B SI/lP REP RO: W^5496 

15 00?3 -SECRET 

THI MAtUNO or AN OA^ ‘•WaAiB m rMBtOfiCN ' 
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^m*»a mta notei on'^e plaa fcr the nutuel repstrlitlon of 
• # luiilu cltlteoi fljid of prlioneri nt w»r, all of. whoc 

■re to be ripatrlatel under thla plan. 

The trasiferi will be effected Inltltlly kt flETM traaefer 
pelkte kt the Unit of contact, with WO kAditlontl polote In OEHMAirr 
to be eet up ■■ (julcldy ae poeelble. In addition WO tranefer polnti 
will be aet up In ITSIRIAH territory a# eoon ■■ practicable. Wane- 
fera will be by all arallable seane, Includlnc karchlnc. The dally 
tranefer, that le to eay, the dally tumrer, for each of tbeec tranife: 
polnte will be fron 2 -^fOOO pereone on each aide. 

PHOroiTT (or PnSOBAl PHOTS) . 

The rapatrlktae nay carry pereonol property, elothlnc, blanlcete, 
proTlaloae - no bulJcy Itaaa, (Terional affeete Include watchee). 


To be corrlad out accordlne to lutual arraneenente between 
local CoMundari on each eida. 

igittiATga- at Hopn . 

To be auppUad with ratlona until tlBa of dellTcry at ultlaete 
irantfer polntk. 

Tlrat priority of BOTment will bt clran to tick and wounded 
jwho are fit to traval. thara an certain prorlelone ae to dlelnfeatatioa, 
all of which ara Bora or laat noml. 

Tha OoBBandare will taka lasedlata atepe to put the plan Into 

*'_^^|*ffket and, will coqpleta rapatriatlon at tha aarllaet poaelble tine. 

j Tha plan wu tpfnrai aa at I 30 O houri' 2^ Kay, and viat into 
jeffact today, 23 rd May» . 

It la eoaclualre and final, and la now in eparntlon. Ae n 
Batter of fact, we beoa putting It into affeet on tha afternoon of 
aat Ihy, whan wa Bortd 2,}00 Irltleh and Antrleaaa aereer. 

Thara ara no polnte teptcially dlendTanticeoue to ue, and 
•rarythlna tha SEAS' Staff wanted, they obtalnad, except we were not 
able -to Initiate then and there 1 etendlnc llaleon coanlttee on both V 
eldee. Thle wme forbidden by HOSCW direct. ^ 




danernl 2AXXBI le now preparing a full report. 




37 


236 

, 23rd May 1945 . 




23 MAY 194^ 






, .s. 

. 
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SUBJECT! fliport on Conf*renci with Rusaian Officiala Relative 
M Kepairltlloh of Priaonera of (far and Displaced 
/ Peraona. 

A 7* 

SuprcttaTfead^uartara^ irr ^ 


I • party of'sHAEr^JSL'/^^^' jour oral Initructiona of IS Hay 1945, 
oort Proooodad by alr trana- 

-: 1 I ” *•” ®"* i'^outanant GenerU and ilx Major Oinarala. 

I ' 

COUBEU inri *k * nipBctlM lUxaloiu nri hudad bT 

•«i..r., j pr.p.r:« 

M!' v~ 

bruiid“jr‘tiii iSvisim““2’ pd^nuiS ”r ”» 

tbb •ovoin Uto or out 01 - ibolr torrltorr of l)rltoi»ri_.. 



PtMOM, or,,,, •l)l,Mbmibod-,,rion., , 1,1 

s;2“* “ ‘1^ rtleh I 


-A-r?r^pNaf;jjjvHS- 



'iI^piiSducco ai th[ HaTiOHai aacMi'^i*. 


79 other AUlad/fluaaian Mttari. The Ruaslan Hiialon could not agree 
• a to thla, apparently In response to Instruotlona froa Hoacoif. 

6 . Final agraeisnt on a plan waa reached at 0416 houra, 22 
Hay. Slgnaturai wars affixed thereto at IBOO houra, aaae data. 

Copy of tba Afraad Plan la atUehad hereto (ippendlx "A") , 

6 . Althoufh tba Plan Indlcatei that Its pretliloni are to 
bscoa!s affaeUTa taenty-four houra aftar slfoatura, it actually 
heian to oparata on tha afternoon of the 20 th, with tha transfer 
of aoaa 2 ,^ US/brltlah priaonera fron the caap at Luckanaalde. 

i ' Tbara la araiy ladloatlon that tba Jhiaalana Intand to aaka 

a bl; abow of rapid rapatrlatloD of our lan, althottfh I u of the 
opinion that va Bay find a raluetanca to return. than all, for an 
appraolabla tiaa to ooaM, alnea thoia utn oonatitu'te a valuable 
b^Olnldi point. It will ba naeaaaary for us, tharefora, to errante 
for eonatant Ualton and vlilts of Inapaetlon to "uncofver* our nan. 

7. On iha afternoon of 22 Hay, two froupi of 6 BAEF offlcars, 

I 7 arraniaBont vlth Otneral GOLUBEV, vent on a tour of eaapa in tha 
Ruaalts area vhara DS/ 6 rltiah priaonara of tar are thought to be 
located. They will Invaatlgata conditions and father data thereon. 
This la tha first Instance of elthtr Aaeriean or British officers 
bsliif paralttad to visit such caapi In the forward Russian arae. 




Uajor Ganartl, CSC 
A. Co of S., G-I 
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■ .'lis.STA^ESSAOE CO«IR'6;||.i'. . : 

■ :. f ' Lt ? 

, ^ I. 

" Iv ' '. ■'’ -• ' • cm 3 H 0 AP - 

, MOJ 231945 


M -"00 iiJ ‘ ?t>u» v: 85496, Mtytfl, on? S-88987. 

Mcy 22 and TUI ooaTarBattoa Oanartl LOVETT, 22 May. f 

« 4- * Milliaui for amtuai'.rapatrlatlon of 

wu* fllaplaead poraomi van agreed and elgaed 
ut nobi) 22 May; . ihider thla agreementi ^ 

B ■• _. OiSR W and oltltaae liberated by 

" •“* ftltltena liberated by Red 
S ildo^ ^ floUtered through Amy llnee to Amy Conaunde on 

b» Reoorered Alllnd prleoners of var viii hB 
5 poiate - VISHAR, VOaTKARI, LUDUfCSLUST, MAODEBERG 

iJ. ’ . ®09uo#ntatloc to be roeponalblllty of re- 

c.lylng and not dlopatchlsg authority. •=* • ^ 

to tto« .loit •»! ^ . 

Aoerloan PVe at-LoSwALDS. ^ 

S Jte' niJIn? we nov prepared 

im“£ SK^o^uT oTti: conelde^e^nunbere . 


v.r CORT 0» TMIt MIMaoI >\ Roatioc 

issvSS.-.. 
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»1 inL uni iunAC aHvhi Ifll: 



I ; 8-89i42f. 


(CORTOnJED) 


rntir4ii^4(l* 111 tf^ ?S5*£i.*® War' DipartBont prcaaptldata 

tS Raaalan contrS unler 

•P* PP*P®j^’ to BUn/oaBinal roll* at each 

ietratlii due, ‘to" the looie adaln'- 

»s!SSd?S;‘iS»‘&r K; 

^Mio^MSplw Vlftti 9( mtu mooitlon'U oo«>X»t.. 

«eoM 

« sjs?rIs^.«rjEt€£^S 

final aback and prowaelng In Theator .CanStJ fiJliiSJ 

W-05496;ii'S3!C III 6839, 2V5/45, 0-1^’ ' • • . 

OHIfllBAfqp I >1_ • AOTHEIITICATIO;i;,;.H.Z. lESSHIOER 

DD'O^TIOH , a03 0.2 4.3-. 0-4 

Na 0-5 COM 2 AG RK.-OIIDS SOMMAW 


8I/ra REF ROj 3-89142 

W0‘ 231945B 



staff w^ssaqe contr.^ 

OUTQCDNfiiNJEEfi/'GT 

M 0 P B R A T ,I 0 If AL P r\o R 1 1 I 

\ CO, 12TH ARMY GROUP ^ \ 

: CO SRVERTH CORPS N. 

t SBAp NAIR, SIOIIED SCAB? CIIEfflGAP 
i 3-69125 , , tOOj 2319301 


n . » * dssipsdi to, obtain aanlnal folia of ro- 

covfpod O.S, Priionors of War at tbo .•arlleet pogalbla tlaa. 

< 10 thli and It la daalrad that fou utUiae axoaaa PWt perabnnel 

altbar tTpowitar or printing plainly aa it 
Tt talo^oto tha orlglnol rolla to war Dapaptnant. 

PPlaOnap of Vap 

sr- >” “ “"•« “ 

n , «’■>]», °t‘ It I* tlto <l«lr<Kl th»t mn 

n J »f“w ** ‘iT" “ to lend a 

Siot^rrJrSf^rjr^^ *” '•“•• «“ *“ 


coipiDuriiii 


GONFIDENTIAL 


» M(t*MC It rOMIODKM 
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COHPID^J^TI* 

'• 

REF BO I 8-89125 23 may I 9 A 5 


* nartn^P.n.. ^^^.fiSLWblSSi* In addition. It la floalrad that 
0 Mnlor 0.8. Offloar or aoa-ooanlaslodad offloar froai aaoh 
.PlBoiwp of Vap Oaav in tbo Ruaalan Zona ba intapvlavad, obtaining 
tha folloT^ Inforaatloni A, Data Ca^ vaa' taktn owp hr tha 
Rwaiana fpoai tbs Qantfuui fi. Looatlon of Caapt C. Ittttnfla 
of RusaUna toward U.8. Prlaonara of Uart D. Vaa notop trans- 

PPlionara of 

n 5 ^ tranapopti t. Vaa 

baok by tha Rosalana am 
^ ■•>“,«»taot with tha tat 5. Vhat Ubartlaa 
O.J, PMaonan of Var glTtn aftap Roatlani took eontpol of 
ca^i E. Any otbtp portlnant Infomatlon baaplng on this ait- 

UttlClIa * , . 

^ilrablo If tha indlrldnal inttp- 
Rov-’U! ba tha Ca«p iMdar or 8anlop 0.8. Offleop'la tha 

**••• ^ fopvartad by 

Boat azpadltlMB aaaaa to 0-1 fliuxp Popwrt. * 

' . It la raqaastad that nan affopt ba aada to ' 

vlth*Sip*LladaI?**^** ndolnal rolls am tha intarrlan 


AUIHB»TI(!ATIO!li ROBERT L. MAT, 
^„^MAJ0R 


\i 808 
COM Z 

AO RECORDS^ 


39 102 


5HC OUT 2507 33 MAI '45 I 948 B Sl^ra RBP lOi 5-09125 

TOO: 231930B 


C 0 B P I D B B .1 I A L 


- 2 . 


750 


STAFF MESSAgj|> CONTROL 

OUTGOING MESSAGE 

C 0 H P ID E 1 ? T I A L , 
OPERATIONAL PRIORITY 


TO 

• : TVEUTia ARMY ORODPJ SEVENTH CORPS, 

PROM 

: SEAEP MAIN SIGNED SOAEP 

CITE: 

REP MO 

' : 3-89273 

TOO; 


• o» P^9125, 23 May, callljig for nominal 

rolls of rocovorad D.S. Prlaooara of War. / f 

n Mom have Doetj rtcelved by thlB/Thmor Mk^uUnt 

UyOeantl up to nov. It la underatood from an offloip/^t raturMl 
MIP2I0 arw that aoTeral jthouaand turned 


PlaaajMnd TWX report ty^eatar Idjutant General 
elTlng toe number oTez^laonere of Wf returned to our ouatody 
time the agreei^t reaoUfd vltb RuMlana at BALI 1 . Also the time 
ve may expect nominal \rolla. ^a Informatlcj la needed to 

Mke an urgenyraport to WM/Bep^mant . 


Mke an urgenyraport to l^a^^tmanl 
3-89125 la^ om 2507 , 23/^5, 0 - 1 . 


ORIOIHATOy 
• iwpophatt m 


iflOTHEimCATlON: ROBERT L. MAY, 
> .MAJOR. 


^ 0 DT 2667 / 25 Mbt 19*15 I313B thtt/H REP MO; 8-89273 

- ■ TOO: 25I315B 


Cf)FPIDEW,TlAL 


- - CONFIDENTIAL 

TH* MAK.NO or AN UACT COPT Of TH,. MM.AOf .. roOt.OOIN 
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2? mPi'i.i 194? 


■"■''■•iHvxf Sedi'tb Kjcre AoitiCw) 

f.,. .1 — -^.. _. .. ._. . lA jJm trti 


Oanaral Uoreyenkoi 


Qoaoral Gavi 1 B 07 .vos, Ja t^t antlafictor; 




Qanaral Rolnhnrti If J ahoula hcva to ure truck trtiuiwrtetlon th«t 
— K»To b. . .lift h.„i. Tb. tn,, to l»l.uf 1 . lov^tn rS SpIp, 
&lftUf le acne 10 or 12 allai thli aide of icalk. ^ 

general (hyt X think it la all right. 

"^\t*lfSt etUn? A»rther objection to htr- 

requlM tl«e to orgnnlia another plaee, I am of the 
■ Selki*** ***** ^* ^ ******* better If it la In the Tielnity of 

flSSg^;OU;i *e vould have to be able to uee the railroad In thia eon- 


^**SS»LfiW 222 n!w>_^l an waltlne to pat a definite atetanant oonoeming 
l|ie raiiwau, and until that tine, «a will have heaww trafflar^^ 

baatUB# your organlittlona hawa dona qulta a gooi 

!Si« Ju t" tfi.!*” *““• «•» ‘i 

feViO*yf i •be® •• sat the railway in running order, if we nut 

“ *°* 0®** »ey»-and the next 

day ov Iralna eould run youtway, .»r— no« 

^naral Dertfanltoi I will eonaidar thia queation and riwa you an ane- 
eer aa toon aa poaiiblo through Ooneral Reinhart, ^ 

fiSSjWdtol *e uauoe alao that we will hawe authority to uaa boata 
to take priaonara do« or bring thei baak. 


Xa Malk on the rlwart 


denerel Oen Tee. 


I ‘‘•llot* there abould be 
aeae agrieHent that the Ruaalana and Anerlaana will run an equal ms- 

ra ^.r;^?****' “* •“ 

ldl^£|bt Tei| if we lend a train load>'of Ruaalana ovar to ttalk, 
t» *^° abould be loaded up withibaatarn Bur eoeane -"<< wE5»>. 


lOl 


aane betn aayt in erdar tnal I 
portation aan be ueed to Ita fulleat aapaeity. 




9n»nl Oai i 1 think that will nomally ba tma. 

jWalnraestoi 1 think the aane to; on thia queatlon aa you do. 
oanarai Rainbart la eonoerned about th# (•*.»»>•«♦ ■ » * 

Knell m4AMm 


♦iss 
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the^ frahai/ortnclon ks on:y to oolloct thi-ourb • nV/ „„ 

00 oil the hcmih^-o^prlsonora. ' ’ vo 

CO., «», .111 UP, ,p,i, 

»• obt in .b, 

general Reinhart, Then «e till do all the haullngT 
general 0^ Other than that which he daalrae to do. 

“HMU r.r 

*T^S?'tor7S^iD‘sipri‘."nt*iSi ’IS •“ 

••■ow, are you in ihape to get the prlionara atarted totaorrowf 

~“.Ks 

•“ .w .ttlmt .„.„1P 

tlM. b.for. „ 


felPM! ttltib i Ih. 4J«ilop» m tiuy no. mcim ri>i ion.nM, 


•• nit ..,k It I. ppu ipula tall you, r.p,„«,,ti 

SlbH •“ *•' •» • 

**^"***^* ”* • »dioal oheak beaauaa of 4>*aae 


At IBM today*- Jtoeeow tlaa, they are qalting for in 
nnMtion orTone point kt bma and the other In the wlelnity of 8toy 





aifl^ It>r»fn»f| f|;n y y wri^n l 


afiJUgr* 1059 B,liri. 




M •* cm enljr qpUti to hmdlAs 

^ Of B^t «lUa«u IJD Brltlih mno Auitrli, MO Moo^tim 

Ertssjpi'si' «f Drtti.h y.a. obiSoirrj, “ftc. 
■Lu ~ «■»«« 

OoBiUmd •■Mntiil Uoaooir bo aataid to th.i. 

wctoqgo, •■ an 15 , 597 uSSf 

«n^, ^^2 Brltlah aoootiit gmitiag rqtatiriZ^ In ttUi tSttso, 


•OMBUn-aiaAi Mmov. 
iuotnliut Jiogr tlon 
JIM iMlaod Ligitlaii. 


(U^CuU<. 

- . ^ <nt/ 


^ ■ 
f 

h * Lt ^ OwVrfO.vk/' 
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# 






# 



4iifl 


'90*ri9t9 


50/22002 

y)/mi 



fo mum aaA am • iRxoi namwii iBromtiai ttm 

MHIUI. UpMtoi to nil mrMMM. MMO. 

Itfootlton NMiTod txm Brltlah ladieatM that 15,597 
OlUA BteW and B.htt BrltUk fOV'a nov la.MMhal tolbokhln'a 
haaia. Oiantood fnrthar that lorlat Cf anilar propoaaa to 
aontlaa tte maoatloa of thaaa rou'a to (Maaaa latha* than . 
>«potnato thM wmr laal aa had baao piopoiod ^ Bonrlot OoWawat 

aBdaaoaptodhgraitadlUtaaaadlrlUah. B^MOt fallaat 

iBfoaaUoa v«Mtly. 
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/^r/y MoSCoQ 


PAIUnoUBK or IATJ OAUJ IttI BO, 1141 y ’ft 

rnoM BonzHB, forBioiiiT roii m nnizDiiraiLXi 

1 . ^ WMfloEi Stella tea aipteaiw4 tte i^w^a 

**.?? P Hlatea te Anartiitljr te la 

aboat a faiMl aaafaraaaa aai te aai^Mliad tte Alll«i 
•' nraalSa S* tSt ^ !b^ 

Kal^tJiI^."^'**^* tvtimtmlut antiat te will 

L /* Otalla aan Sara act that te ted aada a 

tteliaSIteSwM 

toak StPit Pteltlaa ha 

•®*r. *® ?• Tthai'tt aad Xaita. Ila aaluatloa if thla latiaa 
on tea part vti that hia roaoMaalatlaa ted ten tamad dMM 
at Yalta and aora apadlflaalljr that Bdaa and Btraa* an aaimir 
•r tbt iriuth btd itattf tbS u«S!!^St STS w 
toepapliaM enU aa a laat raaart aad that Vliut! «ha vaa 
fr *^^4 Coafaranaa at vhlah thla llldaaaalM taak plaaa 
la Lendra, latarpaaad so ahjaatlaa, teBit BtelU’ atataa that 
»*! 55* ■"^•wtaadlBi that bath tmt Irltala aad tha 
*"ii*w.**ffc*! TfT* •PP*"** '• dlaaaabtmat. l aidartaak ta 
tall hla ^t thla vaa aat tha aaaai that vtela m ted — 

®® J**^*^®" te rtfard to thla, tte Oaltad Btataa atn- 

•Idarad thla an apta fatatloa aad tlUt m v^ »t 
to thraah It oat at roar noit aootlag. Z told hla that ha 
Mat net aaaiaa that tte Oaltad St^a la oppaaod^tedlaa!*. 

mjK isrir.cLtjJs’.S’.'ffie 


♦K- # 1 - *• ^telX rofardlaa tte doflaltlaa af 

^5**k****"w?*"*'*^ atetad that It vavld te doalNhla 

fJP'w'jwa'aJd lf*I Uni Mr^aaald*te*StlId^te pteaMOto 

^*^«*‘[*Jtete®te*®te*Ih5rSr ^arteoSd'b!*p!i!!!attd 

JtejMao_taMrafhjrB^ fmm imtlm. *^*aau 


wirir& ti Ml J; 


I B waiom 
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V 

7*« 






thaB’to**L^t? ^ ahatii da ^rT r. 

ter thoBMi*!. «■ ttelr te»«fiB*!p2!!T^ anaoara^ 

■ ' ; j 


BJiij 

hri 
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U. OmrI 1 . 1 . OmtSm, 
iMlttak Ckiif of Btictt tf M MV. 

CiMiMwl** fer Mlnw. 
»mm, VJJiX 


Z ter* tei • eiUo ttm < te»»na Harttell la te •taU i 
te te» mtlTte ialtmtkttteiglatt^ 19.9^ Thlt<<l 
BtatM lltesM lorlsatMn* tf rsr m asw uaAv eSSSl of Hur^ 
VoltailUla. te VTi fitter tbte tea iattemUoQ te tM 
XtOtetela y pyoTM to w nttw i tbo omowtlea of tteM ptimam 
of mr Uamifk Oimt, rawer ttn nvotrtoto «Mi UNtnorl aat 
amlaai, m m jn^oote 1g tte 0OTl>t (tefoaeopte aod oooqrtte V 
tte tUtte BteUo aAMUte artterltloo IB tte oeMBt «i 
tell*. teteooAteMtecMitolBftomtlMoatbliiAjtoltel 
nvlf toldanpauz* 

Z'terr Vmb laffeniid I17 Gw«^ 

prteam of Mr wOi te nvoMatte tteoqpi tte port of OduM 
•M ttet aU vmU te »v«trtette MOtwq^ uA <rffLu&. Bovmr, 
thm §mm to te mm iUncal^ io oooooipllidilaa thlo. Jltli 


cllocuf^ j . 
flrferro 

if 


Borlot oBtherttUo to oteteao_ 
oSSioad lteM 
•RttMIt to w 

”>tel^^tftWW» t M > ir>te’tete^tteo»la»twottoaa^ 
Bol 9ot toMtei tentel ttlMikte: 

.i H i jOM lo l o jmt Itettot »» tawr tte ottttite of tte 

■ovlot temoHte te ttea hUot rite tte teoft foodUa «al« la 
es 4 M 10917 to CMHmltenteU. Z aa aaklM O oMLto 

i«9Mt to tt. Oaaaoal Oolteor. 






ADI. lun 
Major Qooanl, Q. a. tar 
m aaaiil li^ Otoail 


OOMto 
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T.B* c 0 n ? I ;j L 11 ri- 1 A L .■ . t;',: 


03 «iLiT/\ny MasioN moj 


)-(f»jrer>Aou»rr) 


La teat avallcMo dlsplnced jcMona and 
of rai' fijjwoo ahov alDoat 1,600,000 Hastern 
. i.urc):?aQs (Pronoh, Balsion, Dutch and Luxanbouroooto) 
flttui- rapatPlated from oi» at prooent lield in SUAE? 
urea. Doviat doloeatoa at IBIPZIO. confaranon 
1 ta*'td only 300,000 l/iotara Europoaaa la thali> area. 
CouJblDiiO vorlrlnj perty cn Europanu food supplies, 

fi'om UriRRA. SHAfep. nssH. 

/aiiOuA, luciuiSina BMiftt deifrgotfl :tLf naciif»ro " 
eutlBr.tqd fcniircttUmtalv ^ .QOO.OOQ dlaBlaoed Waatera 

I ^ottoecf "held turrltow at hotflnnlog 1W<. ‘ 

ai^cporuMT Of " y r l.QSb'oOfl'fignff^i^te;* le 
oaunos_ttio uutoa ani F:MncfrqotfopoBoa!:D cOlid ldorhbla 

dag aovieta litflf io ul&itjiV fllttiH-Jdn 

Isiniiii; nationality bpookdoun of oil f/oetaro Buronofw 
dtaplccod poraona and prlaoner.'i of~var now held br 
tlioa aad'gatliorod la OOTHAirr, POLABD, US8B, D(D.Q1P.IA • 
Hmunr, BODH AHIA, AUSCTIA ana~CZE0 H0 3L0VAEA. ' 

I iMi copy <.,iy Pi; ...Act h'^ 

I aoeroCUid unoffiolbl resoaroluri Order 
I SM/A>«r by WC/ dale 


-"j uuyii-jiTOR 


G-1 

OOS 

.<io hecobds 


,iMlK1949 I 

AUiniEiTICATION; L.A.THUEIUV 
Lt l>/iC 


37 181 

SIC «lDi' 53<>2 31’te7A5 15553 ' aL/ora IIEP Hq:S-89!:'':<r 
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- ■ 

l||* 0»‘*3LrtfJ?ff'r^^ of Bx-Prlsonere of W»r 

/* _ and DlBplaoad Perepns liberated by the Allied 

T.D* ^^[■|5SSIi5|ij;s^ipeditlonary Force and tilled 'Army. 


fSS^ 1319 « 




, J 


■.'“ ' The Swretary of State, ■ 

H- •• 

/ HWlth referanqe to my telegrams Kos. B8E5*‘and ’£936 
of May 15 and 24, 1945, riapeotlTely, I hare the; honor '5> 
*,rw>mlt a copy of the plan agreed by repreaentatlyes , 
of Supreme Headquarters, Allie d BTpiisiMnn..y T ome. - 


^AAreme C ommand. Red Amy./ aOalle. OeraanT. May 22 .^ 
i''*orior iho-mo8fexpedltloul‘irTernW^eilT#ry‘oTTIIlW ■ 
.and SoTlet ei-prtaoners of war and dlsplaohd persons 
llFv»ted‘by the Allied liqpedlbionary throe and tho ReA 
Jumu-..I h i . ^ .4elegatloos beaded by Liedtenint ' 

Ji, ,C. Oolubey, Red Army, SoTlefAsslataat Admln- 
letrator for Repatriation, mA. Major Oeneral H. W. Barker, 
U,S.A., Assistant Chief of Staff, 0‘1'j SliZF. ' 

As reported in my telegram Ho . ifl-’W-nf u«v s.a. a yy m 
the plan, In Its final form, was only agreed hfter^sft 
days of oonyersatlons. . 


n rmxrTnTTaar r.rr-TyT^ 
■nnnrrrn i.n'^.rniiAr.T.jMi 


Jiirritorv ana xna eateM nhn..t,». of a Standing working 
o(^iotoa or bommlsslon'to be set up at 'some oonrenlent 
i^y.9!lJP**j‘I^.be,depir.Odtlon line, auoh as Leipzig or 
R^'^J*^*^*** »lth handling day-to-day dbtalls of the* ^ 
szohuge. mhough General jklubey would noy agree to ^ 
Jbe inoorpomibn W.a baragrapEprtVldiBft AW! fHorlty J 
dellyery .of j3 .8;^ and U.K^ex-prlioners‘6f war,’ h*e gelre 'f 
nisJiobt solemn tieraoh il assuranoee tbai' airu'B . 'Bid </* 


ni|_mosi solemn neraont j aseuranoee znat ail u.B. ana ^ tr 
tJ,K,.ex-prleoners.of war would, ln'faot,''be' ilVen’ prefer- | 
eatlaL^atment. A reduesl for seobnd prlorftV' for ' i 




IBB o ner e were , i 

LjPMf ». 


■■|e«one^no£l^JrWb|i^^ to ' b# * had 

'' The Red Army delegationi for Ita >dt, h£ ar 
in Halle with a tat document which contained ntilNr 
profit lone unaooeptable to SHAD. In form, thf^do 

jCCUiDCT I 


- V//G 
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-* L ! (’’t Lm TiTonAc ABC w'i'ym. . 


iH wrtiig ifntfqwiBfKM 

ALLIED E0EDZT1O1U0 lORCE 
p(X IrtMh, 0*1 DMilss (m}) 


m B jfa (AUia) 




■tBJinii]: OadBlM Ml ImtiM LUUon Om«R«i 

(WrtetTBitL no. 


: ;. liviiOknSrGMM. 

\ Ounoa btrtfki XXTiDOMi ffil* 


1« . .1% U WHlAmd tint tho %b» hit jwi'lUTlVfd vtuu Mrtaln IXcutlan 
«Dd lUtin OfflMn be vltfadm ftoa tUa fbeetre la tb« laasdut* 

' \ i'yi'-t . ' 

will bo dMlb ^ 

' be^jwwSrSjnifrjdMiL^^ Btaciic 6u^ or Olmt to 

,L thi •ttlULUlbjr ef •irmfb biA wpiso vMthor oonditiou. 

iSf i^iliwiirtliaM lb «rlU «ilj..btiMeNMi7 be kte Blalera 

r*^»riu rt~ X 

muB^lStlwrlttyRflby 8 »»dh«,;t; .Jta iar o^iit 

''~irvlblirAiw^M<f«^>iilalAVr leiiM purpou, U 

-' tte fimaedl mlalDC n 

fbiciiic^eiii^ 

. r"' K (•}.; tb IM WfiBblr Mweewr te earbeiu tte ateter ot pononnal in 
. Able liiMbtf ud:p^Utliirl7 m thle EMAtwbnn ead lb will bo approeutn 
' . ItfM'SrlU AMbIb bte eeaMmsee af bte Dfeiileu tad Nirloot that 
■■'- 'y #ia aM lt<w Beidqgtrtart aaMlden ua te diaToaead with ohnll bo 
. r^^mbvmdbe bWnilo 

(b), Ib la fvapeiod to nlotoo ponoaBal attnobad ba this .:oodquorborr 
Im bte fl^ laatueo^ folloeed by roloaaa af tboio nrplu to tn^- iroup 
yaqttlwB Bat a» 

Par bte Aaolitast Ckiof af Ibaff, o-li 


'•• ® ? ten " 


ILB.S. mULCE, 
Brlpdtari 

PFWX, 
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i.HEW TOW herald TRIBUNE. 

WEDNESDAY. JUXEOJMJJ’: 


ij-' 

-t: 76 , an? 


25,000 Missing |25,000 Missing. ' ' ^ 
IL S. Snliiiftrs nriow^^y^eM/ «n*»c/>, 
Tumjp Alive gTrSgp 

Campa. on wa, Homei ksa «o aolunf ol Uiekr autlu. . P 7**' Itoi^ 
89,776 Priionen Found X- P- *«p aoir U fus »*B I, _ 

Som. te iiUd ten. L moul 

ByCoitLovin 8 *hwi«i«r. • Mt* Tork pote 

«inNJ«i.a.«mMr«*M. nnulwaonr In dntea Uh. iteJ 
a«fTtiM.iMi.ant«KTi«MMia.. ^ 0/ Uw nconcod ninoon — — — “TT-rjTp 
anwoo KXADQUAJITDU. ^ •“«» w amMnwl teotth . 1 1,000 »» • ' 
AIM ZiptelUonwr tern. Portt. l * t. 

JUM 1 — TwtotMtra tteouan •“af'*telT. te itld, Umm M 

L *•*’*“ Hrtodi *«n teite to te M feCgf**^ 


Ibumptnintelriiiittlite 
iy.»*V*iWttt»iy Htl la.ite nn aiuirtd to Um ArtmoM 
PalUd iteiti. ■■ •— -— Miu, uii Dmater. iuar tl 

AllM UUI^ PmoniMl Dlfti^ uO itnn no load te wnlu u 
U 'Um OOtt oi Um ImntM ^ Pto* *te« to tetp ihn (Ml - .1 

2 ;jte 01 oMun PtoM I 

UMtonaal . Coloiul W. r to > 

athwfliiir. II Uinteth. H. J. cnJwTdn^UKir Ir • ^ /*«,* 

eWii •( ite R. A M. P. DHUtoo. Imd UKbM to tte «uli* m. . ^ 01 * ' ^ 
«U torn «u DUk lUuUteM Utoi Tbi oMkiu il iteit. m oiU u , 
tar Kten wuU te InbO. nctoi 1 tontemhl* anter ol otM f 7 fi, 000 
Mflltn ote nr m OM 10 aouedto or U pnoom wto i|,. ' • 
tern occuDloi OfTBoBf oii*)< teipiuiluuoo lad could |irewa»»t WIIA 
HilMliteUmd teitod uJi B«tt«tew»»blteMUbUilMdti. j L-,!^ ,, e 

|«i» 4 .d ■ Um n. > m. p. um. jAery.r.rc 


W bi 

■Hut MtAh M 


dtlcrJitf' 0 >*J det^ ikAumk /«7>^ 

n< rfU fi(( i /w, /aUOkfArhn 

'' flfo-’Ohy . '•) 
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Sl^trittlop. of arlttih. U S, nd Othtr Unltit ITutlor.i 
.Prtio;nri of 'lu u of 7 Juna 


X. riiurti of Brltiih ori JS rocoTared PriaoMra of V«r ihown In ^ 

fait aajorrxdun ropraaont paraoantl handltd by Pb'X Or|iu!lir.tion. Tha aatia la 
tn« to a ItriTj aztoot of thi ocbara of Dutch and 3cltl«ia. DuaiUna raportad 
dalirarad to tha Duaalano hnva baan Jandlad through bath CP and PK channola. 

It la ballmd ihnt there ara nor a trltlah and C5 ?lfa ti» h o S 


CQTaMd and the Var Offlce/Wr.r D aparteant are andcnrorlng to aaoart^ln tbn 
nuD^r and If po„ltl. the lecntlon of auch pcaonnal. a, r.^rd. th. nunbar 


ef PS ftfa the fU-ur, i, ce=pllcatad by the larju nvLibar of Bla.in> t.' 


' P«»°n»«»l wcorarod a« fV but norar raportad ai .uc;: dua -to lack of I 

t laa botwaan their capture fjit neovaiy. J 

ftoi the sasr area, prnetlcally yjf. of BP./CS reenrarad paraonnal 
Wa aracuatad by air. tho najorlty of tbo Brltl.h bain* flovn to tha UX. 

Of tta ronalnlni 10^ ameuatad by land/aaa a lar|a nueber nro nadleal 
ovncuHt. k lap4a proportion of Pronch, Dutch,. and Balflm and aono Pollah 
racowod^ Wa hare liaan aaocucted air « voll a. a.«t,oor of Ucalana flovn 
to tha Tlclnlty of tha Huaala.i lUai for kindloi oaar to tha Duaalaaa. xir 
aracuationa la ,tm contlnuln* for allied paraonnal. 

2. Ondar tha proTlalo.ii of the Crlnaan iraanant, no|otlat,lona vara 
conpletad 22 Kay I9I15, botvaon tha Sorlat Blih Cooand u>d SSIZF for dallTiry 
Of llbaratod fomar Prlaonora of tfar and cltlaana to t:» raapaetln force. ■ 
for r^atrUtlpn. CartRln point. .lon« tha SorloUSElIP Una In Oaraany and ^ 
luatrla vur. nraad a. aaaaably pointa to vhlch Sorlat and Allied nbjact. 
would be coUactad for dalltory to Jotiot or AUhd fore.. „ tha en.a Dl*ht 


3. aiflH: The total nunber of Britiah and Dootolon Prlaonora of bar 


rapatrutod 1. 1... tun tha tatcl azp.ctod which 1.^5^ Infarction ha. 

18 QQ 05 reJMc»J SetttMi, F um, /f 9. 
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DECLAa'inTTr*' 
E.O, Wicc. 






fftflUSE OP TEr£^<'|;4 Tvnj p!,'! 


AMEUBASSY, MOSCOW 


■ Sooretary of State 




(Roforanoe la nade to talegran no. 2064, June 7, 7 p.o. * 
to tha Dapartaant,) (aant to London aa no, 266, repaatad to 
Stockhola aa no. 29, and repaatad to tha DapartBant aa no. 2013.) 
Although It haa no evldanca to aupport raporti of aavera traat- 
aant to Soviet cltizana who have bean rapatrlatad to Allied 
, occupied araaa, tha Babaaay faala that It would ba unvlae to 

i |^i|dl.raBard thaae raporta. Military authontlaa and tba Soviet 
Wj-itlooMniaint attaaiptad to hide thalr^comful attl- 

^ tuda toward Ruaiian troopa takan prlaonara of war. The fluaalan 
OoTanaiant haa never algnad the Oanau Convantlon and during 
Aba wajlt rafuaad all attaapta of aniny govaniaenta to coa e 
;to to agraanant regarding tha traataant of f0¥8. Such an 


|| :.^graaaant would have laprovad tha welfare of! thoaa Sotlat POIS 
by the Oanuna. • :■ 

p!’|r;, prlaonara and clTlllana raaovad to 

L^wany. aoeepted aarvlce In Oaraan labor and allltary foraatlona ^ 
i;:«lid ware conaaquantly llbaratad In Oenaan unlfoma. The Rua- 
[• alannattltuda towaxda thaae Indivlduala la vary aevara and they 

i illl probably be ateuaad of having oomittad an act igainat tha 
***^®** the Boat aariouB crlaaa^ in .tea, Sovlab. 

■■•Fi', ^ AlthouV’ I' 
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Although ropatrlatlon has been under way for several 
the Eabasey knows of only one ease In which a repatriated prl- | 
soner returned to his family and homo and was reinstated In hl8i.’i7®i;' 
prewar paraults. This Individual suffering from tuberculosis;'? |jJ|j|}E 
was released. I fteri having been held for 4 months under guard In (I*® j' j 
Moscow. '' I ■ ' 

It has been. learned that repatriates are met by Soviet [llllll 
8U*rda .t.t ^jport of ant rr an. tra Btrch ail iltho^t e.raiBo'nT ^-| 
t o unknown deattl^t'lions . Tralnloada ,of repatrlataa have been-'^ 
going to Moaoow ehroute e ast. Ho contact may be had with th e 4 
prisoners ibll'e ^be . -.train remains in the Uosoow rallyards. Lttl ii!n||ji|| 
Information is available but it is understood that each raps* 
triate Is aubjeoted by the police to an intense acreenlngi Dnlea«Kj'^! 
the repatriate can present extenuating circumstances he will 
probably be aecuaed of desertion. If the prisoner la found in 
German uniform he will no doubt be accuaed of activity againat 
the State. Thoae who have been accuaed of antl-State activity^ ' 

or deliberate desertion are probably being shot. Howeverf some jl.p 
repatriates may be allowed to return home auch as those who f'LC/ 
poaseaa good war recorda, or refused td fight with the uetmana,' jalfr'-iv 
or were captured,, when wounded or under -aimilar clrcunstancas.^:' 
Howe7orj..tho.awgMt portion of repatrlataa are without 
placed jlnj foroadmbor batalliona and under police aupervlil^jl^^^l 
are working; ojrjodi^struetipn projects in Central 'Asia, Sibirlli^ffl|Hm 


.th'Jbrifthe' Urals. 



• OSOOgAOHN 
fi-fi -Wfl -OSKT 'O'S ' 
, olimgcVDlIQ 
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The Soviet citlaana who have not" yet been repatriated 
have few 'inuaiona regimiing the treatment awaiting them on,i^-j» 
their return' a inoe 'they know well the^ attitude of the Sovieii^^B 
autborltiiliiiitovavda surrendering and fantl-i^State activity* 
Therefore^, is* lot surprising that niany of them ehow littl ^-M 
enthuaian^lijlthii iprospeot of return to the Sowlet and are.iijjl^M 
doing 'everMh^ipo'esibla 'to avoid it. . . 

Tha^r^rti'i' If execution taking piece at Murmansk may .jbi^^B 
the roault|of.|ibLB state of mind. The Babaaay la .werifyiiil^lM 
theae repb^s'.iand! all developments will be transmitted to 






;; 


•'i'- . 


(TfrwfWN' /f 
y-^ OBOOWOtM 
ffs'ooa'flgscro'a 
^gguaBQVToaa 
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t^aon. con/ 1463 - 14 S 4 . 


• BRITISH PRISONERS OF WAR 
30 . Mr. Gikhain WWii ulitd tht 
t*ry ol Slite lor Wir II he. ein nuke ■ 
iny hnibct'itiument with legwd to the 
uicldtne* of lubtrculotit eiwlng ttiuraed 
ptuoiwn ol wir, IrKtudinf the ouaibcn 
■ . hoepiliU, reipee. 

Sir J. Cti|gt Thi«<)Mii«n ol Ui* , 
pniottcn wbo have retomed have been 
, txamiaad by Mui Miniature Radiognphy ' 
and the rtit will be lutnined when ibev 
return from Have, ap^ Have m lir beeit 
ImM to be nffirbif Iroih tubercoloiij. 
Tbit it about tiiRi in every i.ooo. tjS 
han biin admitted to citlU mnatoda and 
I3« an In miHury and E.M.S. hoipitili ’ 
awaiting tdmiaion. 

iJ. Mr. Gnhtin White tiked the Seen- 
^ ol State ior War il he hat any In- 
fonnation later than that ol ipih May 
M to the number of Oritiih priioaen ol I 
war atiU unaccounted lor. 

39. Copula CoauDMi taked IheSetre- 
^ ol Sute lor War il all Bridih 
Coi^nweallh priiontn'ol war liberated 
by Ruttbn tmiici hairt yal ntunifd 
to Ihia eountiy, and. II not, bow many are 


figure I pvt on 31b June in reply' to 
my bon. tod ptlant Friend the Me^r 
(Sir A. Knot). Then in 

■^prn. ndeon,n.n 


Anangeraeuu are bemg made lor ibeir 
traiuler weetwardt to ami in Britiib and 
Americao occupation. 

Capuio Gamaajur Have reprcKOU. 
tiom been made to the Soviet Covtmmiot 
to lupply lilts ol the names ol theu 
pmonervol-wir, In view ol the lict that 
the war hu been over lor more than ■ 
month? 




-W'.- — VI vvuniiy 10 tH them I 
to auppry Uau. The repmeuatiou bav. 
been In the main, il not intitaly. pmaura / 
to icod the pritoneii back to our Knes. I ^ 

Sir Jatepb NaO: How maoy an tbert 
itui unaccounted lor in the 
ncorda? 

Sir J, Gti||; 1 do not think my bon. 
rrieod can biv» read the aniwtr that 1 
gtvf bta wtek; 1 tficind u that and 
nggeMd that it ia impoxable to (in 
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REPROBucto aifiMt NatiONairARCHiyts 


staff MESSA.,!; control 


I l ME5SA.*E CONTROL . 

3^>pf?7' • INCOMING MESSAGE 


SHAEF FWD 530/15 

100 131S258 ni.E ^ 

o’* ' ", ‘ 'i'.. ’'if "• h?' 

, psi'oiiTj 


•,:n^'KO , I4^(p.w.5) 13 jniiE igiis ^ 

«a'ch''Donilnlon requMt you alley 1 officer from 

SfflCMJ SS J®* *• Domlnlona forward 

po^BloDfi-OovammaDta. Am aasured that all re- 
dund«jJ-Dp«lnlon Ualaoo Offleera ha« b:” „ are JelSg II 

; AO RECORDS 111 ^ j.'l 

mm . 

. 'W- aUn^ .: / 


I ^ ^ i 


pa Ili ->809 15 Jun 45 2332 B HFK/lf REP RO: T^'pe (PW 5) 


restricted 

RESfRICTEL 


UACT cor 
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^ ... Q lOAd I'J 


I, hn** ‘'-''JlttiMMV 


6 (^11!; 1 CTTi 


' riatrihutlon ! , IiiJVrmfithri Lrt?t 17 June 19i5 

• Report letoj I'.Wune l9/r5 

Z' ^ Wvlslon/r*^ Dlojenlnitlon DtieilO June l%‘' 

/y/ 1 - Flics 

di* 2 - CID t k L Kveluntloni iifit text 

1 - SI, Reports Chief ftiurcei RxA 

1 - X-2 Cab-so'ifcer ;tee text 

This is ft r^rt on on Infonul Intenrles !rlth Lt.Col. rdlliin 
✓ /”*^1 0-31 3ML AC (present iidrtreor. Deltc Rese Scettor., APO 772 

^ skich ie en olr corps orocessln? cent tr on tj;e Flrlcri) . 

&>1. i'enell recently relumed froei fiusBlt where ho res etntloned »t 
both FoltiTi and Odesso, since eorly this yeir, oilnlj' rs s contact 
w. wit' the rusciins on vroblena connected r.lth rooatrl rtion of 
Aocilcan prlaonora of war freed hy Ihn '‘usile.iis. TO'?ri ti-c end of 
•Is f.ter he a.i3crentl.v l^caiie per'sono non frets fit' Urn luralrais 
for he trao sudaenl1| oirercd to locwe by the Aenrlntn onaiinfi and to 
take tip flrit bout out of Odesov, j'merr-lcrt' of r*''rp 1*. r-r •jol'’. 

;'pr. r-t;mil'.._rro, Fuanir »n i.,£ been ‘nt«rwlt,ee.l by ‘nlrlJl'cncc 

'ilf'.r re :l UlArT ond hoi hod extondert con»ei'o*t; one r'f’ '/r-iertl 

- rper tr.-J otlisrr, :v;re. Hfi eslnUlnud t dally loe of ih-:t 

Vo omen /.urln; hlc eUy In the Ul^R and turned It ower to Col. 

ilronf: of pfl ('j-l) IhAIF at ftanRfort-on-'tsln. Pe doce nnt roeth 

’’irs*aji. Flu personal nttltu.ln generally wns tvt ».«r eralnst 

■ureie would be a mrld coUitropho. Re felt thrt to p’-eyrnl it 

tro thtni.i I'ore needed* atronij Aeciican forces In ruronc ceoible 

Jf Alyln., a ^.od eccount of Ihewfelwos, .end frlendlr 

•'i'lrinncy tc eton^: up for Awerlcon rlrhlr f?r to nc^r.tietr iho ' 

jetlleoenl of outfltfntlinn differnicee. 

Col. fennidl'n weln polntn cohcernlns htr etorMn 

'ny hr cuTwrlaetl os foUowei 

1. l£2lln/jit.of_/nerj_cr.n PlVn^. Aiertcnn Prr freec' bv tbs »i-ir 
nrf. in the oelo ttej.te.’ vi. r,y ghabbllyTnn ci.:«e t o 'h3t n>~j «r:'ir. 

ny o.' thesi were rob;*^ of »etc.hea, rtn.:r, rno dthir n;rnn:l 

poreessiona rhlcli they had ■^^nc^e{) to retain oven ei't.ir extended 
•leriof c of cejtlvlty unOor the Otmatic. Tr.c'.r food :t O'cstf. vf,c 
very- .x)or, c-'nalat.lnk eelnly of eoup -‘lb cucuebars In It end aaur 
hlcck hroKi. Tlir lurslana cenerolly tended to t!:rov ohr tuclcc In 
yt'e tey of repetclation. frecueuUy calllni; off nhJonenta rt V-i l.'ct 
^ -"Inute anr InnUtlnr olmyt unon dlrpr-nc'' frm yo'csr for rvery 
^'y^''r'.Bon»r relereeil. i-.icrlcn’! pf's -I O 'etre rpre .'unr et bv Iii.olon 
•51,11 err cern-lnr looded rifles with fixed bayonets, o.nd runeUn eecurllv 
fas Bore itrlnflent there Uiui Cerien aeciir'ty htd been In the ver'out 
h.taie/n nnd Oflnwa. a nuirVr of Aorr'enn offlr^rs r'-o te l to ’olrrf' t 
Tfcrlouj tints t (“wm.inMe t'-e hml for I’h r-*'-- <^e -f o-V^-v pat 
vrn vilpblv 'Vf.'.r-! ItAlctanpr. 


wtUBSIRED ~ 

*^ A/A/Ol<rf(i^n 


omicATicopy / 

SEHTTOC'-s 



2. Ruaglnn sttitude taiard US . Aaong loi?i9f^|el«,|fl^ttCtxl,n:feV 
rho") tl‘e Colonel cAne Into contret, he not< ■ nuiMr of ifies ' 

rsnllni;; of Iwntlllty Aoterd the United .'‘.tatea andiOrut n 

i;enerai M e FuEalans ore extranelr cocky, conrl need that tht/rnlmatVan ' 
t's war, end confidant In their oeo pocars. On 6 Hey when Aiarleani 
f.nd-arllans ot Odoata hoard the V-E nroclomotlnn owar the BBC, the •*. 
.’nflieh xnd Anerlean boats aoiinced their fo^ lions end genarally Indl- 
eitei? th'^l.r rolicf rt the nnd of the isr In Europe. CoBoendlnn officora 
of nil such unlta nere celled to the Oil«raa Port ConnamlerU office end 
reoriMndeit rhurply for ouch nekultumy beiliiTvlor,end told fletly that 
tt,4 ear could not he over, Tsjontless of that ?BC eald, since r-talln hod 
not Tids ony eueh announeenent. The Colonel did Deal weny r'lieiUns who 
ttre frtrezely pleasant and staloua to i-ct on with the ABerlcans, but ha 
i^t the Iwpresaion that the attitude of hor.lllity en’< cocl'.lnese wto the 
"orflclal* line end reflected the potltion of >ii;e»r-ups. hr claias to 
here UUed with Antrlean officers who contacted the Pusalecn in Oerwany 
end to have been told that at rociwentel and division headq-iarters they 
Wirt trsttid royally, hit at come, tray and higher headquarters they 
got very cold' recaptions. 

tvan during tha operations of thc^poHava bases for AMrlcar. airoraft a 
good deal of hostility «»b evident. Uhen Aaerican aircraft were xrounded 
by the hiaoitna lost iJareh, a nuaber of Aiericnna triad to dastroy their 
Radar Squlpaent, aeeordlnc to instruetiona, and ware threatened 
iaiehlne«f!unnlnn by the Ruaalana. At Odeau s r 


BtarranitfCTaHjigHit 


MW a nupexon ^or in uuesat who loid hin flatly that regardless 
f hie (the Aatricen'a) rank or hlc ordcra fron hla own headquarters, he 
wld do a a the Ruailani ordered bcceuwe he tee in the Eorlet Union and 
is In thalr power. 

Intarnal sentjaent n nonE Ruaelina . Froa hla liwitad contacts 
with civilian Ruaalana in the Ukraine, the Colonel fell thot there wee i 
good deal of hostility toward Uia SovSet state, ond one fiueilan ov-n told 
hie thet the USIJI was slsqily a prison eeap for 200 alllion ueoole. There 
were Biny niBora alweya flortln.7 about TolUva about snll-Riiaaltn r.ihotage 
coTixittcd In the Ukraine and In Phlte fusalo by nallonrllste onxoted to 
the tovlst reglwe, and the Colonal personally felt that the purpoae of 
setting theae Ico rcfubllce itnarala aeitc at San Francisco was to lollifv the 
strong uatlonallet feallngs in those arett. 

^ 5. Rujalan tre eUent of thalr own ratumed PCs . Col. Fenell ter aany 

laprtrUlca hiaslan PWa airch off the docks et Udeacc and these wars Inver- 
Ubly under .ned guard. The report on their f.t. which he gays credence 
to wee that thaes rwpatrlatei were coeipelled to work et forced labor for a 
parlod equal to thalr captivity under the Ceneni. £oBe 
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Ooal>iB *4 Obltn of Bttff 19 j»w., 19^ 

Col, C. B, fMk 

»* I), m, moo 
rntritr 

fOKOi EBBoqa&imfl cabbob iialx, 

•QIBI EUOQOAinM AXilD HUHTIOUint WBCBS lUI 

nunron onuurr. 

nmu TOUT tun ubixoi iaiezioioi p o. 

WIA OD TD nfB UQAID 10 lAT HD Sim FIYI Ott BO 101 X 01 AllBUXT 

woB Bi 101 ran lonio pooi ttssioi lo umipn roa iionoi on lo 
ram mmniT m DsmonB aid to aioso pau to pRinM onxpi op 
•lAW POB XirOBIAnoi FD IHXB WUOl H FAB im Bim an w 
A&BUBB FIOM m OOHBXID CRXVI OF 81 APP FAIB nil IDFIIT 10 m 

ntMm OF ooMAoo omiiAiD TO Bonn nuTun kmmnn oka ai 
mwitid II torn iBo DAu FXTi 8XX FiTi ixiB OF mm nx m nnm 

I®*® FOm fX?l OIA XB APF 80 TD.FP FARA IfO^ ZD H Js ggf m 101 

fouxbu to oxti 100 AH pwiaoi at this txio ooiosuxia fxial qibpoial 
or m cibud aid oaiAi cboat tboopb td ths mtisr is tmmu 
o»a coiaPBuzioi bi wi o fp b id aid BransB oornmnn id foi 
ID nn BBio OIA lonrn oka too iiu oonxioi to hbaxi am 
nsaoniL xi loim cobtodi aid to baidle raui xi ACooBDiiot m miixio 

tfCIIEl 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The Legal Adviser 


m 

, VI' 


JuBe 22, 1846. 


To: m. Hewlok (SIP) 

VT. Durbm (XKJ 

ProB! Mr. nournoy (La) 

Subject: Propoaed Tranafer to BoTlet Authorltlei In 
OarMny of Soviet H&tionala now Held In 
this Country &e prlionera of lar, Sho Vara 
Searing Carman Unlfomi than Captured 


As I told Ur. Harrlok thla nomlng, it doea not appear 
to Be that the Departaent la justified In Invoking ArtU 
cla 75 of the Oanava Prleonere of far Convention, of 1939 
to Justify the propoaed action In thla oaee. I undentand 
from Mr. Herrlok'e atateaent to ae th at Aiajitant BacretAry 
of far MoCiflT auggeated Bentlonljig the treaty provision ' 
-m queeiion^but, for the raaibne hereinafter atatad, it 
app^re to ae that it would be Improper to Invoke It, 

While the War Departaent la no doubt primarily raaponelble 
for the proposed action In thla case, thla Departaent has 
a certain reaponalblllty In the matter, eipeolally with 
regard to the propoaed Invoking of the treaty. 

I gather from the attached -correspondence and -state- 
nenta aade to me by Mr. Herxlok this mpmlng that the 
caeee to which the attached draft note to the Soviet l 

Xabassy and telegram to our labaisy at Parle relate 
differ from moat of the caaea in which Soviet nationals 
who were captured in German nniforxe have heretofore been 
aent-to^rmany for tranafer to Ruaala. 


It la my underatand lngith ^ earlier 

oases related to Soviet natl onali^^hd"wia had to bo 
repatriated. Apparently In those oases the Soviet Embaeey 
appeared ae protector of the rights of the persona In 
queetlon, or at least pretended to do so. 


In a note of February 1, 1948 the Department 
observed that It had previously taken the position that the 
uniform rather than the nationality of prlaoners of war 
governed with regard to esohsngea, that wearers of the 
American uniform were entitled to "the full protection of 
the Geneva Convention", and that this Oovernment had 
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fis 

It ol^t be contended that at least some of the 
persona in question deserve to be executed for serving 
In the armed loroes of Germany against the Soviet union, 
but it would aeem that auoh a contention could be 
Juatlfled only upon the ground that the service of 
these persons In the German armed forces wM voluntary. 
However, even If it could be proved that they were all 
serving voluntarily In the German armed forces when 
they were captured it ie not bellowed that the 
repatriation provisions of the Geneva Convention have 
any application to them, elnoe their real destination 
Ifis to be not Germany but Ruseia, Therefore. If the 
proposed note and telegram are to be sent, It Is recom- 
Biemed that the referencee therein to the Geneva 
Prisoners of War convention be eliminated. 

It IS believed that. If there la legal Juetlfloatlon 
for sending the persons in question to Russia. It muet 
be found In the laws of war, for the proper administration 
of which the War Department, rather than the Department 
of State, Is responsible. 


Le-RW nournoy: ns 

/W 
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/, OOP, 000 

f/HCAJCH 

SooiETZoUC 


UftttWMOl OMWtl K. ». OdUWv, 

Aailitint OofwOMl ABtbarlMA 
Atelnlftrttor fdr Iqitrtottoa, 

Momw, 9iS3J« 

Soar Oaoml OoKlWri 

Ms trnn b; Oviartl slMihnMr to flak* m urgaot 

apl)Ml to |oa for n mUmU of tba laakw of dUplMtA Moat«m 
SwopMoi vbo «« ao* la eorlot^ooooplod troM of Surtan Dirqpt. 

lliua fkr, aboat IfSOSiO^} nraoob taata bon ropatrUtad* lose 
than 100|000 iMob naOn la Oonan inaa ooonplM hj British* 
Aawrloaa foroas. Sila mhon a total of 1, 300,09) Vraaoh aeoountod 
for, aacolualTa of thoaa «bo attu r—ln ta Gorlat-ocntnUad 
torrltQi 7 . Irnoh authorltlaa lulst that tba total aunbar of ' 
prlaaaara of var aafll dl^plaoad paroooa aanitt to 3,300,000. Ihnn 
alloying for mmnl huodrod thouaaad inaoooantad In&lfldiiBla, tboro 
vould atlU r—l a a goat dlaepapaaey« 

About 170,000 Dutch boro boon rypatrlated. Um than <9,000 
Dutch still raada la Ottoanj uadar ocatrol of Mtiah A— rlean 
fcroai. Borarar, tho Dutch aathorltlaa oitlaata that than «m 
arlglnallf 3^0,000 Dutch mtloaalJ dapoprtad, ttui laanaa a graat 
^acrajang, 

Iha balglaa authcrltloa also raeortad a diecwpaagf b ut It la 
co^antlval/ aaallar ttwa thoaa of tba Fraboh and tba Putoh. 

BpaolfloaU/i Oaoml Uaanbeaar would IDoa to knavi 

(I) Tour aatlMU of tba mibar of Tru^, Suteh aad 
' BalgUn ax-prlacHrs of mr or ditpla^ ywaena 
attu taaal^ la •ovlat>ooBtroUad tanrltav. 

(a) loa wtQ of tbaao ptracoa arr aoaaaalbla for tnaafar 


(3) Bov wtaj of thaaa paraona art loaooaaaliaa, that la 
Vaatan KvopaaBa oov la tba Sorlat oalcD, folaad, 
Aaatna, caaohealoiakla or tba Balkan aonatrlaat 



# 


# 
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AjiporaBUr ttila aatbar la aaoalag tha goranaMota aoneaemd 
graat aatMf m% oolf fbr baMaltariae raaaoaa but alas baanaa 
of tha aaoaaalty of plaaolag thalr aoooan/ to taka oara of tba 
i^tidiiadpanaDaid«kthi 7 anflaaUjrt>«MfitbeM. uimUsa 
jou oanaot glva u tKtnmVr •oauvata flCBM, but /our baat 
aatlaataa aoaU ba «tlral7 MtlafhotGiy. Me boaU ba gratafU 
If TOO vouU lat «a bara thia iBfDtMilaa at fw aatUaat 



JODI n. BAB J. A. S. QUMU 

MtJer Oaoanl, U. 0. Ahq l.t.*Oao««l 

Onaomtli^ OaoarU, Baal, IrltUh NUltiaT 

0. B. MlUtoj lilMlaB Hlablea 
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IIvrCOMING 'MESSAGE 


JM33 , SHAEF MAIH 138/25 

ll'.'O 25083OZ JUHE ^08 251200B JUNE 

:'T,T7 10 SuiTl » ' / 

I'.UU'.I liiin'riclal rusoarohors Ordar §.£££11 ! 

Lf/Aruy by TAG/ At. dai# o « n « t ■ r ‘ ^ 

•' isoecmsSasuiE 

pflOH : DS MUTAK HISSIOH HOSCOV FROM OAMMEIX AND 

' DEANE 

tro • » MAIN FOR EISEBHOHER 

REP NO « M-^478«^ 25 JDH^945 CITE: SHOE 

Upon receipt of 8-9l6624ate(l I9 June, ve preeented the 
qiAui’les contained therein to QOLUBEV and have received the foll- 
ovlng reply: 

"In anaver to your letter of 20 June: 

'■'i. 1 do not have the exact ‘data on the moving 

I- ground of peraona from Veatem EUROPE' and therefore ccnnot 
M/ / nay much at 


2. I knov that there have been freed by the 


French: About 250,000 of vhlch 202,456 
peraona have already, been eent hone and about 50,000 who are 
(jetting ready to be eent home. 

Danea: 201 per eons /ned, 121 of whom have 
latn *aenl home and the real are In the proceaa of being handed 


Belglane: 27,980 peroona freed of vhlch 
25,920 have been sent home, the reipalnder In the process of 
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REP NO: R-24784 


SHAEF MAIN 138/25 


of being turned over. 

3, Still up to the present time ve have bean 
ui iiblo to got the exact Information on the number of Soviet 
cltlruha located In the territory of the Allied Governments and 
'll territory under the control of the Allied Ayualea. The 
data vhlch la given to uo le extremely Inconelatent and, of 
courau, doee not oorraapond to thone faota vhlch ve have. 

"On 22 May Major Oeneral BARKER at the time of the 
negotlationn at HALLE told ue that In the Juriadietlon of the 
.Ulleri Command there ere up to 1 and 1/2 million Soviet 
cltlxona. Of thla number, on 22 JUne, ve had accepted 9B9»543 
pcrnona Including thoae who croaeed through the llnea of the 
uroopv on their own. 

"On 13 June Repreoentatlvea of SHAEF Informed our 
Ropreiientatlve In FRANCE that In addition to thoae Soviet cltl- 
seny handed over to un, they figured on handing over more 
than 1,000,000 more Soviet cltlzene. 

"Thla Indicates that there is still no exactly cal- 
culated data on Soviet citizens In the hands of the -Allied 
CoBtmnd, and that many hundrede of thouaanda of Soviet cltlzene 
Id addition to the l,000,00(LbelD£ figured on for handing over, 
^•vldently aro contlnuliig to work on the fields of the Oernan 
fai-juera and’ live In the cities of the Allied Oovernmenta and 
in territory under the control of the Allied Command. We have 
full reason to affirm this. It was definitely not accidental 
that on 20 Hay In the English nevapaper "SUNDAY TIMES In- 
fornatlon vas published that In the zones of the British and 
iiiierlcan Conuaand alone there are about 3,000,000 Russlana, 
together vlth many Poles and Latvians. 

"In giving you the exact data on persons liberated 
by the Red Army In Western EUROPE and already handed over to 
go home, I vlih to express my oonvlcUon that you will help 
i.n every way possible not only to get exact data on the. numhor 
of i-ovlet citizens under the Jurisdiction of the Allied Command, 

37 86 . _ 
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tmt rmr oigUcf vlth ImiUM —y rw to tn acwr ■IMjy 

eu.t M r^»i«Utloo 

^■UnTmTa tit. to »too«r7 of «J- irltHH/JV «7 *t pr..«t 

>• telt «iir ft»i3«’ OlTWPUUttOti l7 ttit iMtltM* 


incoming" ME’^^GE 


396/ir 

TOB 121‘'nB JULY 


IfiiSEilX 


US MILITARY MSSIOn MOSCOW PROM DEANE 
SHAEF MAIN! FOB SCAEH FOR 5RCAP 


r.nLDB EV today Infonnod m« that be la atlll 


suggeated In your S-( ^930^ ^^ 

He haa promlaad to lat ma know the reaulta of the 
At Ion and I will inform you. 


la SMC OUT 6270 , 23/6/'*5, 0- 


1-1 
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: AOVaR for VARCOS 

^: »\aHAEF 'MAiH',* flirf 

• t; 3-9i|080-, 


aooridltid unnrriciol i 
Sie/Arayby WO/ .,V4.4; 


DTEDDER CITE SHOAP 


•:< 1 of(^ JUM. ; SHAEF'a reply to 

Qenei*ftl DOIiPBEy-vaa recel vedl by DMtii oia~23"3une ano Imeaiately 
dellvKrt^j^to •QOUJBw. •..taaenoa or reply vas as follovai 

: . • ir;^ ' ■ ! . Palled hia attention that wa nov have 

153 8ovi >it Llalaon Off IfiefA voriting unaer tbe ttlrectlop of 
hajop Oanani WAQDn.vho la ohargaa with the reaponaibllltF of 
aaala^lngjua. In the, problem of repatriation, ‘ 

2; • That each- Anny Group haa an organlratlon 
to handle repatriation mattera^ and In thea* organlzatlona ve have 
voven Soviet Llalaon Offioera vho are doing valuable vorlc. The 
proceaa of repatrUtlon la working anootbly and, aa initial dlf- 
floultlea are overcome, the work will prooeed with even greater 
dlapatch. ■ • ' . . . 

. •. ".3,. ;That we aee no real neceeeity for the in- 

'trbductloii..,oP ^ new organization, which we feel la not neceaaary 
and which kould mean a duplication of effort. - ‘ ' 

" * That ve had Inatruotad the Army Groups 

to call for additional. Soviet Llalaon Officers If needed." 


General BARKER also aent DEAN unofficial letter 
contalnlnff folldwlng naolcgro'und materTal ; ■■ — '‘=“ 

to me. I advlaed Sim^Shat ?^ul3*liavo^to°!(]Scusa*?fie^mat?er**w?l^ 
, the SHARP Staff and 21 Army Group. Knovlng that the D S and BRIT- 
ISH FW would Boon be out of the Ruaalan Zone and that we could not 
• reaaonaDiy.aeic for a Britlainmd U S Hlaalon to~ go in 'their zone. 


) grant almllar prlvll* 
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^tPflOOUCIO tilt MdllOHAL ASCHIVtl 

lo3a?n?5^'«nJHB'p5'* • 


.E.. to vko f °Ii5i‘Kold 

tone. Hie reply was non-oommltal etating ne wouiu u« 
t to bla Government. 

1«ror. th. H»P 

ottempta to *l»^*.^oSi?^rinferBnoe*OoSrarooiSBE;V asked to visit 
refuaal. After the BAlJ^S ®" 2 ! asked him for 

CaoipB where Rueelane were h, agyAAd t6 ailoS , 

,t.qiaalQn t o Visit Ca^s In 

1 of our Ofllo errto vUrf JJJ ,tated he had 

'-ilaPteA on the trip -"d nearest Ciap the 


'{lUJlAUf 

ever of granting it. 


vx-23028 la 6HC i« BI|25» 27/6A5, 0-1. 


oniOWATOR t 0-1 AGTHHITICATIOH: 

INFORMATION ‘ J?® ^ 

0-3 

MR MORPHY 

MR KIRKPATRICS ■■ ' 

0-5 




"sicowTS^ ajf®’ 


h5 1709B 
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•rk, Pohl'Cul Adrutr, 

put 3, 104J-T p, m, 
h cominiimtntiiaWn 
«vi«t L'nioh nil Sovitt 
rlicy hni bnii ndopied 
ciiiittns «lio Wirt 
sovin (romlir*. 

M Soviit ciliMM cup- 
tiiiionid 10 iiKinalii 
Baltic siaiii orothtr 
f linni wlio liavi livid 
k of till pnitiii war). 
)o< be luriild onr to 

Miiv wilt “Wniili<>'' 
m clinrly Siviil cili- 
mnny nni! till Soviii 
mil wit liin till minii* 
W war and (li«pli<rid 

ip rtlirtd to ill voiir 
iKinnin whiiliir in 

Bttnu 


ny iMiirfhi) lo tht 

lit 27. lM.1-7 p. m, 
^(t 27—4; W p. ni.) 
ion at Unitid Statu 
oup Control Council 
It lakiii ai Oirninn 
II of Soviit Socialift 
cpniriniion tliin lini 
• violfiici mill n* 111* 
ai a cliurch Krvici 
coniidirabli numbir 
nily ari alio tnkinj 


I'Im'I cliiita"' inHllltli'i'dinp of our polic'. Hid wt 

-y..; 

reftctliw to iWt wl)|ttl but nndnultrHt thi Cltlolt o( ptolt nto.tf u i 

?^':"t'“;,"Sb.t .htt. lott. it 7-t' 

thoniandof thim. ^ Mniniv 


ftl 

T.H, 


’Tk'lrreLj ofm tp /Ac Stoto PcUiic^^n lor 

Cinii-my (tVoTAyliOf 

^VAaKl^•nTO^Vkupnt M. 194H* P' 

3«. FromMnttliiwi. 

neitiniinl aip.td Valin biins fo^nrditl ^ 
mint provide all Soviit citiiii.> libf^letl LS ^ 
from fiiiniv POWa and niaiiitainid iipanitilt until 
,0 Soviit auilioriliil. Military aiitliorilin •«'' 
rtoSad witlioul dilny to Ittforni tompiiim 
•UJardinc eiiiiani found by tliim and at wni t|ii« «o taki naeiUaty 
mtaaumtolmplimint all h) 

Whila apmmmt makM no mintton of Soviit citiMns 
Girnian unifonri nor of tha uw of low Soviita h . . | 

clnlmcd it eovih nil thitr eitiimi and D«P»ninint b« '"1*^1* 

II cbvirinc POWi of Soviit nationality pnor to 1933 
nnci will! ^«r Dipanniint ordind ntuni to Europe ind 

Tto Soviet ai-.hoL«.m,mb.rofPOM".brought,ot.«^ 

and latir arirtiinid after 

Incidinii intolring rniatincr riqnirfnj im of forte , 

imhoiiiiiiocciimdinconneciionwitlitbigroup 

/ For your eonlid.nti.l infortnition. ™ 

(in hondlinf iliiie cans to avoid firinf S<>™t 
J lor dilaying nturn of Anuriev POW’i ®! 

-1 occupiidxom.pirticularlyinMancboni. (Mattne i.] 
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a. irt mun Library • 

CA S. TriiiJ? 

KOI* ConwAy piit 


OFFICE OF STRATEGIC SERVICES 


17 Sentinbor 1945 

UEUORANIXIU FOR THE FRESIIM: ' 

' The foUoring infonsation, obtained by 06S representa- 
tivee in Mukden and transaitted by the OSS representative in 
Chungking, is -dated 13 Septedber: 

/'taericBiis are very unpopular with the Soviets in Muk- 
den, probably because the Sovieta do not wish Anericans to ob- 


sem their actions . The Soviets are. to leave on 1 Hovenber.- 
In the neantiae 'they -are carrying'out a prograa 6f ioientific 
looting. Every piece of aachinery is being reaoved and ali 
stocks of Merchandise in stores. and warehouses are being taken 
away. Mukden presuaably .wiU be an empty city when' they leave. 

The Soviets are indiscrioinaiely li^lling Chinese and 
Japanese, Three OSS men have been held up by Red Irny soldiers 
anted with sub-aachine guns, and their -watches, wallets, - and - 

1 pistols have been taken froa thea. Four American officers have 
been removed froa Mukden's good hotel and have been placed in a 
second-rate Japanese hotel. 


;Iilliu J..rDflponn" 
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It,;J!a an undMStapflable rhaotrar, of oourse. Ttooy 
wonflor why tholr aoarloan Alllaa are apylng on thoa in J*,®, 
tarrltory ooouplafl by the Rad Arny In fulfillnont of an 
agreawnt tc help 

Ideas wore arer openly stated, but oblique ranarlcs 
.oariloi th* above laprasslonst. 
h, j to Inoldeata at Dalryn did not help .to rellaTO 
the alight tension, on one day botyaen the 2nd and 
6th of saptombor Aaarlcan l.'aval oarrler aircraft aade a 


"Bhow of foroe" over the harbor of Dolren aooordlns bo | 

• 

' / 

Coasodora C.C. Wood, who '.tltnaeaed It. This esoUad the | 

Buaslan authorltlae In Dolran a grant deal and they 

naked coanodore ifcod whet U waa all about. .,s he n^^d 

not bean given any advance information from the l.avy i 

be was Just us puzzled as t;.fc ausslsna and could offer 

onlv a weak ezolacaticn. un the afternoon of the litli 

Of Sapt. (aftef the ek-i‘0’./a Jjad sailed^ Admiral settle 


was inforaed by radio that another "ahow of fores* 


would be made that afternoon, this time by cruisers 


pnd destroyers of the Seventh Flaat. This worried 


Admiral settle oonaldarably and he aent a atrong 
roteit to hlB headquarters. Ha wa^Tary^pmxlad by 
' show of force whloh waa duly made outylde the 




Altboadh ■()•• suMlaa of fiotri ,ouiS^ 4Ma hia afttr th* 

oiiiiMM uA Aaatrojnrt iuA iA^lral sottlo waa 

a**.' • ■ * 'T I ,• • • ' 

ariwra aaA AlA not talk with thaii m Z Ao not know If 

? thajr >apa logins a protait agal&ai tlw aaoond Hatal 
P’-f'-- - C.bu . 

r Aaaonitration or not. The Adalral. emoted a proteat, 

boveTer, and mb at a loaa for a raaaonable explanation. 

Ela. Ihforantlon froa riaet haadquartari atated tliat the 

•how of foroe woulA be rapaataA off Fort Arthur though 

I Ao not know whether It waa or not. I returned to 

Uukden on the 14th and Adniral Settle radioed ue that he 

bad lailed froa Dairen tliat afternoon. Aa. the Adalral 

had told ne that a "ahow of foroe" la teohnlooUr rather 

a boUJ^arent aotion, I waa Intereatad bo aee if the 

Ruaaieoa would Inoreeae the light praaaure on ua to leave 

Unohnrla now that the P0-;a had aailed and we bad no 

ezouae (or aotuallF *07 Intention) of reMlnini In 

t ■' . 

Hanaharla. i did not notice enrlnoreaae in Ruaslan 
r-' , 

ourloaltf aa to the date of our final departure, in 
any oaae we waaUd no tlaie In #et)loting erroij&euenw 

to leave. 


1. It la perhapa worth aentloning that the Ruaeiana 
ware either noUbly laokLog In fsieBdlj feelioga to- 
mtA the Brltlah or openly oonteaptuoue of thou. Sft fw 
aade very unfriendly reoarka, aueih aa deaerlblut dn<jlan4 
aa *Tha proatltute of theworld.** 





^jr'i*""*"'^'*”'^' ~ 

■ ‘■* , '.^- . ^'N'«UJO<fN«OimiMmAT10N NUMBER «-05{t2o 

.. •■^v: •*" ’ 0"'OINAUBPT 1^-33520, ] 


LAnc'.i:;ih: rconoolc iiiTBiQ^tisn 


ORIGINAL RPT Aj-33^,j V'i;j^^'i;j 

DAT* or INFO, ■ *7 •/ooruiiy ,l5;'»<ii v' 
DATEOFHFT. 2J fObruMylvio 


i - Color: do 

r;.rre :5 


Correipondeiiis rotu^^l^» Iroit. ^^jc'itn »j>ort tiu.t na>irA/ 

200,000 ^ati(inMG''ioldlm froo thG.^‘i»ailtj||^ ‘.wi^y 'hBM tiiiii- 
.^errtd bjr t1i«-KuaBi«iu to &ilta, ulboriu. hjipartntv, ti;a 
.' ‘■••oldlifa titrh uaed'.aa lEbororr to Inetai^feiwLcIcea .Uu«:.iuriui 
nuonlMi;- Ir nw-pLijita at Ciiltk. - Of tm 50U; fkctoricu in 
^OikdGa, no a-or* tlitii 100 aii opcrutlonal. Tug b«»’t wia rui- 
.Goc'.itd b7 tfiG kuisLtna and tl.an uioan up aiti.ar 0/ tiiia. or by 
tna Cowuniat S iJay, girlnc Uio iLprtaaion' t.x.t tiie duuige 
nai cnucod ty bonblng. 

. '>Ln:i' corre>|.oi«lertt£ feoi tin Msericuna lure the reopoiwi- 
• ttlHt* of evkcuatiin' the Japuteue niiereoa nusala'a oiuy ciaia, 
if uny, la the evacuntlorit of Jtaohiiioiy. 

7he oo''iet c3i|K£ndor p.f Lukdiii elLlu tiu>t nil uUkUen fucturiea 
iiTj R.if traot/ uid tliLt lliu Ituiilana are entltleu oy the iLit* 

■ (A<vvner,t to'.ai auch booty. 

Tin Japancie in :!uier.uria ure eajer to bo evacuated by the 
looricnna jetleh discounte liuialon stite:kenti to Uw effect tuat 
' 'the/ lLIj get out of IhLichurlii uixii t>ie niatricuita get out of 
Cliiiia. 
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OOloaTTEE: 


BDeieinroi OI-IWOSSB (fil Oct 45), 
Copj Mo. 85. ■, 


V. ft* Joint. Chltfi Of 8Uff i^toMt tbnt the suu- 
. ■ Iwr-ln^ CoorAlnni^ ^ oaeloBod 

tho tajpiM Ullod OoannAor, HodlUrruMon ✓ 




A. rJ.'XtFAIUlD, ' 
BriiaidW Otfurftl, OSA, 
.AoflntttT. 


Copy t»li\ y 
Atef'Aldo tfl 01 
OTDlDOa V 
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IHB PROBIEH 

1. To consider s Mssage.froai the Coanandlng , Oener ^ , United 
States Poroes, European Theater (Appendix "C, page 5) request- 
ing infomatim as to vhether an; further decision had been 
taken. concerning ^ final disposal of Chetniks and Oeroan 
Oroat: troops, ahoati.vhod original instructions vere issued to' 
the 'S&prm‘^|Allied CosBsander, Nediterraneani In PAR 57 C, 20 
iunp!'i945 (w« 3 of C.C. 8 . 876 ). 


PACTS BEARIRO ON THE PROBIEH 

2. In C.G.S. 876 Series, the Conhined Chiefs of Staff in- 
fomed the Buprene Allied Coessander, Mediterranean, and the 
Suprene Coonaader, Allied Expeditionary Porce that ponding 
further consideration b; the United States and British Ocvern- 
Bents, Chetniks and Oeman Croat troops taken into custod; 
would be retained in custody and handled in accordance with 
existing inatruotlona of the Dspartownt of State and British 
Foreign Office to their respective representatives in Italy. 


3 . A representative of the Department of State (Mr, E. T. 
Bailey, Assistant Chief of the Special War Problems Division) 
states that there has been no change in the present position of 
the Oovernaent of the United States regarding the disposal of 



e • 
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.. ^ 

and Intern aa Canp^iwtr,. 

'inS5v ' wuww. 






,, . P.l. STffinTb. 

BIB^ to tha yBfmSF*TA ^ wM ^ ^ mver, arreatad 


2 . . ^ 
\ given i»a tbt b 
\ In duBHNita. 


^nod thS food they vere" 
a houaad not in bate but 


\ 3 Tba monotonous food oauaad sow ita 

. Lw. jJm end nwa aeolll the awllinaj 

|aavalo5^ aoroi aadvwndi. a t^w nj 


L sow itrangydii 
;a npraad and'tho 


'disaaao vhioheada 
±0 eieollaa plaoea 

3tad,^l}JL,MyisSS22_ 


^ viSSfe “*?Sd S’HSrSTprWB 

.-j ik. MHonelitiaa. 


.1 rirt VTIJOJ Tronoh and approrlaow 
I'l had dlad in this ■annar. V 
j-j»^pb sad tlm otbar aatlon^tiaa, 


/ and learning and great ea^ta taalt^t he • 

/ obBarved ^ram en^atf j niir^r T^A 

dr mdng up orB!S^£r lntsjsr JLISg^ . ogjugoo 

1 "l^lo Mtrea per hour , ym ^ sroatod all poaslblo 

I Tilue-prints^^ eah voiklag ^ „• in tho onap. Infomant 

/ foelUties both in work Inglnaoia of all natlonalltl.a 

«D. olio told that a i^P of other tachaioal 

I ima boay eorldaB out plans f” !T...JiTrtolo^ OJV dataiU about 
\ nohlQea ond Installations, but na 

^thnu ' 

/ 5 . «» 'tSi — 










800 


\1A !•*. 


•m«« VI ou or Ktfv 

M Aiiwir^ ifU 



AMr«»i 


U > mi 4a M itv fNv Mil MfuMi w filwaMl >r »mm» ^tMtMMMM 
«itt OnMM* if ttli •rtiM. iBiUNi Mnrtv U VtM Mmtil VMtu 
te IMIM (taiU4tM MIMIM) 0.1. in? fOMMil Vr V* pMU« 7 BmmMt 1141 
mimV H vilir »45% fUt MU^ntIM |m tim iM MM rcml npiM 
MBllMli U pttlMM flm, fir fUfMM it mmuIm Omni mi fi|«iM IMM« 


.lllAU mm V» iMM VvlMMn if IM COiltMl Mm* Ml 

•IlMlit IB IMIm 4ImmM aMM»M« aiUl la^ Va taiaM af atma la 
MM- u if A liaMbar Ifif VaM aMatuUa Nflaaiil iMaM laflitM laparta 

aaaiUaMa fat aMHaUtil aavUalialit Ml Va dtaMlaa M liM taa Ml 

■Martally aaMfM* -iti MU m waiMa MM Mr MaMMlail pniaMa MaM 
aaaMlItM iMBM M HtM M aMat MMimIm aMU 'iMallM ttapaatUM laaaMa 
lafyta M fiaaaaaak.ti Mif auaa, flaal HiMalllaai mM avit f lagd 
iai ^Mlt M 1 il MMlMlirlt 4 lt VlaliMrMMa» aaaaM lafiMMt, am 
tMM» i M aMtMt i M M Id* Mam UMia ladaal lam am a dm mi M 
liMMaair MM< naaa ii tta ftMMr Malar atal Ma maaaalM af UllTlIail 
laaaMa far flaal atMlMlaal fufam la aaMaaiitlar am alaaar iMa iaaaarlaM 
aauM af MiMMttal aaaaa la IMalNa* amdii a IlM Ms. la MiMar Itu la 
atiUMla la flaal flM, Mia aftlM MU ai'SMI la aMa It ataSlaUi la m* 


na taraplas IMa 
far lalaaaa la In* 


VaaMMjM, lM.iu ma ' a ijwa al 

fMrmismnt 
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AX^jLi^k^fizAW 0^ A-CW*^ 

'''*'*<*'^tVx»e^i^_ cr> \TXv»^^ 
CtfTOBlD OR niTnWID WITP ST ^jjMff I^ HHB. 

7 DtcaUr 1941 -/5l’oSj« 


ToUl PrlioMfi / FjrlMM" Mot I*t miioow* B«tuin*4 

mMitira Mod MhUo/ Motamjd to MIIIU17 h MlUtur 

Taken ^ InCulllit SSBSbL- JSSlUSSi 


A. cmm THEATEBS 


Sub Totali ’ 

B. JAPIHESE THEATCTfl 



China, Buna,. .India 
DSAF Piclfle 

D.S. Aioy Strangle 
Air Poreaa 

Alatkan Daptt 

. 679 

22,518 

251 

u 

269 

6,665 

7 

33 

1,179 

9 ‘ 

2 

■377 

U,674 

235 

_10 

t 

subTbt^r/T: 

'23,‘460‘ 

6,941 

1,223' 

15,«6 


C. 0Thf5S .■' '■' ■; ' 

./T25 

6 

100 •• 

•« 1,'619 • 


OEAnP T:)TAI,t ' - ’ 

123,064 . 

7,699 

7»918 (4) . 

107,447 . 



(a) fllnoe pneiletllgr all Urlaf km prliooatf of .«ar baTt beao retunodHo 
BlUtAiy ooottol/ tbb atatua of the above -paraonnal la noa balai audited' bf tba 
War Bepartaaot. 
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Ml.;-- 


. ^ aaruer »•«. , 

Vban the poller who 

. elarlflad In Daoaitoar 19'*5. U . o,.tartar 1939 and who bad 

Wbaan raaldanta of tba vSt ra,«:d to * ^ 

baan cpturad In By tbo aprlnc of 

th,lr peraooal ' dlaplaetd ponwna vari raaunad, the 

19A6, vlian repatrUtlool of f„ tba ■oat part, 

„probl« of forelbW SSn^aSSad In oiwn unlfoni. It 

.. Uto the dtapqaal **»*V’*!^J^J,tuuMa to repatriation aroaa 
«aa natural that the rh!«Teviaad by the Sorlat autbor- 

within thla croup, u wall m -o^boea^aceja 
Itlaa of hatlnc randarad M ^ ^January 19^6 a 

bad tha worat to faor In tba^^f jwpoiaa of rapatrla- 

teflnitlon of 'Oaman unlfOT In aU regular 

lion, tba daflnltlon "lutloo. auaUlary W 

rt allltary foroatlooa, ear tain par^lit^ ^ UtetVilao 

A (ha Batl party, and l,590 B«lot cltlrtna who bad 

‘^V£A£’^\Sf« S!?d!uS fro. m 
3 ? baan eapturad In Oa^ «,tborttlaa at Bebon- 

Incloaura Burtar 431 •! PloWl“a ” taHn durli* thla tranafar, 

bSri" 'Plb* iSSiraSd^"^^ or ou-ra 

^ t ^ **“ T "“”!SJr^rttaaafar , a total of 1,630 ^ 

ITVf nttauptad to do ao. After .tWa tr^*^ ^ IntorU 

* dlapuU batwaan tba S^aSiwr 794 of thaaa'^” / 

tbaMr laadquartara laauad daiignatad aa -po* ( 

the sorlat autborltlaa, ^ farther Inatruotlona. 

lltleal, without eltlaanahlp rlihta, pamuna .... 

Operation TAPB *•• of bun^pd't^ '^ot/ 

Pi/ “”,^irlrt'?arTlSS”riS.5-^S^ 

J V ^tSJr^l)»rin|th.w..b4.UMay, a^ 

aura »«*»ar 131 1 puttUng who ware found not 

sorlat Saran bundrod and nlnaty-ooa 

: rapatrlakla «'» “•'“^^'Ti^Sdfor further 
(751) sorlat Sr.o2r^!r-V.r EnelOaura Bu-bar 

aeraanlni ware *>rad fron m 318, *ur|au, 

m, Fu.ai«, » S?w-« 

■ , sss 

. atari so cMualtlaa anon* Awrlean paraconai. . 
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m i^wjrm crder ^ 6 , 


/ 1 . linreh » lUi\si njuber of Gernici prlwnero of 

/w »iio •STSErtcUy op^diMCtlj' iiwolttd in production of ond Jlat)' 

s. IntoUlcoNoo* 

\ 2 . Cctotoriw In quostlon are aa foUowai 

’a. Waonara of war beln: bterror^ted for inforaation 

b. i^iaonere of war voluntarily praparlnj Intalli^onca or hiatori- 
cal raporte 

c. Friaonera of war irmslctlnj docuaenta aroantlal to Intalllience 
or eciaatific and tociiical rtaaarcii. 

d. Tiic Urc uinicurrol Uonci prlaantrc of ror aaeantlcl to a’-rrlce 
of ubov* peraonnol w.itcn cannot te aciiicved by olhtr pereannel. 
(i.ii 8 rill be t:» to;;ch:- 

accurttely>) 

3 . Ananclaa Interastadt lievy* WF* ^ 

L. • rill mmi uein- fancUr u iminate and Ju 8 tlfy.ret«ntior.. 

0-2 Till rtcc.^;ul»u i 3 ,«rov«i of. L /1 of « and wcreinr;' of tr* fW Jiae olrec<t^ 
Inf or tally ccncurred. _ ~ 

5 . r,-i vlU, oiraltanaaualy racannendJ 

£. iaUntion of additional priaonara of rir jualifled ca asacntial 
to intallircnce proiecte, but not noi: bcLn* ao utilised (in- 
cluOiai 'iSu* Crluic.) 

u. Ohio lent of additional priaoners of \;hx to the v. Si. rho can be 
e,T;doitod ant returned b;- 15 June i?l 5 . 

c. wpatriaiion by 15 Jane 19 li 6 of all prlsonera cf war retained 
afUr 31 liircli. Juatlficstion of retention of any prieoncra of 
war after 15 June 19 ^, and only on eaaea that cannot be eot- 
ololted under any otlwr project to be preeented to the Siecretary 
of \ta by 15 bay I 9 I 46 . 

6 . Aa a raault, for the preaeat, no prlaonerB of war, w.ioae exolo^tlM 
cannot be cft.ipltted 15 June 19 l» 6 , will be broupht to the li. S., but will be 
frosen In preaent location in QenarV. 

SifX)'. 3 J/ 3 i ffiOBL^t Lqiloitatloa of Carian peraonnel after 15 Aim 191 * 6 . 

I. In Older not to prejudice tJ» projected lonivranre veralon of 
OVBiCAlii project ISIS* will not, at this liae, recoanend axploiutlon under 
OVERCAST Of personnel not qualified for that profiiaa. 
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DMU. aVAiin^sB.^ 

U Ool ' V V 

i^ttarU Oal 

I HI TS . 


nuBTi »wui etfliw ft w y 

■lid Igr thi MUUqr irt rtH cww llMa« 


«kU it to iSSiT* 

iSSr^* * "" 

■ala to|«a«' tranaport to R«ucraa, Baiwajpr. 

m! 5 MoorU far «itM IbrIyMm (47) tw. 

3 » la • taaitoa mm/mitm !• tla A* 0 * af !•* i*^*?^**» 

■m fa ir !fS5 toll U |w attlMl ^ 

after tedr arrlnl to r»Mkf«i» !• W mmm. 

L. raWtM OA) af Uto C>«ap to friMMra to mr vtofa, vdv 
atMatMiS! to Mi^lS te M tofar DM tka V. I. 
UM«. ato aU $4) aMhla m to ftowm awto to toa • 

. JSSTfiSi fiaaa am^cSZiM 4. to 

i#^',sA25; £& 

/ j;;!SAS?3£S1w£S^ 

2s.Ta:rjisr-‘is^^«^ 

5 rAtraJSiis: 


IT KOiiostcnoH^^^^ 
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IHZ J* 




Dim 01 muiun mnu V lu 


Onivli , 

Nkjwti *%mU 1 *f Omma filMBir* tf >ur* «M.« mm 
U JIM INI.) 

tMfti «■— tiumn,_ .yy».4 ir ji^ 

•Hi Ml III. t j. likMMri WINNi ^NMr »•» •• 

»IMM4MikliMNN.llli.) 

•nmb* ^ 

iMWtai iMliU lMMik iill*. 0-IMW®. W. Ml Ui 

CAM. Nl# 0 . Bmm&i BlOlfli 

*riiMHiT‘‘ lU flvt Mil mwi ta tlvIllM tlMlti. Ir Mil 
IlfMl ml*. 

mwwr*i imnti tfnc* IN mi 
Muim. no Mono 

NlhlM iMi ni UNO 

0„v4i iM»flMMM.MiWMi flfUll^igr*Mrt. 

It •IlillM iMfeMki |4MB( NB 
iTMMlIwii HI ftM MU Itml 1 » MMUm If mM 

MMMnt NtirSuranoN- «• 

IMh MMSB. pt IM 


Otm 11 Om OMM IMiMl Mi «• llif MMM. . 

ImbII 0«HilM M«fl.f. fMMr. ISMOOi ■ 

flMMllMIt NN MUw|m^ I« MMIIM MMOM. N mM ml 

MMMri BMrlMMMItMMti 

OMIV It BMIlHMMnMllMOMMfNIrMlW* . ^ 

iMMili OmUU UllN A. Mf f. M MON. Ml 5 

5 ^. BmT iwt. IIIINN . 

fmgMUMi j 

mMM MMIII. BmM MflM* mu MN MMIM* 
STlLMt iMMitUM Ml l>Mlli^.lMlM M ; 
MlNtUrliMMltitoMNfMNiM lMB^y , g 
•MNmM. iMlHiiPNHUNiwmMMMM « 
iMofatwUMONNO- 
M mm mi If npNMM to mMOto «MIm. 
iMMMni MMmIMI. «IU» j,: 

MMB.M.M1BI 


SEj^ET 


NCPROOUCCD 



I am bringing this Mttsr to your sttsntion soro par- 
ticularly bceausa of tbs lattsr inforjution.. 


?lMsc acospt, Exeollsnoy, ths stsursnce of ny 
hiChest ooDsldtrstioD. 


(aignsi) EBSHI KSCK 
’ Dppaty of 
ths Bsi-%lo 
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J.,’ O^/SO 9VQI-Z/M3 VI5 1IOO 
Q o • o-n I, 
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My Mtf Mr. Fnmmbi 

S^s."*s%4s sstaTss Mrs» 

in yowr Itktor U hi* of ••ftthbtr £• 

s“54SS^Ss^*3i»a 

if '•• 

sSr SoSttfi* •bwx« of bii SSI: JP' 

{5S! M. »». p.r«l.«l*>r 

that of. thi >lt»i «o*roBflori**tootoro. 

SUotroif jourf, 

-for thf MtiM OoorotiTf of »Utoj 

Viurti D. MoLnfhlU 
iaoiotat Qiirf 
ipHlal rrojooki Dititiei 


Mr. I. L. DrootoB* 



SPDsffloUorjhD 


• • 




812 


ii»c 

ZH. 





coined. ■'■ y i' f' i*' 


Ottebir e, 19I<6 


toi Mr. Ibiiiill *• lfe1Wo«»» 

LUlMD BNJMh, 9IQ, tm WOf, 

T«p I BU|., 2a4 4 Q 8t., 8. W., 
Itr OipurteMt, MihlBiton)^ S. C. 

PiMi J. D. lMl» ai«f( Ufltifin if Portlp 
ietlVltr CoTTtlAtlOB.. 

flabjMti D. S. PllMDfr of Ut Cm BMordi. 


Ihfft U wiIn«4 tar tte laTonaUea at tba UMca 
Owrti liflttfiUoB 8trrl««| a aopj at Saerti dwp»ieh lo. 

1701 of 11, 19l|6 fraa th* iairioaB libtav tt 

londAD, B«libil. Bit MMloNr* MsUanad io th« dMp*^ 
m funiiihwJ to th# Offloo of tho Prowot ionhtll 0 «b« 1 
of th* i0T by tho Oiportaut «■ Oetobv 3, IJW ood proooMbly 
aoy bo obUlnod fioa that offleo if it io boliofod to bo of 
Intvoft. Portioolor ottoBtion lo loTltod to porogroph.throo 
of tho doopoieh ohidi lodloatoi that Ha aboroHiaDtionod mr 
eleauro oontalaB oyo^tatoi roporta of tho abootloi at at 
liOft OBO Aowioao yriOMor. 



740.001 I4A EW/y-M46 


813 



departm^n;^of state . j ^ 


MimoranJm of Coorenatlon 


DATbOoCocer 30, 194 


auBJCcn aergoani Forreot E. Freoeon 


PAitnciPANW; liro. kuncaiter, War Departaent ana lira. Glover. 


I'ra. Kuncaiter at the War Dopartoeni oaid on 
October 29 thkt Forrest i:. Freeahn wai reported 
alsRing in action in Decoacor Ifiti, tnat no oae on 
a B-17, Flylnt Fortress Eoober wnlch left Its 
base In Italy on an operotlonal boobloi'. aiaslon 
to Elecnhoaoer Oil Refinery, Oeroany. She lurtner 
iurnloned inforcatlon aucstantla.ly me luie as 
tnoi contained in tne attacned letter of .oceaber 3, 
1946 adaroifed to Kro. Freeaan by tne War Depariooni 
nddiht mat tne plane waa seen to orop teiov and 
benlnd tne foraitlon about I2t allee frou tne 
Ruotlan line. Hr a, Xuncafltrr read tne follovlnK 
frau, a report prepared for tranauisnion t n lirs. Luue 
who excreased sn Iniereat In Forreit E, Freeaan: 

The oueition of permlaolon for 
United States ollltary teaco to enter 
husolan territory ii one whlcn has teen 
discussed between United States and 
n)t\ Soviet Bllltary autnoritlea inu nno bten 
.presented by our ulploaatlc reorecenta- 
tives 1.1 tne Union of ''.oviet loc.ollat 
-.eoubllcs to tne Soviet autnorltlec. 

Ihe RustlP6a have adopttd a noaltion 
tnat they are thODselvea caking any 
neceasary searcnes and will furnlsn 


rcnorto 
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fc! 

£ vj 
■ V 3 


fc! 


. QillV^ 

reports to ue or their findings. At 
present Sovlet-oocupled Oermsny Is being 
seercned by tnree ihvestlgatlng teaos 
which are fliaV:lnf soeclal investlgotlone 
.only. Negotiations for entry of gravel 
l(.egl8iratlon units into Soviet-occupied 
Germany, Austria ena Polan- nave so far 
been unsuccessful ani It can not be 
predicted wnen tnese areas can be 
covered. All Americans wno yeve llccrate o 
by tne ftussTans nuve been rciurneu to our 
■foFces and our military aitacne at I'oscow, 
'in cooperation wltn tne Hussian Oovemoent, 
nts in all cases taten action to Insure 
met all American discovered In hussian 
territory are returned promptly to our 
^control. 


SrD:::i&lover:QCi 
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, DEPARTMENT Oj^STATE 


Frojeotfl 
flPEClAy DIVISION 


(j5*XriiVli3 


D«osmber 10, 194$ 



Raftrane* the undarlying flla.i'o 
ptragrsph » I tgraa that If tha paragraph ew be mla- 

So far aa ooncsma tha aaeond cha^a auggaatad 
by Klaa Jaabi I find that aooaptwa. of thla wp^d^ . 
laaTe tha latter ■aanlnglaae ao far aa oojioaroi the 
group-of paraoha b* are dlaouaalng In that 
K would Bake an entirely arronaoua InpraaelOn in tha 
Blnda of the pareona raoaltlng tha latter, 

y Whan Aabaaaador Smith waa hare 
tha attitude of the SoTlat Ootanaiant In regard to 
the iaarloan ilaportaaa froa the Balkans «• 
unaatlafaotory but that wa would not be In a position 
to^^pwtaat until thsy flatly • rafuaad to ralaaae a 
■< parson proven to bt an Aasrloan oltlsan and trovan 
to be In tha Soviet Union, htf ^t ooeurred 
•nd that la tha point in av opjnlOTjp 

r . ii i t M - irt 



I could underatand a auggaatlon that wa should 
add Into the fourth paragraph of tha draft latter a 
Btatanant that wa are currently presenting cases of 
this type to the Soviet Oovamaant and *hat thav are 
undJr Svastlgatlon by that Oovemaant^t to allmlnata O 
tha tense of, the atateaant on tha grounds that we are w 
presenting the cates does not appear to' ne to be . logical^ 

. ' ' I ^ I would 
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;■;; ;n/, .-vV*”; . • '-V • 


Kwowrai IDS m enn, ocuscTia: ipjace, cinik vrtiuflacE orodp 

m^i Oamm hla«B«n of Mftrla 0.(it.B« 

(Bofinraii CD Io» 575.2) 


1. Siftniset it Mdi %o loltlll^et htbknb Drojtet be* 3£U6 
*^raiB rrlteneri of Ur ie the D|S.GJ„* i^.ieh r^i foiv«rd*< < 
MonatfuB. aubjwt ft *bm, Itted IT.IUhth 1947t 

•; ■ ; ■ ' • • 

.. 8* It It rtfMtWd ttitt thi fbUariac tdatndw to B4d«(! to 
penifnA 8 * of rtftnnef projceti 

■/'' [ la tffleltl.ooMiaitnot frot Jmt 19tii Hty 

, isle* riM***^ Tort the t^iii^elele e . 

. "ii— ■utto.’^DO Otif noTiMDtrt trw. f^dthjwwtor 
^^peatt 1.210.WP ttre to 6 tor IgtS* Theat 

fliuna 4o aat Itelwt atteXllto piiaoBtra* ' wlac tht mr 
■tap of the taanaiqiita ild tot Hi^a for oivtand, ^ 

_ ttotiiKBeralp that Mzgr prltemrt vm tolMB. -CpatldtilBc 
thit fact aad too ttafaalai auiitc tot raondto^xip ftroaeii 
after n bik]r. ttt tatol flfore (Ivta alwft wjr kavt tota - 
aadortitlBated Iq- ai mth. at oat ■illl« Mo* 

Id m mttem or ixnuimat 


I. r* pni 
Otltaal, O.I.e. 

Qilaf, latelliftiMt Droop 


fTiw(Confja>;^J 




bccuc>:>tMEb 

Aua-^i!-/ A/AAQ 
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■ ' • . ■ V, ' 

Carl HlUon and oM7liiiaffl ^ 
or, Bill Brown? ' 




f ^ 

^ / o'" « C- i 1 ■/ 

:t on Charltt HILTON and Hlllltm BROWN, 
leant, auppoaadXy hold In PrlaonDr of 
sanp In Ruaala. 




of tht United Statea Political' AdTlatr 
Frankfort haa tht honor to quota for 
■ Inforaatlon and ntetaaary action a 

uat raoolved froBi thla Haadquartari con- 
cerning two Amerlcane auppoatd to be held In a Prlaoner 
of War caap In Ruaala i 


*lhe following report raoelted In thli 
Dlwlalon la tranaalttad herewith for your Infor- 
■atlon* ' 

etoaptd Oaraan prlaoner of war, while at 
a'fifi ^n SEVASTOPOL . Ruaala* aade the acquato- 
Hafwwp-wfHcAUftfeB ' ' t^ American pr1 «nne^*a nt .tha — 
caap. - He aet thati In July W48 and aaw ®eo*- 
^ilonally from that tint until hie aacape In October 
1946. They had given him their naaes and vital 
atatlstlca and had aaked him to report th« to the 
Americana If over he had the chance. Sub>tft8 
clalaed to have been atudylng at a university in 
Oeraany and to have been taken Into custody by the . 
Russians and placed In the SEVASTOPOL Cenp. Available 
Information on Subjects la ae follows: 

"HILTON. Charlo8__or Carl, bom 16 October 1916 
lii~tHe~nbIghborhood of Los" Angeles, California. 

"BROWN, William or Bi ll, bom 5 March 1919 In 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin." 


^ , ‘ \W^ 

In triplicate to the Department. 
Copy to CE - Mr. Rlddleber^er 


Pile Ho. 7U.4. 
LRLentcifmd 




740.001 I4A EW/4-947 
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«ntl. r«*Ui«i »inU ««f*r« «<l Airlm; *y » STHSlk^ 

il„ .Itt u. 4miH «*•* *i;,f!!!*TS! SiS tuSr 

/atfi 41*1 ’>.*r« v»r rtli#*! Onlr ImIUm. »U tf 

Sr *h.n »..eh nltlMn^hlr kw «li'.lUk^ U 

«1U our ;«-• • 

TU tl vrur in 11 m » eownrn mUm^ latriMn 

•ffltUl w -u:.. r«MW tny nrUTt »• UtUivuulih SL 

l*ur r*i.»U.».» •' r4i.l«w’lfj ^ .'’•wunin *7 

if^oM iv Jiii tn il« ? ••*«UU*U4 ntn m 

•UAMI •r MiurMu. flU, •« ft *n«»» ten ^91^ 

TIOM .S •• C.*'vii0e4 -«J »iU» 9l*rt«te «te n^mwa • iwU-# u 

u. u.# u. U'fi ‘.»*i '*'••"• M*l*»*- *7 •te ■lBfln», ii »».■* ** *.‘_ * *^ 

I^,ut«7, In •‘(fofM ia • Ada aiH *Um far rtitft te teU •nter/. 

•W :i jr» Ir. I‘.a9 j l« jTtxMr rdrl/ McaruM, tet •*• 
clvit«M ••; uia .Miurial toan couBiriw aitteui laramia4 aur uteaiate aX 
Ui«lr tanoantc* 

rn# lUMt la Un h coaaafaa aaljr te*aa tetrlaia aliUte* y ten 

in.«r>.»i our c.iiltM tel ttt*y nra na»»l« ^ 

i' uit ta-aur-iit .•wrmmtv U» ^nni ten aiU a»-nnU%l*a. Ttera art 
;fB». il; on/ Ater* to tnlt ••tajur/ tit nteo nr UMlate ten ao kna"l*a<a. 

/ -i- .■.»•«'"• 

/*•*,♦, r.n-n* or tf«u*nir»daa c*-*n lhro«£teal *fc* orVW. ?oelfl€ lafar- \ 
/ poUoa ccocu.nla. yt*ii In I'llr rnW or? '• oartalnte U tea onnl ateo* / 
^ Ir int* a*iorw-:vK. ' J 

^ :i«* £ t»nenrm InU^Unla .nui nn .. ha** '‘T^!‘5!„ 

4 i oao tt»» .V »4 •ura aojai •muai'.anni arlob anaU iatl«afc« teat teiy 
mactlj li«Tifa«ra-.ai. »nlfl« tnranatlao tnanala ^ J* 
tbli «ta ofk It. alM :ioifcU»te in ti,# nacrat •»<*« te tela amirir . 


\ nl/ tac 
•/■ntbrl KVi 


r'.tlaca ««T#fM>nl aniloy^aa hart lafatta*. Iter a»a | 
Mfinw’n •r-v,*.w. • •> -34tef a. -Maantea \ 


t 
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WAR DEPARTMENT 
WAR DEFARTMEMT GENERAL STAFF 
SMvicc, S«M>n-r, and PnocuncMCKT Oiviiion 

WA«MINOTpNII.D,C. 


■DQSP/C3 Xim 23 April 1^7 

MDKUUIKRt lOft MAJOR QBIERAL 6 . J. CHAMBERLlRt . 


nth i«ftr«)c« to foor fortheoalnc trip to tbo turopou Tbootor 
It it raqutitfd tUt isfonMtlMi bo obUinod for thlt Dliltiao ob 
tbo foUoilBi Itoii 

Stalnt of oxrtBfMOBta udoi bolus or to bo stdo 
tad diffieulUot oDoouatorod tbonla rolatlTo to loareb tad 
roeortTT of Aaoriota dotd la RuatUo ooenplod or Ituatlaa 
doalMtod torrltoxr. 


0 - 2 l.w 


• 1 5 ^ 
T.«. 




>hfs UR. ujrow-i*^ 

Uoutoaaat Oooonl, 060 
Urtotor of Sonrieo, Soppljr 


fj f/' I'W-'-: 


PF-I 


Mf,; 




“WO y« p 





P COMPieENW ..ji:; 

■ ^ 'T-l 


tUVUUMBU 

nifs itiSi louti i^nu 
Om«i if »k» «»“♦•»■ •f wrtUi* 
i» TIT. 


iQOoii ( n iiifa fci« V twiM t 

Ri WrSXKf 

OMtral Itoff. «« «• **v 
VMhUctni;. B. C. 


Sht lielMti CIC rtpert li forvtr4«a for roolUt «ii 


C I IISU. 
CelflMl CS5 
rir of iBltl 

1 IkOlt 

■01 4t< Jm 19 >iS 
foinhoui nmuMTiH) 
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snBJS3Ti tB-H T intf Pir*a»B*l in Confin««ent 

smuet rr iHnwiATioHi 


fh* followinf inftnuUoi mt etUiaM tr m * 

■to tlalato to tor* k*w toafluA U utofUMw* U0r ilU to^tot x 
StowT SfSLt alMimi to tot. toto rtUtoto tbitoih to .mr s 

Sttei lij xhtr cMCtodtot of th. iltoCi. toipital ibti. .he •»» trut- 

r*rr«d toouto of iaftotll* patral/iU. 


Afproxltotoly iO to IrtoMtoto., ^ ‘h* 

to to ■toiilHtor*il tokto tt*.toifltoto» IjO ato tot ^ 

to tool ■<— la *to tloliltf of *to ooto* t<"*i 

tovUu tor foro* ooUltfi tto tor* oapturto br to* OtoMU ■•bnatol. 

OaoehMlorokl*. iwrl»{ iftil WU* Tto mb orai 

etorli*. 21 Itorai IT® •• V^t too iiraliMd tocht 

•Imltor. I 

IM. » ytoit, 145 to. twt or-. 4- ottoato «■! 

tot to oooflMt to iMTO* toflmor* 




tobort. 27 y*'rt. 170 «, btoto btor. brom ty*., •Xltt Ufl 
kip tot burn on lift all* of foot, la froa taito. 


t/1 


Tb« li|*r ooifln*** till aarw to ropatrtotot aat ar* aot p«^ 
■Ibtot to vlM latbm. 




•OOKBi OIGBaporb 


lralaatl«rr -5 - , . 

toUabUity oMiat to Mito 
Mfibly toto 


\ 



?D 


(y^ 

TV 7//;i ACCESS RESTRICTED 


Th* it** idantlfltd baiov hit b««n wlthdrim fro* this file: 



In the review of thii file thli It** w*» T*«)vad becau** acceai to it ii 
restricted. Reitrlctlons on records In th* National Archives are stated 
in general and specific record group restriction stateaents Which are 
available for emlnatlon. The it., identified above has been withdrawn 
because it contains; 

[5^cuTlty-ci***tll«<l Infoneition 


Q Otherwise Restricted InforMtlon 
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Th« itw iJentlfitd balw hti hen nithdraim fnm thii fH«5 



In the revlev of this file this Itei MrirewveS beciuie ecCefs^ it l» 
restricted. Restrictions on records in the Nstionel Archives sre ststed 
in general and specific record group restriction stateoents which are 
available for eualnation. The item identified above has been withdrawn 
because it containi: 

[n/securlty-ciaaalfied Inforaatlon 


[3 Otherwise Restricted inforaation 


lOtli 



HU 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


.'.■tis 33ifi,’5S 


la rtplr rifar to 
DS 


(6 V 

My am Ur« StoTittr;: 

froB the l).parta.nt oj tSilli- ^ 1^ 

bUDBtlOD ina d#llT«^w JJ •« 

EjSm is s? 

Bent of til* to BRko ' 

ropatriation^ fotJa^Wjr II ajjo^ a,4im of Bdmood i 

fJS: ®4?roS5 io S SuilBRa for ptTlns tPa . 
{•“I WsSiSSSiSS^SJ.*"? m-ooo ruw.M ^ 

Th* iUgOOR^lo® • ’^if^atata ^Tb^Wpi"^®^ * 

li tgTMablo to b* ixpondod by it to 

uDdo'i'atanda that ^^'.^AhSitiaa for oSonBOi iaouatln* *0 
ralBburto tho ba Inourrid » 

to 204,000 rubloa wbljb Jf 4o alrtotn iBtrloBB - 

by tb» iJ SoTiit torrltoty tad 

SmSs^bt rJ««l« trwtftmd to ^ 

Aaarlotn outhorltltt* 

. .r2s;5.sf sss J; 5S.‘5*« 

r.s;jii^it“To.ssri;sMrS3i.. «f 

Slncerely^ovirt, ^ 


Inoloavrat: , , _ men / 

1, Sttndatrd Fora 1080, 

2. Six titra oopltt of I 

prtatnt Itttar. 

Tbt Bonortblt 

rrank 0. Paoa, Ir,, 

Saorattry of the Amy. 


John X. Peurllby 
>uty Under Storetex 



•Atfi •f miMUt* 

ti 

IMB M. flt-lM Hm «• 

>• > 

AnmiAli Kn. Him !• Mmll 


MrU •» II %mi, fU« m H*** JT 

le OkltMl Umi *I lilNi*" fiiw*4 n «li 

offlM it IS 1NQ> . 

A« (vHOTMWr awmi •p#** »• •*» J* *5j,*2J* 

W A tUlliaS Ir «»• tmritn mUtn ft' 
loTl.t «tt»rlU*. Ar •«?>••••. .f 111 jn.utJ 

BMrlMB ^rU w U »#*4. i» *• *“• 

«tA U« IMtOOO mMAtU w*U*W« will •aI«»*U 
i lltIuM tolirSJIil .f aw.00p im»u.. 4.Utf f.p.r.U. fiM 
•Tfw u“rlll« k u. 4.U* »fc. f«4. m 

-nqidraS Stmt* •t • *••*•••• it MfciVC* AUt 

1% ii rtfVMM Ikstrif Acllna lUlteM MlUt ti ipMaif 

u IM lUM ArtriMii, MMBfTMM to itoltoito W 

•Ml tiMwlltal tf » ••tol«to4 M ito tH f*r» 10» ^ 

»t (MU tortfiMat toto*to»» k kU «fflto. wwtllM Ito 
toTUM. %r»iUr if fw»i tto ItoUaUM tto rtoto** •t 


j, e. koioikj 
'.«0 

NtMrtal MTliUt 


rnamwiimi (A j(J/VU^A.<A 

nml BlTliiM 




V 




Mflto ^ 

tF 
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Kf 


_KARA, U\ t /J2//S/rf 




^^agffl’caa^ER for tis auijb fo.ers 

V; UNCI^.SSIFIED 

g Jb ^ ppDlTTO liilSiACF DS AyS/AW/keb 

' DATE: 12 Dec 1950 

m HO: 1177 


SRS 


^ ^ .S ' I^ATE: 12 Dec 1950 

m HO: 1177 

FRC^B^JC^ JAPAII 

„ 

TO: DlPrOf STATE KtSH DC.,... ROUTIffi 


follovd.'v; is text of stetwent on sunxy re uirc;atri- 
ated Japamte released to jress Dec 11 ky Public Infonation Division 
FOHOFF: 

"Ibe nuBber of Japanese nationals in the areas under the 
control of the Soviet Forces at the tine of surrender vas about 
2,726«000| of which about 2 J57,OX have been repatriated and 
the reMiiuierj approximately 370|000 in numberi have net been 
returned, AltboU|h aaons those atm unropatriated there are 
believed to be iranj' adthout fsoily or toae in Japan, there are 
316|339 of whoa the naaas are known or sou definite infoma- 
tion h(s been receivtd as of 31 August 1950 after intensive ' 
exaoination and careful cheekine of reports subaitted by the 
families of unrepatriated internaes, prisoner of war corres- 
pondence and data furnished by ropatrlctas-an(r various available 
rosters. Tills figure will increase as inustigatlons becinnlng 
with the overall survey cade in conjunction >dth the nationel 
census of October 1 proceed." ^ 


OFFICI.-L: 


K. E.'SUSH 

Brigadier General, ACD 
Adjutant General 

ly.;: 

Info Copies: 

CinC 

C/S ' 

0-2 
PIO 
AG 


SiHALD 

APr.lOVED: 



Citief, Ciploiu'.lc Section 

This is inforaational nessage on 
subject of cirrent interest to 
Departuent of Slate. 

AT/.’ 2£-J7'?6 



.O 


UHClASSiriED 


oTTjk 
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CL 

USPOLAD:;-lif>idaib% 


fsiomi: AIR POUOH 


16 ^: 23 

R POUOH ^ r.. I*. 

611.61241A1-U50 J 

.0 . 20 


14, 1850 ^ 


a lattar, dated Septem- 
thi CblelSf Staff, 0 - 2 , Tokyo; to 

an of Stiff, 0 - 2 , ^SA, Weahlngton, regarding 

Kertgendej* ®^*^**“ hdW in » prleoner-of-wer oamp in 

... e 

USSR Jipaneee repatrietee from the 

an Aaer^oen jun me being held 

in soviet foroed labor oaape ea of 1946 . • 

loan "!'«-!?• V inforunta, who waa rapatrlatad 21 January 
•“<» with anAnarlean, name un- 

iSST' JlJ In Karaneanda hetw.en Uay and June 

i* 4 o. The Anerioan was described se 25-26 veara of ac* fi* 6 " 

^ •»« w* o.™.. anp..,. 

/ o"‘Xr a;m c 


T -"ru u nn rearB iB -pwigron ohargas of .Mlon - 
W na waa aascriDad aa JJ 5 years or dgi, fldlAht S'?'*?' weight 

ISf tulld, l.rd. ..utt, U, f.S, r.ddi.”b?;m 

hair, blue eyes, fluent in Geman and Ruaalan. Ha was renortedly 
Ul tra a tfl d -bf^thar prlBo n inmates, who blamed the Unli^ States 


for their pr^ ioameat. InfemVnt ataC u ' m f th' e 'Tn aerl oB n ' w ni 
transferred^ epeolal quarters la the same camp In late August 


AttMtion la Invited to almllaritles In th.. t.»n r. — *- 
* v/.i UBMU at GOe present time; 

DEClASSfflH) o ^ 

d.n:eor ^ hitllMlL. ^ 

ACTION CX)PY~DEPARTWENT OF STATE - 
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8 Heidelberg No. 100 


however, other r.epatrlotes from the same areas will be con- 
tacted as soon as possible on this special target. It Is 
recommended that the European Command be queried on this sub- 
ject and/or any pertinent date be forwarded for the information 
of this Command". 


The above quoted letter was made available by Intelli- 
gence Division, European Cooimand. That office recently made 
available a report, dated October 13, 1050 from 7707 European 
Command Intelligence Center, giving Information from a European 
aouroe, regarding sn .unerlcan allegedly hold In a prison at 
Karenganda; 

"1. The following information was extracted verbatim 
from MIS field report 7627/24 dated 13 February 1030, Fuessen 
Team Case No. 210, Classified Document Register BS-0(9S; Ftf 
source 256051; C-2 Uq US Con Log Mo. 1715, dated 24 February 
1950. Date of Infonatlon la March 1947 to November 1949. The 
MIS field report did not give any evaluation. 

"2. 'Source states that he taiowa of one ^erlcan who 
l a Interned In one of the camna rn lUHAHGAMfi A T49°52'N - 
7A^1 c)*£). KAZAKH Source bases hls statemafirT^ fol- 
1 owing: One day I pTOotobar 1949 . a fter he had returned from 
work, one of his fellow YH In the barrack told him of an in- 
cident he had witnessed that day. On-hls way to work with 
his group, he waa passing the vicinity of the .airstrip when 
he saw Soviet militia an d L7D soldiers start beating a nan 
who had been walking In the area. The man cried out thatJM 
i would not stand for~that sort of treatment an d that he was an 
I American citizen, ^ev than beat him and mistreated Min air' 

I tne more and called him a spy. A oar o? tne mu. i»lice~Brrived 
upon the scene, snd the man waa dragged Into It and presumably 
taken to MVO headquarters. Source never saw the man again, 
nor did any of his comrades, but they beard that he had joined 
the other persons who were interned In the area.' 

"3. The MIS field report did not contain any Indication 
that the information obtained from the source had been reported 
separately by MIS 7627/24.^ 

"4. The MIS field report Is now being processed for 
publication by 7707 ECIC." 


Kobert F.' Corrigan, 7 
Foreign Service Offleit 
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* !• 


• • 


• • 


• • 



to 


Door Unit Uoorot 

iisfareses It uCt to your letter of hovac.bor 10 , 1949 
lo wlloh you rofsrxod to o lumbsr of /«srie«& tolciort who 
•re purportedlj boiag hold os pritonsra in the "Iroa 
CurUlh" oouiilrloo. It lo prositawd thkt the solflioro U 
shorn • |t<u refer oors oUogodlx Ukoo priooaer during the 
stoond world wor* 

Tht tenai of tho ureostht rooshod by the Ualtsd State* 
slth tho hOTlot OoYoramoBt oa fthnury 11 , 194 $ ot TUU 
providod for Uo BUttitl ropotriatiOB of ail iAorloos 
oitlsoBS llborotod by tho horlot iJmiH loroet and 6 f oil 
-ovlot eitltant llbontod by bio iwrloas ormed Veroot. 

Cb hoTMbor 26 , 1946 tho ;»oviot Mitltiry of /orolgh ^fsUt 
Ihfoaod tho iiMrioas UUsar Ih keaooo that, "aeoordlBf 
to Ihfor&otlOB rotolvod by tho Uhlttry from tbv. aporo- 
prihto aoTlot sulhorltloi thoro tro no iMrlees oltlsehs 
la irleoaer-of-ttr oaapo la the aovlct Union." v 


Tho .^ydJutaat Gonersl Leportmoat of the .eporUeot of the 
.4isy, the orgaaisstlGa ooooerned with ^xtyr peraonnol. hso 
Informed the LopartBonl of iUte that, aooqrdlnc to lit 
roe&rdi, all of the ^morlcoa prlaooara who *ere freed from 
pritoa ooept and mil of the <«ttlo«o flyers who wore fonod 
to land la tho ;.OTlot Ualoh-hsT# beta roeovorod by. tho 
jjcerldBa alUUrr outtorltlot. It »ai Ittfflie asoer^ that 
no evidohos exists as to the ootantloa or /cioraoea prisoners 
^"var lb Ue bl&or "lion Curtaa* oountrlea. 


Mrs. hloBche I. Leoro — 
)15 Michigan xtobuo, 
2holby, klohUiB. 
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Hm dtpatmA of Stoto !»■ ■» lafonuiUon U iadiott* 
that Iho abort atatcuata art aot terrtti* la Ut trtat 
that foa hart u laquliy roitMias toot ladlilOatl abt hat 
Mt rtiwatd fMa tht aor, it it maultd that |oa 
Manaioatt aith tht idJaUil OtatnI. Uparutat af Ut 
aagr* Xtu Mkjr bt aatartd that tatb a ottt mouU rtttira 
trtry ptttSIlt toaaSatiatloa. 

liatortl/ ftartf 


Mtrlak lalahardl 
Stoatjr ttraatoo 
Offitt of laatm looitaB Affilra 


% 
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OUTGOING TELEGRAM 


Be|iartnuni of ^tate 


1 P.M. 




DEPT has propoaad to UK, PR and AUSTRAL (thru DG hare) that 
n . thtx join US in aubnittlni to n«xt OA quaitlon of fallura USSR to 

V li : 

^ 0 repatriata or othandia anet for POIfi and eirlllan intarntaa datalned 


In SOT ttrrltorjr* Sinca poaaibllltT SOT eooparatlon in lapltaantlnc 

p, ' 

any QA RES on thia aattar ia dight, principal purpoaa in bringing 
auch problaa forward nld ba to inforwj^ world opinion and axart 
Roral praaaura. Roaavar, ovary affort wld bo nada oaaure that prt> 
aantatlon thia eaao wld bo factual and raatralnad. 

Caaa wld bo praaanttd under ARTa 10 and Ui of Charter aa 
aituation continuanea of which iapaira frlondly relationa betwoan 
USSR and watUrn-powara. (On thia baaia wo do not boliove ART 107 
.. I wld praaent any logal difficulty). Caaa wld conaiat factual record 

I SOT failura aithar rapatriata or aect for vut nusbar OER, JAP 

1' 1"^ 

j — I «j^oth€r_22!|a__a8 well aa clriliana deported to USSR, daaplte 

I * r«P*»t«d Allied appeale and in clear violation of Moacow AtreoBen t 

^ -Ia PR 19l>7, PoUdaa ProclaBOtlon 19li5, SCAP-USa Atraoaent 1916 aod 
reoogniaad atandara International conduct. 

** ctlTiiiio FR have Indieatod oppoaitlon to praientatlon caaa and DEPT 

,frK» ••V.T) W 

conaidering poaaibility ptocaading without then if UK aod AUS1RAJ0 


H mA. M M «leM MUr U hA. «• a 
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I. Ic^iv 


•grti, UK MMtlon not jet obtolnod. AUSTOAL DQ 
awalUng roaoUona goTt*'') 

Slnea aupplaentary Hat of Itau for aganda oloata AUO 20, 
nocaaaary raaeh decision on eubnisslon Itaa soonest. 

■ Forigolng for your info If consulted bj FOHOFF. If consulted, 
you shld refrain froa persuaslan alnce In ileir rt atUtude It by . 
no Mans certain we will decide proceed. 




ACHESOII 


EURiWmienieBir 


AUG 16 i:50A.M. 


JWP 


CmmSm. « SU. «l,h.| U mA. *. ai 
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l^weiGN SERVICE OF TOE UNTn® STOTES Of AMi 
OfERATlONS MEMORANDUM 






, Jimn-y KOJEKliLUrwa und John tu'.ll:::! 


con«u)iJiTn5iriSJ!i^^ 

Md« kno»m to tbolr foUtlwi in tho OnlMd Sutw. 


“•m?! old, palntir, Md l oldUr In tho ^Un ltod 


‘ Tlic lnformor '5 ad'trtaa la Known to the ^naulote 
Cahiral ihould any lurthar Inioraatlon bo daaired. 


^ I • 1 RD ^ TittiwllUl Kj iMMto ^ J^V 

DC Iff F»r 


AJLc^<L 




11 %, 

T 






GUS»nMTKM JfM 

CENTRAL INTEUJGENCE AOENCIT 

INFORMATION REPORT 


REPORT NO. S0 63715* 
CONa 

"muMi ij 

OATEDtSTR. 6U]rl95i 


‘SUBRST itmtiMTtitamu tt Vti iaCuUt. - ’* ','N0.DFT!AQES:1' •" j‘ 



SUmJEMENTTO 

iiErofrriio. 


% 
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C-LNmii'fTEU.IGEKCiMCNCr TbepoRTHO. SO 6J381 |7^ 

IWFORRIATION REPORT cow. 

OATEWSm 84 UiT 














t 
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•u'-ru-n 

CENHW. tfTEUJCDXL* AGiEl>CY REPORT Wi. SC' 
‘“*'^* 5 ICrOnKATIOW iiEFCRT cow. 


Iti 

I.t. 


COimn.1f ^au/Utiat 

SUBJECT CaoHfilJt fr«{.tiNnt of Uoitad liotiwt 
fnucaint 


BATEDiSff. U Atti H 
HO OF WW3 * 



X (teltoiitUaoriemariBIffvhsvuorvAindlf ttM GcEniBttna«ea9 0itab« 

19$0 «■ MBt te a pKtaoa mp at l|?nktaaK A>3AJ Jb Barth 

B. flda aaa? la MdflMBr M ateet IfMO i«arlBn BT pelMini „ 
vM ohMt 700 «ra m0«m, annalaataair 1,9C0 HE frimmru, aod afai^ 9<0 
ilTlllH a^Oac'mX thi Ctaltod HBIbs ItrtM. Aim an w«o aliaainad 
Ir aatliBalltr arf haanl lalarmfea vHih ii r a nB i U d ahot 70 anjMh. . 
iU >lMan ««• anatlMHd aad aniiM aror tfern *7t iiut wn 
idM 2ah «a tlMMlTia. bah an iwalnl a lailjr ntloa «C TOO snaa af , 
aSUai, la^v, • can, la ttaair. bt aetaally tiaor roaclia^ uMf awe 
eni nit la akan half tta aad^ «aatltiM. ilditleaalAaA aoald la 
abtalzadir lartarUrwtaho^ aailMi, laau, aalalfuwttar. Ra UialaU . 
ar btclliv af 17 hlad ana aarpUad, lit atna au amllaala. 

2. RCX plaaaanamralaaaadaftaraantortf wmBlaaethit (ttaaoleicr 

>« 7 ertlt« ttaar neU an lalaaaNd m 30 OoaiBhjr) aad jtna tU alolu t£ 

♦ Miriap thi iDBth lofon arqr, aattUaj iaia aa atrlZlau la Barth bmr. 
tr ntmOH « tnm. Maat of thOM rolaaaad van flraWaar aoMian 
cralrtliau. ttay ana laand awtlXleataa of ralaaia wMct aaoli It 
anud an wy hack hna la ardar to abtoln fbof. 2rto Joetl ?acidasvc. 
Tinieva atetrd ttat foad elm to r*to»:d m'Mm w dadasttl nra^ tlslr 
icatlai la Uzd, 

3. naCUwaacdlrrthbmatecaalBt trooTirafarrad to tha w prlacDOia 
aa ■U'nraud aaldlan.* 

A. lam duarlaata am CTliwl la daeal n i *«a*T 19n aad wra tanad an 

nttolanlhaadmrtoraaflhclactllaiananv. iaaocdlac to aa af/lcc.' 
af tito beth lacma Itoto baartty Bmaa, they aan aehodalad to N aaat to 
rrtKP H •• aa* n «0m tm fmnl irn k pa r^ma than aanrliad te thalr 
toaaHto. di.] 0 fMm, ttaramadUlalmlaadwnnnRalllc . 

. toaiwrtr bn tb bat flato toward lb bat O^ita. nW thi nparrtalaB wP . 

• tlaaa Ihath bran aaldlm. m tb Aacrlaaaa affaand ■dancarlahad mt 
aaah tm lard ^Jlap., 
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owTWLwiCujiiaiifiocr uDORTNa $ 0 idsx 2 * 
INFORMATION RCFORT com. 


nun , liTtin MMMWKrfBauaM^ 

Scm IBB ilEFEIIi^i^E I 


{wrcoam 


oncoF 

MFOL 15 M 7 NSL 


’-.po NOT CIRCULATE wmB tuno 
' . moniia 



1 M| ■ UKM^UOD.Itfm^ 


liiiiHPhai»Q 

tltatnOrl 


UUilu aif tll ai w rti ii i 4dlr O fl iM lH 0^ 

tO^ m iiHMm iC Mm IM CUm Imn «4 tiM iHk CUm mittiiT 

UCHii'ilfUliM amUtth 

3. 1k« irtiam «■ Itai a it rip« fiM IB |i 

<>• WU «apMBHIi^MU fta Md* tMr Mlaa aMtoHdl, Mi 


k fctoaitft — IttMi wifiy 

•im mi l W t m Cmiw, f Mtl rn m^ amuimi inpMln Im IM^ 

^ bMMd(i|L t 1 . — ■ — > — , 

^ l a jl aM l, m aialalMi MU. W ImI ly tU t lMa» n . 

•. iMMiclfA A t)iMteaCtto«MkM wHdMMiilaMM 

3 eiipiV, 1 MuUi^ 3 i a stiuiMt kwtiik. 

. 4. >a AL)i— iiiiMHi ■■iWiii wifai •• 

ft I >li«lMM,»BhtolM| | MMMMliMla>MMmaU ' 

Mfclwi tWiiM to iwaUM. 

. «. nNy t(N]<|>MifcriCifcMMM^fiHM»f 
Mm. S nrfiiiil lMMMiftM !• MMtft^ IM Mia impw la iMMil. 

r. )taMftvarifta«M>UMiMtlMiprtMU, 
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j»W12» 

S fUM»^ O^rl 4 }»Mib««f tbt cviulatlaar. jaBiflr«n4*.'p^^ \ 

t Sftrifl«|; 

. k. Xai«MM.(|iL«1|l|)»MteiiCtk««qMi^^ 

L: JB||BeaB||t» Ii^IL XiDa036a*tte«d*«Ma£JipnMrMUlt«r' '. 9 

> MHksn&lr «c ^ aiiip MMlUw. 




# 
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CCNTWl^KTaLJaENCE MENCr REPORT NO. SO 7 Ue»* 
INFORMATION REPORT coho. (89 

fM* 

COUNTRY Chia* DATEDISTR. •Icpt. »5: 

• SUBJECT iamimm filtiun iT Sar ii WiJwi arf Owf • NOi OP WOES ■ 1 y v- ' 


.5S" _ gJjflgrTaj 


ms B IMMUUmD MORI^ .|. 



Imn iCwmiB«lMa|tlMMn •rwttth* arr aaltqriMlMi, . 

m «• MUalaii 

)• :h>r. aMMT to IOI«claiBfe. l Dlvl«la. 

r*.UMn ^*** ■"***• dl^alaa (fit). 

'“-»■• *> >• " •^- ['^^..J_J| II. ■ — 

IMk.Ul.to ^ tf )i Uajw. Ip ttwP ••*•««•□ ' 

»- u r\ 

I«.-«totl (fx'li 4P )t ilr ftnm UntaBt. {jja. "h T» I ^ ^ 
Ito UU Bf tola tofwartlaila U 4fi0irt IW .4'!^' mnOlL^ 


Ip ttup li Mto. □ ‘ 


M I. to if B|toJtd 7 atom OO taarlaa prlaaMt tt to» UUc told u tba ftnar 
ftUaaf CR'Dad^'iactortaUasaattUftcalaCatow. ftor«wa flato 
to» naato toUr af toa bm faad totoaaa CMPitot aalAtrs raaalOT aad wn 
totoi eivtoliUrpiJMtol aiKaalaciaallnltoaik SMrpariB Bwa • ' 
tnm tnm toa {wiiaa ibsUbbI U tm *"■» C«pbb 4 laadiaartafa* 

M I. thaehtoaaaCapMrtatlPlamnytalir toa i — a < Bf UB Ptoa haa aaUttoP 
a. m «C toltoA JBttaH iftotoM BtBW #<a.M tfato aiMtoto «. OMtoaaaa. 

" Mi aaat.toM-toStotohl Jto^ni 'aatoirtatoMtoarBntBitlxItotoa*. ' 
laaliaiK U toartBM. I Mto*. a* V» tMto lanaa. Mb toaa «B iMra 
la «to flrat * anlaala. M toa laialtotr aato lator to aaatoar cn'V* 
TIm tamaaa aad arttt* rrlaaara aaa a«totoi4 to Itoa famar VU afflaa 
to IkaaMB. Caatob tosr an natotatai a toa toltotoc, to> an naalvlBC 
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MiCNO RETORT NO. SOT2900V 

INFORMATION REPORT cdno. 


tcouKTRY Chlai QATI0I5TR 20 Stpt. 19^1 

SUBJECT ?rla«Mn af Stf In OMiHltt aui HO.OFRMiB > 


.00 NOT CIRCUUTE 

MFD. lf$l REPORT Na 



1WS a UNEVAUMTED INFDRHATXM 


1 . >• tf ■14i^P9tottar, tJm mn n MtrUat wlkmn •f wv tWlMd In ■ 

tmtanr MUli| it U CUa Aai ) in tai**«ic (UIkIT* )0*)2). 


E, Thn /■•rttfft wn lalac fmlM Ua aan tipa nf Mit in p*itM kf 
iim CMmw r — m l I».0tw fi t ftr ■KflaHW* «lvtl nanMU, mi had 
ftMdM ar M««»i vlthU tta haUdlni. thix nathad MMaora far amrd 
haan atih'dJtf, «d tha maiiidir af tJialt Uaa ma dmtad u ^aliUeal 
InatneUaa. 


3. A faraar ChUHW awdant la Marlat, naatd CH'SB «'ni<<haw| « 

In chin* af tha ^riaeoan. I Sarlal aajar awd ;a-Ua-la»tiac (|jl 1 % 
J }. aw ilao tfilcnad ta wort with tha Aairleai prlaaMra. 
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incATior^^^Br. 

fo^Stion rei 


SUBJECT ronatlto tf Joiat Oohm^ 
ThlrtMD CoestmUt J^ui* 


UTE or 

IHFO. ItU 


JE ASENOr REPORT NO. SO T27M* 
REPORT CO NO. 

DATEOisni n s«iit. mi 


SWPIEMEKTTD 
REPORT NO. ■ 


“ W ORCUUTE 
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oouNmr chiM 


.CUSSiFIWnQN ||L_ 

cornu MTOUQfflce/^^ 
INFQI^MAtlON REPORT 

rjsaiTBnstiigH 




ROWTHa so 7 ldi 69 * 

CONO. 

MTERSTR. 23«)t*5i 



teJ Mabv/lMinidMMlaMirlMmiafwnrl'vidlatarta ' 
kr tniB ftai Ant talM fo It* tMMT iiri— 

MUlae«BhMi. Ite IM .tf t^dla 8M^t7 VM pmM 
«ni« tt* ^ w fMriJB wm pmalitM U nyrotdb •Ioot 

ttaSOartm., 


X 


l> C tiy h n »«. □ 

Tii n t 0 

Mkt MIM 

mil. 
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OCD 


Pi 

if J|. • 

INFORMATION REPORT com. 

COUNTRY Cbliu DflEOSIR 9$ Oot $l 

SUUBCr 'Uutf IttlMi Mmhh r« la OMnUi CUM mOTMfifS f 


MTEOF 

WRX US^tiiMr 


SEEf'SSPTi 

._iSJSU«aun I 


SUmfMNTTD 

RErwrm 



WBBUNEWUJMEDIWQIUW^ 


. te 13 SapMhvnO 2^ (0 | fl), • «f tl» CateA aal 

Mh Oilaa nutarr Im MaMtUn, aCtar 
tm ad MUife iriaMn af mt M 59 ft Mai Aia^ 

CatM, Jaadaada|nfcttltla|»tlaa«fMiipMM«|U9*^a*- 


2. laM •< aa #2 iirlaMaa la tkta aaa f2«» <t*«u «|Mfc 

AiVi Ika Mtia OlaaMta «d tka Mtia iiDla Mtallm m 

a failam _ 

a. Vattad SUUa tl|Wli tawi )* (f-Maali),? Irt 

)>. anal alflar. 

"t-all (H )*(r*o»th),J amal afflaa. 

U-aa P ^atal. 

A».«a r!^j|| ), allatad. 

■a art-Ma tf 0.1t) (raU)|3 anllatad. 

77 { -II ito.tol.*a.dU> tM'i > <Y*»UW),3 aa- 

niESiM. 

‘ *a J ** if OiMt^-d Uh (ill i } (f Janla)^ 

• S •U-tad. ■ 

^ ) (n*v).’ Mlatad. 

*■*“— ’'APPto'FOft 
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^ . CCUYRAL |t 4 TELiJ 6 ENCi MXHCt ClEPOfITNO. SO WM 2 

INFO RMATION REPO RT coho. 


»LAC£ ' 
•CSlitREO I 


DATE D*^ 2? OOT SI 

Lti 0 B 0 iMI||H . N0.0fi¥ccs ? , a 

AairtMamMaSrnrVtf 

‘ lasffipA-. ;•■■ j,«r ? 


'tTE Qc JttM IMI • bit* April 1101 

■m 


SUmfMEKTID 
REPORT Na 


couxcrprs wqwiwaw cmmu or o»wnin_ 






-• THISlSUMVAUMTEZltNFORIUndN. 
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1 

i 

• 

j 


PMBH 




MPORTNa .SO 

T.i. 


INFORMATION REPORT 

COHO. 


obuHTRY CUm/lam 

DATE 0^ 4 iWii^ 1^ 

i 

SUBJlCt ttdW htiiBi IMMMn iTIkr i» 

IrttanIkMi 

NaOFMGCS 1 


SY OiiSiLE 

SShKmF 




tumnorio 

nroRmo. 
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ONTIUL INTlLLtCINCt AOOlCr 


INFORMATION REPORT HEPORTHO. SO e?*??* 

' ■ fa'tkii-atr"" 

00 MOT CmcUUTE o^ora*- «'‘ru» 

cr iMrtm mmmii #f vu u MO. or mo£S z 




SUPPL£ME^rrTD 
REPORT NO. (fl 


THIS 6 UNEVAUUTED WFORMADON 


Ii mOr 4 rtl 115a, Uu« n» 33 AmiIm yilMitr* if «w «t tka NMiktaftB 

Gmv. fU ftUMrtag la » lartial Uat af tka iMrtaaaai 
a. t«t^^«klk (naltk). mnta, aH ku. 13 lagt.. M 91r,t Utaklai. 

Ckla h aiMklk^Vla, Mma, lad Slf, 

«. Il»>llak.40a (tlbnlt), 0 <a., ISU laft., tad Mt. 

I. I»it'a-ak'l. Mma. d Oi., 32ad laft.. Ttk Uy. 

a. la-aat,^ I d.. isik »It. 
f. «H<«k*l. A d.. 3lBd Ban.. 7U nr.i at*. :iJJl6CS". 

t. Iilaac<«klaa|, MTata, la>ata-|'a (tlaal) lact. 

k. aUMl-:*, frlTala, I3rt M Ht.i aaaklad kf «ka toai af taa ftal 
fc arai n i n *f«a^»(iMiniar>mYatn.3<fcii«».rii»ow»^ 

J. rM>ll^a-U, rrlYvta, 'i d., 3M laft., Ttt IIt.i at*. 


I all tlaallad aad at* filiaBaia aan 

APfBDOFO,^ 

1 1 rillV Ml 
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INFORIMtiCN REPORT REPORT NO. SO 


OWHIW ibm/iau» ^ DATEWSm fCj VfiZ 

SUBJECT cii^ la larth li^ NO.OPPMiES 3 


a 

' 


■ WTEOF' ' >. 

. 4 luau 7 . . Jhy 19 S 2 

PIACC 

ACQUIREDijte . . 


SUPPUMENTTO 
REPORTNa , 


IMS B UNeWJMTED INFQRMXnON 



Wm- mioag AttimlMtf tin Offlw aad Op QaailflatlaB 


/its? MaoBW AtelatatnUTi OCritt (Ckaa Pa.IlMLllJCk't) 

(^T9nOA/UM/USi), M am— r AttaeM to Ui paaal 

— tf ^ yy l» ftem* M* Kgtt laria. Xfco cfriot, fSSrly la 

a. ^ tftlM kd amlspol tin* irpH of |rloaMr<«f<w Mii. Oun tvnA 
6^*u* dttalalai |— on vio «ikllit*A in ni—iii iMilBp. m 
«^UMt*ns*d Ir «aMldmte kwknt of tl* frlfOM* tU tl* *U«la| vtttla 
tk* *1^ at Cenalat nUi** aad MtUMi. tti larpit vmm vfetel 
^ ko tkoHik jrtanm, n* at CkuilUn. >m* aMn nr* alM tt 
r alTna lila OSMf, tt 06 ) mA Ikek't 00 -^ 3 * 

3. Baftn anv*, all ofMtfrvM* la nuana. IIIiImI nit I— lit ■jnuia 
yin*lt 4 nrtola *■«■*■< "ai aklUa.. l^taala at Vma ma§t wmm 
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k. lonMl prlaov^rnu cup*, ail at tUDt i*r* la tetl Xom, AatalacA 
\ prlacaari akoa tM Canulau fill Kulaaiti hrljoun la tk pun aad 
j CUV* *U1 not b« uebaaitd. . 

1 $.. OtflelaOa Qt lortkfiirna ptianar tf mr .tup* aaat tfpori* n laAlTlkal 
irlaalan to tkrVar ftlanar AdaUlatnrtlTrQfYla*» OoopanttTf prianaau'" 
wi balai tnaafamd to paast oaapa* Kt uaj cttiun fan hal^ akot|' 

XQ£ anqr aoldlan van ‘**laf nladoetiiaatod aad auliUatod lata tka- lortl 
Konaa ax^. 

kaatoirCato 

6 . Irlhr^ 2 anutlarttLlian*>rptlaaaariirnrni 9 ^d*tolalartoaln>kaadNdi- 
' prlaonaxs, fu. anr T'al Uar (1132/1519 ) Bomtala,. als aUa* aaotlant «r tka 
i i B i dim ff (12fi-03r 39-09) (lJ-kfl37} minad atotm.J- tt* eoEpondf dlfUod. 
fLU Wkadflntaftnd atoaalDnato latofOBTiatUtiantordaBrlaaB, lB(lUk,- 
aegyattjateprlaoBCTwdiriaaanf aCottamtlnnHtlaa> kaUlSkOdafrlaanj.* 
100 biUak, ft Tfldttah^ tad aoo kiotitad Irnak,. SBtok, aad Caaadlaa. tn*|a». 
Moat- or tk* Oaltod I tatn irtaoBara far* ankn of tia 1 OavaliT Uxlataa aad 
tk* 2k lUflutn’ OlTialoa. Oaaaral VilUaa: Baan au amd fraa laikla aad 
.Ntodaa to tkla niV la 195 L. 


aaetlaBs^ envallad. tkfprlaoDBfu to *t^ ter tkrarkDfCBf. to lakor for £Mr 
koarVi. to dlama poUttaal pnkljaa tar tan kaaB« 

r -3 S* OKlIhr-alaf tksnaad (da) ncanqr irlMaovaad'tlttr Siitod latlaaii- 
prlMDira nn In nna at tka Xudl^ aai9^ atoadlu troa apprealaatalr 
]ir 4 S 363 to Il>k9k366 la »fall*ra«dda'/«l, lkadicac>(Qto (12^,. 39^) ' 

(BM 37),2 OCtkrMC wtr pnaflaar »10 fB an t n r a rfttana, 50 p u a nt 
aoB-onKlaaiand; attitm, ud' kO p amnt )ntntoa» Of tkn Dkltod latlan 
prlaoaan-iapanntnn-lagran. Xh* jfiaoaan, aka iwaltad fto ijbmk at 
•Bm£n£aaltlnet. 4 kt nrBntrataljaditotnBlBaMlafntaaljrtmnBV • 
.nak. d^r oat of tkr uvn » da amaf* tf too ptIacMa ton dplac iaUr ttao. 
aalaatrlttoo aad oraptln tgrplu. tk* tojonty of irlaeaam afc tkla mat aorv 
«nmol7 aatL^Conniat la tdaklad. Bn* lortk Eorau anor VkU, arnd 
.vltk nsk'* aadrtClni nn at tk* ntnan of atek am, ~ 


P-3 9 * to I Ihp approElntalj liztaaa koadrad KZ tzar prlMaan of nr|. laeladUf nr 
kottdrad efTlaan aad flva kndrad aaB-aonlulaaad otfiean. nr» at tka- lortk 
bona prlaoaar of nr aaio iHbcr I06 at atprcalntalj XD-Vf22lk| 1*E lll an tan 
■Ottttont of tka Krla lailzead atotlaa ( 12 $- 51 , 3941 ) (XD 4722 ). Maooan 
kaia k«f , katlac kan pntnud tteonk fl** tdaolofleal acnaalavi, am> 
balland to b* potaotlal esoTarta to f/namiaa. Ba pruoam balland tkat 
tkip tar* to ba utlallaud lato tka lortk Coraaa axto* totoara of polittoil 
aad aacurltp dataeknata aalatalatd atrlet mmlUaan of tka prlaoun. Ba 
nmLUaan aftaa na nrrlad oat b* aukan at tkn* bamn who utarad tka 
Bay dlagalaad n prlaaaan. 

r-3 10. Bek prlaaoar noala d 50 bob Boatklr, 1 kllafnn tf yla tad k5 ptm tf mir 
bata all, racitakln, aalt, aad lap baaa into dall 7 « Be prlaaaan nr* aaarlai 
talk Eonaa amr tolfon. Ba irlaaava an* anatraettoc tlr nU akaUan 
aaar tka MlMnnl alitlald tan loan nak dv Bo kom of laloetrlaadloa 

laataraonMalaa tolddillp. Ba» i rl i nn a kad ban ar p i l aa d Into ayda 
artaarm. lirirertkoanp'B ftorhattollaao lad tkar ptotaon aa^aarir- 
platan, fair atndi. A fwrd platen, aaad flSk )M.'a, nitdan, aad ISVa,. 

n* at tk* aato> 
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Bi*a 

jn^ lacing 80 B««nw, Mr» a tta lartk Xoma rriumr iT Mr miv Mt . 
iWitte af ttkXonar lMB,au» (:U&*83«3S47}. (ir-T39(}«>.«*>> klXPiiita*»,- • ..• 

eoMBitd tka aa^>. JLltkauik atkrt* Boltad (aiioM^ triMoun . 
Mt yidBl rad to work, tka MK u^r ^Huam aacatmtaA akiltan lid 
^^*****?* ttt- tattn lay, n* prlicun nuivaA mIT fill fciUi 
nrnpo.. Mawai-atf tto pt.— ^ attilni Hii^ 

ttiOfttorTlHata ■■> iBiiMW »«» — t— of^ • 

• laiHanrf iatHtia^ — **^ r* — ^TH i| ■l■ ^ l■ ^ a ^^ fift— 

>Mn^iiiiiiiirMkja:.»^ 


-3 12. lB.lAtt'A|rUaipnidmtal7 atg|«kiiira4imta<latlaia irtiMmim iBfc 
• ■ ^r iwl iktlten at MjfnoUmUlx I&436fiO 1« * fiUiy kitwaa 

OMikrtt«gte.mrfiiitiinr«iatirtl»«^p^;r.^ 
y hadr^O tm i o aMi l it nUlmm, tmAwimmf^rni gmtML 
^ “f!?; •■idi.iB^ atoo aad it ai|kt. tta MjtMtr tta «Mla 
’*?,‘*ff^*»*»M“^^lllMi «Caitaaftlai«^ tta fMfiUUitlMf* 

•uUr yli^ te tt» Hr. ^ IRlaaaar maiviA l«k aaav aat <00 .W tf- 
•waaL tln» tliai daUgr aid ^ aaakiw if danttaa aaekAv. tha wliaMK 
*mM 4 ia^tBaBfcfBrMhBK<«lattaidlBdaa«rlniliBMUM»ar«w .' 


13. te<Anarrl93ft i^M«dautidltatai irlMHnrlailidlaf IlM 
Mpoa*, vara latac datidaad la tn featldUa at bill ha &■! Cklik. it tto 
aovtlMit aonar af tka litanaatliB, la hkdaa. toi kalUliii aMd u th 
*Md4Bnrtantla.laiaolaaSm dvlivtto Aiaaiaraaavatla. 


- «*■ MMMaatal aC iti|- IhiknMo kafclai tk» taa^rt«r killdlaf* . 

^ kaUdiap-kU tUr raaO. All irliaam kaU kara, fltk tki aiatllA iT 
^■a yd U iabMti, — a artiitad iitiial. tta |naaa«i,.lrMWd te 
* 2 ? altkafhaakaad^ttoladtahMMMt 

nqolrad to a«k. bo kaan af lidocMiatlDi wam aaadaatad dallf kr itatf 

^ * kalart kaaa» Inv hnaad. IHaaam wan lantttaA ta §lMr kaaJfcU 
yih^aaaruaid. Aa attaavt of tkraa aklta prlaaaan la «Mp auaad 
m wltkdrml at paralaalim fkr wkita frlaaaan ta walk alan tknhk itraata 
la tka nelaitj at tka aa^. lm Caaanlat aaldlan oardad oaan of 

akltt irlaaaan tkaa aaek gnata laTt tk^’kalldlaca. kaftWH, kaai m , aoalA 
M** **t>ld( tka aoipaBBd ana Aaal/ aid ladlvlbaUf , haa. tfTllM aid an 
niatakla wara aamd dallr ta tka irlMaah la ^oifa af 10 ta 13 aaau Om 
pUtem at Cklaaaa Oonnlat inllHafa fwtod tka ^ 


^■IliihBan^ la Uta Ittmij 1932 In tkenaid frtaaHB, lU^Ur 
aauiad tnarl tV—t n , wan- kal^ iit|lndat tka kaa* i nnlala 
Ikwakll— tan ant-aC 2halnA.a|i|B2PPIIIHHMBABHMaiin 


2. Hm ffn ana t . fkU li jraanaklj 
. ahmu la. a ngn ia ^ akna. 


Ala la jMnaklf laflnaUn an tka nn aaav aa t 





’’jpe-s Of Harry S. Truman 
Pay.'hologlcal strategy | 

Board YS<rV 3 "^ |. 


nrrussintD 


f( 5 «) fo[<^ 


KIHm 




j^' i.v‘' 


D^:il.l bl»»: 45 ±- 

l-Mr.tHinftMV 


i*^Cr , ' 0 

Scortff Aioifor , 

^liouer 


1* Xsa -filrrmn T-^ is Ootifbw w Amaspcd md imt to the lisritaqr 
«B the qaattloi tf rqntrlstlai «f prlsaMH if wr, 

3« ttm •n be M MM thsi the fsrettla yepstrlstlai of frltoBVi of 

M la iBss wdl bm ■wiws tCliwM f^MIi fU i l — ftwepwit- 

tloBf for sniriwm ta asM* 

^ )• Ov t m Mwd flf anlM and aaWUdta nyatriataa bu ta SDfbrbanata 


tatntflathae 
. bOTikir. 


iislimwMBiraUai 



5* Oat fflly aaa wbinwatty ab«^ at IbM fmm Miriat Iba M A 

lUdai l«a ar OMM Ml *BWa «a M iaivv faralttr iMaml* fta ▼ 

taut— t m bait flfia iM aaliw iMr baaiMTi aab baaa arfflalattj gaad 
ar mU yriOUlMl ba aaua tta flaav ilalva. 


the laMbla af fanS^ t»- 



T. ftaU«aallBi4lfaaMiabaaMllll0Mf ««Hai*JaallallaaM 
that « an ailtiiV as aff art la aiAMi ftdaiMta aa a fAMai7 bMia« (» 
ara aat iMaf la thla teMe iMbiMr haaaM aa ara aab fM laa^ba 


«!! 
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Papers Of Harry S. Truman 201 
P„cholo,lc.l Str.t.„ j ^ ^ ^ iaortM* 

1.51 — MM'/.ct*/ irait/ OirtWt 

W«B»- , 

teainnJW**^^ 



****** 


;;!K/3K» >***"■**" 


/t 

f; fl. tl. .' 
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•NJOM, kor.t A’.F : 
— Pv;, Hiiiv J '’.itnp- 
<f U« Vui, v ij, 
lun of ^ Noil/i Kc.. 
'(1 -*mp *• pvo'nt/nr 
la >cr. He'wouin 
"ician In rarip 
allay, hf told how hr 
i» Cnlnaae puards a.i 
“Thry didn'i Ilka ma 
t': Ilka than 
alactrleian ii an un- 
an m a compound and 
uniata ware powarltii 
m. 

a Ihinr. IP-a Comma- 
not Ilka my hat," ha 
:ad puahtd a piica of 
Olua Chlntia hat to 
look Ilka a Unltad 
' Porca iiaua peaked 

uitd hla job to ti- 
r propaianda Iccturii. 
Jidn't want to itay 1 
•a (hi iiihta went 
I aaid. 


A-IVi the tmatiated ikk 
.'Cl who came back in 
> daya Of iha axehanpi 
ha f niricana even ap‘ 
|•••| happy-jo-lucky" 
aoinj pretty food," 
•m ihoutad. Another 
ira t tha mtaa hall?" , 
■-ha I'nilad Statee rd 
sre Neroei. The flw 
of iweniy.five were at 
Mt cf them from the 
ad -Twenty-fourth In- 
ntm. The third ffoup 
••0 iugtiy made up of 

■nbered do'.m ladders' 
niclca in jovial epirlta ’ 
an animal akin drum 
wore a red-and-white 
a iplash of color tol 
heir Communlit prtion* 


imnirTMiT 

*hen L;fji U.ii'a Baler, t of aomar- -•“-r--' -'. 

'■illr, .V J, tji! them, as hr naa .f’ 

All Anveruin rrpalrlaUa, that thfv A,,: /'•'pV',' ■l.y''-''" 

wotiU re''.vc all Ihr-r hick r«v i'-.-'r. ^ '* 

immedinteiy nr.d ihai each trxn "cM , . 

.had f.een raised on» |ra>lt in rank -n-.'’. l-i ! 

, ^Vonion lUdi Drmnnatrair. tri'n'V' - • .*.',5 

PUSA.V. Korea, Safurday, Ao; -'Verity cf';:.''; 

3 lT~a *roup of 473 North ko-''’*r‘'-itii-: of a:r.;,n}; fu;;,*;-r 
I rear women Communlita who ar-’*f''''’''P' ' 

IriMd here today on the flrai par:\ 'Jft« '-V.i'.e ' utitej v,a::s rmfy 
lof their Journey home attfed | ■ pAflicipst-; and cicjeriia fuhv 
tdemoniiratlon at thedocki. 'C . silcro .'eisinr to 

"Cel away. Yanheei," the'.'v'’’ ’-he Korean 
,ihouted i: lecurity (uarda. ' an ir ; tcia of the objec- 

[ They had thrown away their I rj. I ' ■N‘«‘-i^r,i-L‘-.a 

.ulir Kriion |arb before thev do- iy Macc.Vl r.eini cf 

I barked from the ihip br:nrnis .;..7;'‘',t'' "'-ePMder.t. a.-.d deme 
(them from Koje Island. They wort *-'*r.t on, 

'slack.*, Rusiian-type tunics ir- . ^®' -‘*''---:sis abide by thr 
shiny leither belli that they had ’W'.ite t,-. jeed 

made In capllviiy. .* •nc .asunf jjcjce may 

Guards loaded thim •board.iJjf.rtw 
buiei at tha docki and iraniportad!*'^ *’*®*^'* 
them to a iriln for their joumeyi Doetimeoi of ii paiei 
no^ward, ) Jh* teprr:. ccrlddlhr iex;i is 

J'"**" ’'•**'* three ‘ 1»eument of ninsiee.-v tuns but 

[North Korau and two CWniielin ‘ha *t*k$ aheid the ^ttenuon 
r.ed Cwis Obiervart at tha doeki.l*^ forelp efflee* of Qii world 
They thfw* notei but fuardi b* focusid m thou juo wordi 
fused to let the Communlit Red'Ot the ilxteen-powir decliraicn 
Cross wvrken pick than up.ipfltfstrs the rrou? 

Cuifdt also barred photorraphers. Itafpihf cfficmitv alient urtvl thiw 

f w FI.:; 

1 BELMONT. Maes , Auj. T®- r"rre wv r-c?mcr.' tba; Lha 
Kl2i_iW)«J. A- Van nea t rstfrid Pi-'To-’e -f the decbniien 
Eonunander o{ the united States ‘ i“' thwenemv 

plhth Army in Koru, eitimated '"■* t-'"'? I’ .:'-.'' Naiions' trooca 
lionirht that wlaria pertintite e f i®mr' 

R S^ s f ffi SS 

0.1^ lOirMM' tlBnt'a*iy ‘ Ipnf •: the United Na- 
gtomauiniir wti "corservi- !w* ba-'orr o -.i .-juli bo ciken 


i; 25 Huki Reported Slain rpaiej a:; t;-; 

MANILA, Au|. 7 LT*— Geverr- 
1 mint troops killed twenty-'ive 
Communist-led Hukbalahep r-j;. onnl 
li.'ewi and wounded twenty !-. the "imeJ Bl:'( 

■lut iwrc week! on Bouthtoi'. Li.- lon-t Oeirff,- 
ton liland, the Army laH todjv 'bs! h ri** c 


sners Freed in Xorea -*• ''- four rou.- bvfr:* «.?>e report 

1 1 -r.a L. liii.'-ti I. •;.iri”;.d Tie miila 


iwir liui “ " 5"! 

aSfivwiRM. ", „„ 

zi: ;;r 


■public fli * p M It:, L'nitod Nk- 
-loiii neadqiir f'£ mui viiiud by 

the ii.Aii i-.K, • . 

'■ 

Cli.a .ir-.c.i .f.-.-u.-y Oereral 
Himmsrsxjsii .-i t.ncn cama 
:down i, ..n, ^«•;ri^y Council 
^chamber to mec; the preii. 

Oiica the report was Uiutd, ft 
biaina c!;v:.-.-i t.hit Oeoiral 
riatk .1 'la-j beet made 

with t;;ai i;rvii;:'...’;t lo cjvad, yha 
I point .'le strrssfJ was im un- 
poriawe ol the '.inemalibaal char- 
jicter of Iha Unifiad Conmaad. 
General Clark paid inmie la 



U,3. Airmen Imprleoned In Seat Zone in 19A6 


Following ii Infoniatlon tranoaltted to IIICOO 
of tha jimtiloan Coewulate General In Brameni 


/ 'IS* ) 

1 by :Vlct J^t^har Day ^ j 

^^ek -celled at the 


"A wm (sho aaid his niue wu Heim h, 

Conaulate General on ISarch fl and atated that vhil# he 
S^wa^lit. in Dmaden In 1%6 he met several U.S. Airforce officera 
who irere alio iaprlionad thare, 

«Whlla wa uauaa tliat the capture of these offietrs, 
actually occurred, hae lon« since been clarified, «• 

Ktl(!ooX‘a report in the event it eight be of tma interest or valuer 

•The returnee, Heim Peter Koldonek, born Deo 29, J^^O, in^ee^n. 

profeaaional aoldier (Fahnenjunker/Unteroffltier), dlachurged ^ cwp 

Bautien on Jan 18, 1954, approached tie Console General 1" 
rive Bone information on /inerlcan officers when he met In Russian 
captivity in 1946. fife present residence of Ksl^nsk Isi Brenen, Halnerweg 
69, Ptfugee eemp. / 


•Tfaldonek mol the Jliaericen lieutenant ^\H, about 26 to M years of 
age, from the 23rd Airforce Regiment, Detroit, witils J" 

Dresden prison (Ghtereuchungsgefaengnls), Huenchensr 

shot down by the Russluns In the area of Croesenhoin 

•bout .Aug 17 or 19, 1945. He was copturad by the iluaslana on suspicion 

of eaplonoge. ^ 

"In the cell next to Ktldonek a Lleulenont . hS^floor 

was Imiirleoned. Other American officers were imprison^ JJ * 
of the Flam buiWinc. Lt. Koh had been trsneferr^ to the orison at 
iLchemr llatt fron the -General Ci'U niell.-, 'j, ““ 

Pletsch, Dresden. Kaldonek was together with Kali until -eyt 1, 1946 wiv 
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hM 2n 

3HmW> jSSfadif ' ' '• "y*?* 




ACTION ' 

iiOMlgnidto 


Ma p i 
jjpV • 


I am •neloilng a communication which 1 hava racaived 
Worn ona of my conatituenta. I will appraciata your giving aarioua 
conaidaration to thia problam, baaad on Ita marita. 

Plaaae lat me have aa prompt a reply aa poaaibla, 
reiurnini the ancloaura, in order that I can inform the writer. 



Office of the ^cratary 
Department oV Suta 
Waahington 25, D. C. 


f 

OMs. 


879 


oiAicb GOVERNMENT..; 

J.H. X t! 

, ' ntr^ - Hr. Drew dati, 4, 1953 i ' 

.aoM . *®/tt - >fr* ‘'•I*®' ' 

JUBJBCT, irtlole la Deceaber Ifl, 1953 laaua of D,S. Hava and VorM Report 

tw iaarleeita bald by CaBmnlata. ^ , 


the atteahed XetUr dated Daoeabar 21, 1953 froa Senator lyodon 
B, JobnaoD la refarrad to Ki for baadllng alnea the enoloaure 
apparently rafera to an artlele eoncamlng Blaalsg loraan War H'a 
and not to A»irloan aoldlara In Soviet cuatody, aa the writer allagaa. 
The wrlter'la apparently referring to the artlela on page 27 of the 
Darfeabar'lSth laaue of O.S. Hava and World Report entitled "Where 
are 9U Hlaalng Ol'a)*. Q haa been unable to find an aztlola 
referring to alx or eight hundred Asarloan aoldlara in Soviet ouatody, 

/ It la auggeated that the following be Included In the letter 
Ahlch Rl drafta In reply to Senator Johnaont 

fiia Pepartaent of Stete ha a we InfomatioiL to the 
effe^ that there are approxliiately.alj^ eight hundred -a 
'laerloan aol£ara'' In the ouatody of the Soviet Oovenomt.J 
J A few of the prlaoDeraH)f<«ar of other flatlooallUea 
\ ^r^atly releaaad by the Soviet Oovan»ant have aade 
goporta aliag lin that iaerloan eltlaena are iBirlooned la 
the SoTlat tbloo. All of theae reporta era being 
J Inveatlgeted by thla Departaent with the cooperation of 
^ ether agenclea of the Ooveruaent, ' 4 - , 

Ton are probably aware that repreaantatlooa which 
the United Statea Ooveiment recently *ade to the Soviet 
Oovemoant reeulted In the releaae in Berlin on DeoeBber29 
of Heoer B, Cox and Leland Towara, two Aaerioana reported 
by returning. prlaonera-of-war aa being In Soviet ouatody. 

The Departaent will Inveatlgate, aa It haa done In the paat, 
every report Indicating that Aaarlcan eltlaena are held In 
the ouatody of foreign govenaenta. 

Senator Johnaon'a latter haa bean acknowledged by telephone. 
PlaaM return to the library the atteohed copy of B.S. Hewa and 
World Report. 


VIU'- 

IDRtEStlBJaMaieJo 1/4/54 


, U 

o-f 
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/ifk rtply r*fir to 

srv 





Ny tfMr Itvtor Jotowoiir ^ 

Z rtM to 70 ur lottor of Poomtor 21* oolcnovlodcod 
ky tolophon^M Pootabor 30, with wbiwh you tooloit • 
lottor fTM n, 2oul Both of Konho.ll, TpxoojofieorKlac 
an arttolo in^bo Poooabor 18 loiuo of 0,8. Poyo-Ong 


an arttolo in^bo Poooabor 18 loiuo of 0,8. Powa_op8 
World Ponort . li boltovod that Hr. Mth ro^ero io 
tETSHloIo *lfhdM aro MtaalBf 02 'a* on pi|o 2T cf 


thio puMloatten. 


On ioptoikor 9,.\tho Vnltod litlona CoMnd prooontod 
to tho Conwalit rtproaontatlvoo on tho Nllltary Aralotloo 
OoMliilon • Itak/Bf ^ronlMtoly 3*80t Alllod poroonnol, 
iMludinc 98^ A«dploani> about whoa tboro wai ovtdoMo 
that khoy bad at ono tM or anothor boon In CosMintit 
ouatody^ Tby^lctndn of ondonoo froa whlob thta liak waa 
drawn intlufod lotkoro wrlkton beat by prlaonora, prtaonor 
„ of war InMrrofakloaa* InktsToiatlona-of-rolumooi, and 
Ccaunlat' radio broadaaoto.'. Tbo Dnitod Rattona Conaond 
aokod m CoMuBltt aldo fo^ a oonploto aooountinf of 
thoao^Oarooanal. ’ 

/ ta Soptoabor 21» tbo Coonlnlata aado a roply rolattoo 
t(/khb hat of naaoo proaontod to tboa by tho Onltod 
batlooa Coaaand on Soptoabor 9. ip wbloh thoy_atatod that 
bany of tho aon on tbo Hat hod nttor boon oapturod at 
' all* abtlo otbara bad alroady boon bopatHItod. Tho 
CpaauBlato at tbo aaao tiao aakod for an aooounting of 
po.Tts prlaonora tboy allogod had not boon aeoauntod for 
' b) tho Onitod Rattona Coaaand. 


Tho Roaorablo 

Lyndon R. Johnaon. 
Onltod Statoa Sonata. 
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My door Sonator /ohaaoat 

I rofor to your 'lottor of Poetabar 21 * aoknowlodgad 
by tolopbono -bn Poooabir 30, with wbioh you anoloat a 
lottor froB Mr. Paul bath of Rarahill, oonoomlac 
an aniolo tn tba Dootabor 16 laouo ef P.5. Kowt and 
World Bopprt, Zt to bollovod that Nr. Bath rf^Fora to 
arVuio Slboro are Jtt Ntoolng 01 'a* on po|t n of 
thta publleatlon. ir w w a u ba toaurad that o ff o r to t ra 


On loptoabor 9* tbo tfnttod Rattona Coanand proaontod 
to tbo Coaaunlat roproaontativoa on tho Military Aiviitioo 
Conalaalon a liat of approxlaately 3*t0t Alllod poroonnol, 
inoludlnt OAt AMrioanu. about «boa khoro waa ovtdonao 
that thoy nao at ont tlae or anothor boon tn Conaniniat 
ouatody, Tho klnda of fwldanoi froa whiah tbto hit waa 

^**^*” ^*^*" Brtaontn L pHiflaML 

of wajrlntorwoaatioiinT latawaoltdna oT CTSSoo. and 
‘ coamtit radia-btcadaditi; Tile Pnftod Rot lona Coaaond 
■■kod bno Oboauninc aido for • eowploto ooo wntlnj of 
thoaa poraonnal. 
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\ Otner«l Cltrlt» In i /lftttr of StptMwr to tN 
Coa^lit il^Or ototoO tjMt bo oontUorttf/ihoir r«Hi 
«h^ MMOofptablOi ontf polntod oyt thoV by ilfnlnc/ 
tbo ofSlttloo OfrooMfit/tho CowunIft&hM oadortokoff 
• folodb obli|itlo« to/ropitrioto 4imtly or to YaM 
ofor tow moto^ or tb« Httitrtl Kotiw Kopotrlftton 
Coaaloilok 111 of tbo/Mpturod poroowrboM by thM ot 
tbo tlM t)^ bnrtttMo Mi ilsnte. M pointod wii tbot 
thlo obligation mo finding upon iboyl ood oppllof to oil 
Poltod latlOM Ooaand, poroona rtgOMloio of ibon tip- 
turtd or bold V tyfotody. X on ofMUoolag o oopf of 
Otnoml Cloitc'tvlMttr of goptcnbor 2t «hlob yi« noy 
vlob to atnd to xpur oomtltuont./ / 


On lofovboi/gV. tbo Onitod lot loot. Gc«Mnd protldod 1 
V tho Conaunlit irdo mb o rovlilba of ito orwtMl lift I 
\ of unaooounttd Jtw Aliitd poroojmol vblth it/btd pro- / 

^ontod to tbo/on■unl•^■ on Sononbor 9. Tttt rtvtood / 

Uft ooatoinof • toUl oX,3«tw nonot, ■■d Iho fiouro — , / 
ftr Onlt^ a UlM priioooM'of Mr MHtobrftod ft>f-1g » / 
InOMnood by/oionk to n xoi^^ar J / 

loMtr 21. tbo Unl^ Mottooi cLmni protoot^ 

In tbo'sHll/tory Arnlottot CtenluUn to Ibo Conauntoto 
that thtjyfaod otlll follod/to gtto 0 iouofaotory roply/ 
oonoonlM tho lilt of uaudountodvfor mltod litlono / 
CcmondjliinoBRol, and pofotod out wt/iddltiooil oridonoo 9 ^ 
providof bX tbroo Koroin Arioonoro ol, Mr «ho rtoontly/ 
dofoot^ to^ibo Onitod l/tiono tido obmborotod tht / 
Oaltod/Oatlona Coanond iUtononlt thayNibo Coamnloto/ 
voro tfltbboldVM priooMri of vor. fjfto^ltod-NitUiM 
Coantfid doaondU tbit^rio Conaunltto/'bond^vor to tbo 
ouottdy of tbo kuotedtbn Fcrooo of udto oh ths)oo / 

: prllUoro that y^ o/do itlll rMi/no*. \ / 

/ Aaboioodor Aftfir Potn boo alio roftrrtd \ tMo 
pMbloa in tho louno of bit nogonitlono vltb tW 

/ Toor ooBOttaont My bo aoi^rtd tbot it ooAtn^a 
' to bo our dottnunod purpooo tv obtain tho roturn of til 
poroonnol 10 CoMunlot tuitody/ond tho Onitod lotlono \ 

Coaaond will ant otory offorv to oeooapllob mlo objottlto. 


Vltb 


ft 
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Vith riford to quMtloni ii to trhotbor thoro iro 
nllltory poroonnol or otbor Vnltod fttatoo oltlooM in 
tho ountody of tbo lorlot Oofonatnt, o fov of tbo 
prloonoro-of-Mr of otbor aotlonolltloo rooontly ro- 
Itiood by tbo loflot Oororantat bovo nado roporto 
ollogiac that laomaan altlaoM aro lapnaontd la tbo 
doviot Mion. All of tboio roporta art boing invoitlgatod \ 
by tbla bopartaont vltb tbo oooporatloo of otbor agoMloa 
of tbo Oavonwat. 

Ton art probably amro that roproaontatlono vhlib 
tbo Onitod Itatoo Ooaonnont roaontly nodo to tho Sovlot 
Oovoranoat laaaltod In tbo rtloaao in borlln on Doaoa- 
btr tp of Koaorl. Oei and Uland ToMrt, -piid^AMrlaaM 
roportad by ratayiibg prlaoaora-of-Mr ai boing la Sovtat 
oaatady* fba Papartaont vlll iaaoatigata* ai It hia doao 
la tbo paat, avary lapoit iidtotttag tbat Aatrloan oitlBoao 
art bald U tba anatady of farolgn fovanaanta. 

Nr. lBtb*a laltar la rtturnod. aa you ridutolod. 
flMaroly youra, 

far tho Anrotary of fltatat 


Thiuatoo B. Mortal 
Aaalatant BaaNtary 
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Ilf 

'*<»VW*|>* J-.*. 


knpU Nftr to 
rr 6ii.6ia«>/l3.ai93 




Ny dMf SiMtor /ohMoar 


ty tfSwhoSr M **» wtowi^tfltd 

“ H»MhiU, Tnai oonotrninc 


, I •■ moloilDK eoplaa of t lUtaMqt raeouailac afforta baiiie.Btda to 
' aaeura tba raton of AaviMB^|(rlaaaara of aar a boalibt atill So In Comaiat 
ooito^hloh I balAara iHU ba of aaolttanoa to you lo raplylng to yow eon- 


1 alltvant|. it 
purpoaa to obti 


tba aUtanant polnta out, It oontinuia to bt our dotaralnad 


fsirroit to obUlji tha ratum of all paraonnal la Coatmcat euatody and «a will 
do aftrjrthlag poaaibla to aeeoapllab thla objaatlaa. 
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J«aBary20IM4 


m 4M9 IwiMr JalniMii / 

X lo >ptir liltar of 9—fmw tla jokw 
l>ott«fcor sis,?®-, 

10 • lollor fra Mr. fool Bitt of MirrtoXl.J 


Molwo • lollor fra Mr. riol 

ooMtniu M ortlilo *^0 Dnoa^lJ iMjU oJS^ 

pogo BT of thti pttUlMttOM. 

2 M OMlMtH tOMlH Of a 
tho OffM^t NlMI ••fS'*.!}! r!*2“BXL!52 

“S'saffirwSr , 

SlS!«i:5oStlraitoNSiird.Uiirt^rait / 
to obtalB ^ ffotoM of all poraoral 
otiatody aal m vlll do ovorythtif poialklo to atoo*- 
pliab Ihla ob^aatlvo. 

VitM rtiard to guoitiona at to tdMtbtr thoro aro 
allltary ponMMl or othor ga ltod d tatoi •ill*** 
tin otiatody of tiM donat Oo^raiMt. a foo of Ur „ 
orlfonorr-of-tfar of oUor aa^oaalttloa roaoatly ro- 
loaaod by tbo Bonot OororeMat bairo aa^ 
alloBlBf tbat AMrloaa aitlaoaa art l^rta^d la tte 
flotiotOaloa. All of tboao ropM art bo^ 
gated by Uta Dopartaoat «1U tbo oooporotloa of otbor 
agoatiaa of Uo ooveroMat. 

You aro probably owari tbot roDwaonUtiou ( 

tlM Vnltod BUtoa OovoroMOt rootatly Mdo to tho lonoi ( 

. ' w 

Tbo ■oaorablo ^. 7 . / 

Ityadoa M« Jobaaoa, . .. / 

Baited Stotoo Sonoto':' / 




wporttd If prltOMrt^ofHMi* NUm Itt 

SoTUt Tb* StpartMot «1U linrutl^t, ii 

It ^ 4«w la tiM p«it, avary rtpofi tadlaatlac tbit 
Jjjrtjjj^tlaaaa ara bald In tbi matadv af foraiia 

■r< Batb*a lattar la rttutma4« aa yea ra^ataa. 
fiaaapaly yeura. 

Far tba laaratary af Atatat 


fhiaatoa B. Ilortao 

Aaalataat iMratafy 


1 . ItolaMBt* 

^ S. VvfB Hr. latb 
(rttwaaB). 


PiSniUlairlcaaiBlltv \ H 1 / 15 / 1 ^ 


• • 
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reply refer to 

sEv 6n.6\2n/?-\rj 


My <?ear Senator SeltonetaX ^ 

/ r-eoretary ’'ullea hee aakefl fi# to "PjX yjj*" 
/oomunloitlon of Pebruery 19, ^ ^ 

/phone on February 23. ancloalng • 

Mre. Ruth King of Wlndeor, Maaeachuaetti. Krs. kiw 

wrltea conoamlng an artlela in U.uj_Wewe end Vorl 

Reoor b " regarding. Ane.rl,o8n_e IxlHen® f 
"^ riiftniMl ah'o jyji^l^in C ofl^nlaf dbetady* _ 

^ The repartwent doee not n^t^ook aiv raporte 
that .Bierloan cltlxene abroad ere In 
any kind. In each eaie It mekai a oirafuX Inteetl- 
gatlon into the clrctmitanoae In 
what eotlon can end ahouXd be taken. Vr_8hBre_j2ur 
Bonetituen t*! concern for thoie Aatrleani ” 5 ® 
•RprIionW IT\ CoTnunTaTcountrlaa, , 

dlvlduelB with lecltlutte olalie to American oltuan- 
ehlp who, while not actually laprleonad, are not 
permitted to laaya the oountriaa In which they 
preaently realda. “ 

f It aho uld be pointed out howewer. that meat 9f_ 

I the poaalMe^giiVibn clUiana 


’ diia rniittQnalfB^Me clilaa tojMi gIain.gA^**P-*^- . 

'o For the moatnartjthaea paraena are fa) -natu- 

ral 1 rad A-nerrcane wno returned to the wwt^ of 
thevr birth, (b) children bom In the 03 . 1 B or other 
Iron curtain countrieo of noturollied American pai^ta, 
who derive a cloH to Aworloan oltlfenahip from the 


■ 

AA 






On •ipttflNr 9*\ih« Vnlttd littoiw CoMnd prnitnted 
to tht CoMUBiil rtpMiontatlvoi on tho Nllitarp Arnlitltt 
Oeanlnaion ■ llit/Of appmlMttl; AUltd ptnoantl, 
iMludini 9^^ MMrtfMfv tPwt vhon tboro «•■ ovtdtMt 
tMt thtp bad at on« tlao or tnothor boon In Conauntit 
ouitody^ Tbf^lcindn of ondonoo fron nhloh thlo lint vat 
dram tnalvfod lottora vrltton bom bp prlaooora, prtaonor 
.ofnar in^rrofatloaai intbrrogatloM^f-rotumooo^ and 
Ccaaunlat- radio broodaaata.'. Tbo Onitod Rattont Coamnd 
aakod m Coaunlat aldo fo^ a aomlala daocuatlni of 
tboaMtraoiMl* 

/ On Soptoabar 21» Ibo Coanlnlata nado a roply rolattoo 
tiKtbb hat of aamo proaontod to than bp tht Dnltod 
NOIlont Connond on Stptmbor 9. Ip nbioh thop_otatod that 
banp of tho mn on tbo Hat had nttar boon aapturad at 
' all, nOAla otbara bad alraady boon biapalMItad. Tha 
Cpniunlnta at tba aam ttm aoktd for an aooeunting of 
9o,7bS prlaonara tbap alltcad had not bean aaoountad tor 
b) tha mltad Rallona Coamnd. 


ipndon ■. Johoaon. 
Onltad Itataa iaoata. 
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Up daar lanator /obuont 

J rafar to pour iattar of Daatnbar 21 , aokaovitdiad 
by taltpbona bn Paarabar 30. with whlah pou anoloat a 
lattar hnm Mr. Paul lath of Narihall. Ttpaa oonottnlnc 
an artiala In tba Daatnbar 16 laaua ef D.a. Howi and 
World Banort. It la ballavad that Nr. Bath rnrtpa to 
Hm artlcit ilhara are 9M Mltalng 01 'a* on page 27 of 
thlB publleatloo. in r n a u b a aaa w aad t h at a ff a a ta a pa 


On laptanbar 9. tba tfnitad Nationa Comund pnaantad 
to tha Comunlat rapraaantativaa on tha Military Anantiaa 
Coaalaalon a Hat of approxlaatcly 3 ,tOb Alllad paraonnal, 
loaludlna alt Anartanna. abcut «tio« thara wao aaldanaa 
that thap had at ona ilm or ahothar boon la CoMuniat 
euatody. Tha Mnda of rrldanoa frm whiab thla Hat waa 

>oHwa"writtanliom hr nriaontfl b PEliflAUL. 
of war IntarroaatiomT i ntar^aniona of ratw^a. and 

i* aia-broadttlti7 The Pnitad Bat Iona CoiMnd 
■■kid bna Obaminiac aioaTor a eonplata too Minting of 
than paraowal. 


On Saptctbar 2] 
to^thaiut^^jajljj 

mny 0 fMthSS 
all, WhlXo|Wl» V 
Coimjhjdii^atjbajg 


^af U i /bat 
t aW* pMXtToi it 

airtady WajrrHpatr: ‘ Ti a , 

f tlm aaMa faiLaa a unt ini f of 
aiUVw.^ aonountid for 


Tha Ronorabla 
lorndon B. Johnaon. 
Onltad Itataa iemta. 
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\ Otnertl ei*rt» In i /lfttcr of StptraMr to th« 
Coo^lit ililti oUto^ tMt bo ooniUorotf/thoir rtplj 
vholXr MMOofpbtblOi •nd pointed oyt ttaoV by tlVtiHf 
tb* anlttlM afrtMWQl/tht CoMuntitShaO antfortokoff 
• folft* obllftttoft to/rtpitrlou diroftly or to hm 
o?«r to llw matody or tba ■ttitral latrooa Kapatrivtton 
CoaalailM all of tbt/aopturtd ptrtoftfbtld by thw at 
tbo tlM tM anrttttat Via algntd. lU potatod wii that 
thta otUfaH^ **i ^indlac upon tboil and applitf to all 
Ooltod latloda OomMad. paraoaa niattllaaa of ifboro tip* 
turod or balden ayitody. X aa otiaioalag a fOpV of 
Ooatral Claitc'aklalttr of Saptoabof 8t ahltb y<w aay 
vlab to atad to mr aonatttuont. / j 

On lovaabai/^ tbo Oaitod ntlooa CtoBHy/d proyldtd 

\ tho Coaauolat axdo WUb a rtvlaLoa of ita orwlaal Hat 
of unaoaouatod hw Allitd poraoml vbiah it/bad pro- 
■ootod to tbo^oaaunlata 00 Soploabtr 9. Tm mlaad 
Hat aoBtainof a total oXl.toO aaMa* ami Iho fiourt 
fbr Onitod taa prladaafa of iwr onaaaourtod far waa I 


« S1« tbo Oallt^ MattoQB CMaaad protaatw 
Imlattat CbMluua to Coanalata 
Ml failad/to ftVa a iaUafaatory raply/ 
lot of ttouopuntadvfor mlttd lit Iona / 

I, and poTotad out wt/addttlooal aaidaaaa 
I Xoraan Ariapoara oi, «far aho rfoaotl)/ 
lottad V/Ttiona aida abmboratad tbo- / 

Maand Mtaaanta tHaV^a Coaauaiata/ 
prlaoMN of war. 4%* 
tbat-lM ConauntitarbanA^var to tu 
latedun Pcroaa of Urata alt thoaa / 

^ a/da atm ratarna*. \ / 

mbbr Daan baa alio rafarrtd Vi tMa 
)una of hta nacopatlooa altb tW 

naat *ay ba aaf^rad that it aoAii^a 
raad pu^oaa obtain tba rat^ of all 
paracBBtl lo Cowialat •uatody/and tha Onltad latloaa \ 
Coaaand alll aaka avary affory to taaoapllah mia objaatlft. 


Vltb 
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Vltb rasapd to quMtlona at to ahatbap thara ara 
atllttry paraoaaal or othar Vnitad ftlataa altiaaaa in 
tba auatody of tba loTiat OotaraMat, a fan of cba 
prlaonaaB-of-aor of atbar aatlcioallilat raaaatly ra- 
laaaad by tba lovlat Ooaanaaat baaa aada raporta 
allagtot that laanaia altlaaoa ara lavnaoaad la tba 
bavlat taioa. All of tkaaa raporta ara batac Invaatliatad \ 
by thta DapartMOt vltb tba aooparatloo of othar agaiwlaa 
of tba OavanMt. 

Ton art probably awara that raprtaaatatlona vblab 
tba Oattad Ititaa OovanMnt raoantly aada to tba bovlat 
OovaraMit raaoltad la tba ralaaaa la barlla on Paaav- 
bar 19 of Iomp I. Om and Ulaiid Tovtra» •faid'AMrlaaaa 
raportad by rotaniai pnaoaaro^f<«ar aa bainc lb Bovtat 
aoatody. IIm bapartaant vtll iavaatigata* •• it haa doM 
to tba paati taary raport lidloatlag that Aaarlaan altiaana 
ara bald la tba aattody of foratfb goraraMBta. 

Nr. latb'a lottar It ratumad, aa you raguaitad. 
•iBMPaly youra, 

Par tba Aaoratary of Statai 


Thfuitoa 1. Mortoa 
Aailataat SoaNtari 




B l/8/5t 


884 


— y . i 






2j* 

'V>mwf* j.*. 


(i rtply rtftr to 
rr 6 ii. 6 ia«i/ia- 2 i $3 




My «Mr StMtor JohMoof 


E-Si'S! f<i sTir* 
r «.!rr.rij'&52,vjs5:'.v jrvrs’- 

tM. a u.lSr :f ffi 


I 1 •■ uoloilng eoplta of • lUtoMpt r«oomiila( th*' offorto boliic.Hd« to 
' aoeuro tho rotorn of AaoriMB^iriooiMri of «tr w hooUht otili b« In Comiot 
ouito^hloh I bolAon will bo of onlitnoo to you lo roplylng to yow o«i>- 
•aitaont|. if tbo lUtnont poliiti out, It oontlnuio to bt our doUnlwd 
purpoft to obUln tho rotum of oil poroonnol In Cooowi'at etutody tnd wo will 
do ooorythlnj pootlblo to oceoapllib thio objootloo. 


wo «ncc«Nr 1 
0/ 




Tb« RMionklc 
.Lyi^on B, totm$en, 

Oalttd Itatwa Btiwt*. 


OffltMl 


t • 
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rowly rtr«p it 


^ , J«aMry201«64 

Hy BMV imiMr JtiniMii / 

inM lo >w l«|t*r of DnAf Sl 

sKj iy^ 

!!g;,.wk8 * NtiiJ 

pogt BT of thta puMlBitlMi. 

Z M iMiMtai atBlM v • tmiMt 

tht affwlt Nlm wa* 10 imro ^ 

•IB orlBOBiN of vor Ob* alfbl iliU bo 1 * Oobnbiii 
•J tSy^oh Z IfUlV of g“ 

10 fopiyiBi to fw l!o!IliS 2 ' 25 !L. 

poloto OBt. II OOBtilWM to bo OBf 
to ibUlB Ibo a>otBfB of oil ponooMl Ib OoawBtol 


polBiB OBt, It OOBtilWM lO bO OBf )i 

to ibUlB Ibo rotBfB of oil 

•Botody OBi VI Bill ao ovorythlBi poiilbli to moob- 
pllib tbil ob^ootlvi. 

Vitb roiira to guiitloBo lo to Mbitbir thiro oro 
BillUfy ponoBBil Of othor Po itoa a titii «>t^a**a 
tbo iBitoay of tbo lonot OoMmojBt. o f •* - 

DfiioBiiv-of-vor of otbip BifioBilltloo roMBtly po- 
lioiid by tho Bonot OororMt bivo wO nportl 
■UiBlBf tbol AairlMB oitlitM Of* iBpPlooooa IB 
floolotOBloB. All of IbMi roporta in bo^ 
lOtia by thlo DopoftBMl wltb tN OOOpOMtlOB of otbof 
•fOMlM of tbo OOViraBMt. 

You oro probably win tbit nproiontitioM 
tbo VBltoa BtotM OoviraoMt rwomtly mBo to tho bonot 
OovinwBt noultoa la tbi rolMii la bopiu oo Bmib- 
btr 89 of lOBor I. Coi loa Uliaa-YoMn, too Awrlona 


Tbo loBoroblo 

Irmm b* Bobaooa, 

Qaltod Btitoi Boiiitoi' 





2Z( 

T.S. 



m 


Th« repBrtm#nt «<otB not omlook 
that .mtrloan cltUtna •bro*0 £{I?*iiitati? 

any klnt?. In ••oh cato It makta a oawful InTfiti- 
gatlon into tho 
vhat action can and ahouW^^ 
eonatUu en i»a eoncarnfi )r thoit A«iatleaM^o jay ta 
RprlBonW W Co^iinTiToountrUa, H** JJ" 

tUvlrtuala with lecltlwata olalna to Anarlean oltlaan' 
ahlp who, while not actuallj l*P*'i*®'*?^* 
pormlttah to l«ay* tha countrlaa in which thay 
praaantly raalrta. * 

It ehouid **r*r***f 


IfcaiirnniBa 


mlinmifTt Jtlsarc n 


^ For tha moat nart-th aaa panona era ta) natu- 
ral 1 rad A-aericana who ratumad to tha ®f 

thaVr birth, (b) chlldran bom In tha UOTW or othw 
Iron Curtain countrlao of naturallMd Aiaarloan pa^ta, 
who darlva a clot-s to Aiwrloan oltlianahlp from tha 




/ 
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^ *rriv^Ore^r«fu^*e frga KancfiUPip ha,8 reporiftd 

steing i Lverul !i<.i.<lrcd 'tecrica^i prisoners of war being trar.sferred 
Chinese triina u- Kuaslentriins at l-iaiichouli near the, border 
01 '*^ to.ri:url4 ii;.eri«. The FWs were been late in 1951 snd in 
*r‘"ln;; o:' i'?.: oj the InforKant and a Huaeian friend of hi:. 
fl l&f j'lie iM'cr;:3:r. ini errucated on two occasioi.o by ihe ABDistan: 

M' Air LJj'.tjr. Ct.’Ticcr ii;d tht Consulate Ccneral egraea wlt^h.hir. 

) tvilu.tioa of tf.t a : prulotlv true and the source as 

7 9 l_unificwr.xtliabi.iii;. .n-j fulT text ol t.ie ir.itiir’Air' Liaison 

,/ XJ:flet report jollpws: • . ■ 


Araericen POi.:. iiepcrted en route to Siotria 


• 'first report datcil .xrer. 16, 195i., I'rot Air lliison'DficeV'J- 
IJong.Xori, to USAf, he nine ton, C2. j 

"This offlcir ins interviewed refugee source who suies 
he observed hundreds of prisoner: of war in Anericar. iiniforaisj being gl 
sent into SlbcrJo in l|te 1951 ana 1952. Cbsarraticn: were bade if 
at Kinchouli .{Lupin j. ty^SO'-ii; OlO' Manc.huria Aoa< i^lapi A.m 201 £l 
first Ldltion, on UShl;•^tllC^.u^ien ooracr. Scurre •••bierrec POto 
/ ^raUway station plttron, ii.t.c cr lir.i ir •'Hov'a^ir.t Trto 

/SiherK. ir. railway rctte-r.i.; :aC7-ce cj, ; vea •..xcTTX's I 

I wno wc-rt unoer guaro ano •.u rt cerver sin r ir, p.y,: wore , 
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- ^ iis5L'4S!'in) rrs eett 


i.V'A, ^ -tJc'- 1 . 3 ,^ 




1: 

I: 

aentionad. 

n. Ur U.l»a omc. c»pu.4 H .utelulnj tb. : 

quoted below. 

.ppai UPMPLO s=K ucm. CI« C 1. « . 

.nn.n •uteU;»i tb ><’“ nutsiSoM. . • i,.-.- . '■ 

(1, pov,'. w:r. CP 

(P) .P?«r«i tool. »» ■■ ^ 

„) b„..un in» - 

gate ,uisoctlng pit Russtan tralnnen. worei<d'«?^ ■ . < • 

train unlforas. j v 

rnr..‘.U »urce var butB.id«l.cltyv/; 

S? ;5:;i;5uiri;o«r£e «ontht 

Jubstque.ni POW shipceiM \ 

Source rnrr *'’-‘** ^f.ipatr.. ■» thel> 

ofeurred when Uni tea .a., or, i.t.« y 

(5) Unknown. - 

■|e) dr .CM»P«T'W 

I I tain. 
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rs oujn, ijw^^ 3 . 3 . f,u:ivry, ■ 

W". . r„ 


Do? N«_Ji!?l 6 

Fn-r hou i'.onc . 


(V) Three FOks obsenred in oUtioD reetaurm appeared 
to be 30 to 35 • Source ideotifled Air Force non- 
coEuaisaioneci officer clcere loslc&ia of Staff 
Sergeant rank, cuted that aefarol incbea aboTe 
insignia there vas a propellor but eaya that all 
three did not hare propelleri Three POVa aecoapanicd 
by Cr.inete guard. POb's appeared thin but in good 
health and apiritSi uare being giren what dource 
described as good food. POWs were talJddg in EngUch 
tut did not cocTerat With guard, further infoncatioc 
as to .lutber of POb's obserred aource atates that \ 
firat oiicn’ation fillet a qeten paaacncer car tr^lr; \ 
and aecond obaurra’tiw' about the ca=e. Source / 
continues to eephasite the nunber of Kegro troopa? ' 

. . v.'hlch evidetitly inpressid hiu because he bad aeen ao 

few Kegroes before. Source further atates that hia 
v'*' husstan railroad worker friend was atteopting to. 

obtain, a Visa to Canada and that he could furnish 
, s * ir* ' uore InforaatioL, the railroad workers naae i s Leon ^ 
C“ Strel n ikoT whose notheri sister liTes in CinawanH 
r'. is ap^yang for a viea-for.5.;relnikOT {phonetic). 

Coonent Keporting Officer; ^urce is rery care^ 
not tOL.eraggfMte infomation a nd i s positive oF * 

1 oeniifi'catio'iT of" /dcri;M.PQyp.. ~Ia view of inforoa— 
i ibi'i~c~o~htaio'ed~in ' Chariti Interrogation Report No ^_ 619 
uaied 5 February St, Reporting Officer gives above" ” 
ij.forcetion rating of F-2. Source departing hong Kong 
tooay by ship. Future oodress on file this o ffice." 

Ir. i :.3 s connection tne Department's attention is called to 
Charli;. 1: terrogatior. hepor; l.o. 619, iorwaroec to the Depan- 
ui.C'.r covtrof a letter dated Flirch 1, 195‘«» to Fr. A. Sabin 
.'.tase, b.'.r. Section u of this re.Dor; states. "On another 
occasion source sav streral coaches full of Lurppfahl *00 were 
also thKcn to USSR. Tney were not Russians. Source passed the 
coaches several tines and beard ttiet talk in a language unknown 
to him." 


Julian P. Rarrington 
Iseriran Cooaul General 
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tsOVIETDWHAWtfC 

Bil0i|£A«jI50»EM! 


terMI Fi 
nt ivvhr 

IW1 w u* MU I 

UMUi SoinOmnMi 

ow Santt L'Wm iX tn 


The Ibbaeey of the United Stetes of AnerlcR 
preiente ita coopllmente bo the UnUtry of 
Affaire of the Union of Soviet Soclallet Republlti 
Md has the honor to request the Unietry'e eielat- 


1^1 anee in the following natter. 

„! Th e United States Oovemaent hai rec ently re« , 

c eivtd reporta which euppoit earlier inclicntions 
t hat teerjean priaonere of war who had eeeii setion 
in tore a have been tranaported to the Union of Sovie^ 

. SoeialAat Republice Uii that t hey are now in Soviet 
i*Si cuetody.' The United States Coyemnent dtsiree to 

‘ "■ ' receive urgently all infonsation available to the 
'TuHi- Soviet Oovenment eoncemlng these Aaerlcan peraaimel 
and to arrange their repatriation at the aarlleat 

TW’ - 

!£ poasible tiaa. 


l yt tw n MT ««* V«fWM •• «* 
n* uwt U 


Ite UwM SUI« Saw 
IWMnw nn uw iOTM I 
kMtaf » Mto M*r i. I 

llVTlH — l»Mj« *M *• 


laricaa Ibbaaiy. 

Keeeow. IpA >, 1951. 


EO'ibaugtuiaasy 

DUHfnrytafe 


J. 








e. iiaerlun plnnira of ur opnjiMead harab tmtant 
and wn afajwtod «o vlgonu iatarrafatiea aal lotatilMtUo 
)7tka «MV* Uaw C, Tl a lllg M a a 0— aihrUlnoii and doBBO, JMioal 
CMldMWtlflM}. 

t, aUtlAil jMrtdaaa limitm priacan ef im to aa— atat 
ladMtdBttiM aid latMmaUn napd fna datanlaad ntliUBN to wlt«i 
Mllabantiai idtlitlM vm* (IW6» XiWUUaM ConridtnftloM). 

•« lUbaiwiiw bate* tte «aav, iddooBdiat aa a prlao^ 

MdUi ttaa ODflv an ipaaillB aCfnaaa udtr tba cmfoai (Ma of NWiaij 
Mlaa. (dnai I, Lual CoMldarAiou nd ?noadaU). 

t, palldM nd itaadaida (onmtai tha eoadoet af 

liaapo aatdaet to aqtan and eeadaot dfflai aapUtlty an ^paawNd ia 
■t pWl aa ttwi a. lha lUfan (Ma ef tUttarr JWtloa pnaoilbaa tha Hai- 
itaadaM af eeadaot la aeah dtoitlaBat (diBax r, PeUdaf aal atadarda 
~ Coadaet af fteopB^ 

« * ®» pwima laalada lirtnotlaa la aiadaa 

•Mpa, ladatlai iatamgatlea «d tadaetilaaUoe. ad aoMaal. 

** 0« Tnlidai CeaaldantioBa). 
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Intelligence Infomiarion Report : • 2^ 

" fAGE \ Of % fAors ij ' 

I<Ve>OB 1. flMAllY EVAlUAtEO INltUIGEHCt j ■ 

VroitTNO. CS-311/0<<39-71 
’ DAT! DlSTt /fl JUNE 1971 **J. i 


EBRIEFING SITE FOR CAPTURED U.S. 


PILOTS IR VJHH PHU PBOVIWCE ARP fRESERCE OF SOVIET 
AND COr.nUNIST CNIKESt PERSONNEL AT THE SITE / 








Mpastio m Kii^ vv. •:., • 
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I. A PRELIMINARY DEBRIEFING POINT. FOR U.S. PILOTS SHOT ^ 

DOw'N OVER VIN.I PKU PROVINCE, NORTH VIETNAM /KVN/, WAS LOCAIfD 
AT THE LAW THAO SUPERPH OSPHATE PLANT /WJiBlSBS/ NE AR THACH SON 
VILLAGE, LAM THAO DISTRICT, VINH PHU PROVINCE. TWO U.S. PiLOTs X 

< VERE TAKEN TO THE DEBRIEFING POINT ON ONE OCCASION IN 196? ; ) 

EICHT^IN 1966; AND AN UNICHOVN HUMBER, IN I9C7. THE PRISONERS / 
WERE ESCORTED TO THE SITE BY PERSONNa OF THE ARMED PUBLIC 
SECURITY FORCES /APSF/, AND STUDENTS FROM A NEARBY SCHOOL 
SERVED AS PERIMETER GUARDS.^ EACH TIME PRISONERS WERE BROUGHT TO 
THE SITE THEY RODE IN AN OPEN CAR OF CHINESE ORlofN HEStHBLIKG 
AN AMERICAN JEEP.J^SOWE OF THE ESCORT silARoi RODE' IN A LEAD CAR 
AND OTHERS RODE IN TWO CARS FOLLOrvIKG THE PRISONERS. UPON TKEIR 
ARRIVAL AT THE PLANT, THE GUARDS LINED UP, FORMING A CORRIDO R 
THROUGH VHICH THE PILOTS ENTERED THE DUILD1N6 . AT THIS POINT 
/ ^ A SOVIET, A CHINESE AND ft VIETNAMESE GREETED THE PILOTS^ A ND 

LED THEM JNTS THE BUILDINC~. THE PILOTS USUALLY REMAINED I N 
THE BUILDING FOR SEVERAL HOURS-' WHET< THEY EMERG ED THEY HAD CHANG 
FROM UNIFORMS INTO CIVILIAN aOTHING. 


utn Tfin i <|n the FOREIGNERS WERE SOVIET AND COMMUNIS T 
CHINE SE. SOVIET PERSONNa HAD BEEN STATIONED AT THE PLANT SINCE 
IIS CONSTRUCTION IN |9S3, BUT IN J965 THE NUMBER OF SOVIETS WAS. 
REDUCED TO THREE W FOUR, AND IT REMAINED AT THAT LEVa AS OF 
JUNE 1967. ABOUT 2B COMMUNIST CHINESE PERSONNa ARRIVED AT THE 
FLAHT in .1966 AND THERE WERE STILL ABOUT 20 THERE AS OF JUNE 1967 
AS FAR AsHlxNn, TIS SOVIH AND COMMUNIST CHINESE PERSONNEL 
COT- ALONG WCa...i. , V 
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(l> 

TAOl 3 O’ ^ 

Ci- ill/O-XJ?-?! 25H 

-TV®* 


/ 2. I aFTER shaking HAHDS with the SOVIET AND CHlWESr, THE 

Pfti soss'as WEni led to » DIFfEREMT VEHiaE FB01 THE OliE WHIC H 
I BROUGHT: 7 KE-i 70 THE S,TE. THEY WERE ESCOBTEO FHW THE PLfttiT BY 
j A DIFFERED SET OF GUARDS 
WtHE ARhED WITH RlFltS AND PISTOL S. ^Po^P 
V nation OF THE PRISONERS. 

3. >BOUT 3B STUDENTS ROrt THE LAP! THAO SECOND-LEVEL 
SCHOOL OE SELECTED BT THE SCHOCL SUPESIHIEKDENT, DAO KHAC 
TRIP G,' F0R'GUARD\DlITY|Atj/!?Ljyi?A^^5??-t^ 


STODEKTInAS carefully SCREENED AND THEN TRAINED IN IKE 


PROCEDUIIES FOR HANDLING ti.S. PRISONERS. A PAHPHLET ENTITLED ^ 
POLICY OH TREATMENT OF AMERICAN PRiSONERr /CHINH SACH DOl 
XU TU B KH MY/ VA3 USED -AS A TRAINING DOCUHENT, AND STUDENTS 
WERE GlfEN SPECIFIC INSTRUCIIONS ON THE RECEFTION.OF THE • 
PRISOHE S AT THE DEBRIEFING SITE. ONE'bF THE FUNCTIONS OF 
THE STU E».T GUARDS WAS TO DISARM ANY VILLAGERS WITH WEAPONS 
BEFORE ILLOVIKG THEM CLOSE TO THE AMERICANS. AS LONG AS NO 
PHYSICAI CONTACT WAS MADE WITH THE AMERICANS, THE VILLAGERS 
WERE SITTED TO APPROACH THE PILOTS AND MAKE ANT REMARK 

Suitable to the occasion. 

\ 4. FIELD DISSEMt STATE USMACV 71 H AIR FORCE NAVFORV 



* • 


‘m\% 
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memorandum 

' »••• 


NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 



action 

memorandum FOR: 

FROHj 

SUBJECT: 



Renavcd Uagut of MIA Requ«»t 

for Appointaetit • 


you (T»bB). 

you havo tnitructad me to att hat . 

to puraue any lead concerning poaeible li 

DO offor .0 oplol;2 ‘I cW.l'rUi; 

..o. to... 

RECOMMENDATION; 

That you aign the letter at Tab A to Ann Ctiffltha. 


900 


2K 

J.S. 


« • 



^ ov4»<a*Y*^ 
ov^ ‘'•^z 



TT^- 

/ litl^ O • / 


» • 


» !• 


» • 


• • 


* • 
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H7 

t>b* 


TH£ msTmrre foradvanced study i^fgumur 

MUNOTON, NWiOKY 0«WO 
T*fMM(«ai)nA«oo T.i«mr>WAH.'* hnwwiMm 


KHOOiOfHiSTOiuCAlfn/WB Dictabt: 13, U*8 


D»«; Kx. Brown: 

1 hf/o your furtSor locsir, of Dociabor 3, eonciralai your laidy of 
^iclonf eonntcud wleh eho iBoricao prliontri of *ir wko foil into luioltn 
hacda la shi final seaSu af tlio Soeotwl CotlJ Sat. 1 Ba^o alio raotlvad cho 
uny eopLai of doeuainta that aeeoopanlod youir Uetot, ai woll oa eho woli"- 
of toalnlieineot of your VUtaan aorrleo, eho gif: 


It would loaa to ko ehae eho aore of doeuMocaeloo you hara aoce to la 
fhould ^anle you eo fon a praeey fair pUtura of tha eoutia of thaaa 


oxchangai with tha lusiUna on tho part of both eho lelclah and ouxialvaa, .and- 
^'of eha taaulu abcalaod,' 

1 can only |l»o you ona naucry that oay ba of Incataic to you. I thought 
It, at eha eUi, highly probabla ehae Cootral 9«U)yv, whila waarlog a cagular 
■llleary unlfoii, wai actual It a hiih official o^a than and not of 

eha ragular Buialan ■llleary authorleloi. X ballawa 1 nada ty wlow plain to 
Canaral Daana, but that ha fait that ho bad no eholea but to daal with aha nan 
aaalgnad for thit purpoaa, and had no fonal groundi for ^uaitlonlng hla 
Bcacua. I could undatatand hli poaltlon, but 1 raianeod thli aore of 
ohfuaeatlon and aaw U aa an aetowpt to proaant and conMct bacwaan our 
Kllltary Hlaalon and tha ragular Buailan allleary aatabllihaant. 


Cao^o Kanban ^ 
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John M. 6. Brown 
Box 30 

Potrolla, CA 95666 
707/629/3647 

31 May, 1990 

MS. Mary Bartlett B 

Public Affairs 

Hoover Institution Bldg. 170 
Stanford, CA 94305 
Faxi 415/725/3326 

Reference I June 4 1990 

Visit of President Mikhail Gorbachev 

Dear Ms. Bartlett. 

1 am sending, as per roy conversation yesterday with % 

Dolores Apodaca Alfond of Washington State, a latter and 
attachnents for Hr. Gorbachev relating to sy research and 
publishing of rsoently declassified docuMnts concerning US 
prisoners of war In Soviet control In 1946 and thereafter. 

1 trust that you will hand then to President 
Gorbachev's personal assistant and I wish to thank you In 
advance for the valuable service you perforn for the 
surviving prisoners and for the United States by doing so. 

I am sending one set of documents by fax and a larger ^ 

packet by Federal Express on 31 Nay, 1990, telephoning your 
office when they are on the way. 


Please accept my sincere best regards. 


John H. G. Brown 




ItQ 


X.S. 


o'/6.rW«r|H- 


John H.G. Broun 
Box 30 , 

Petrol la, California, 95556 

May 31. 1990 

The Honorable Mikhail Gorbachev 
President and General Secretary 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

President Gorbachev. 

1 uid) to send ay best wishes to the people of the Soviet Union ana 
to you for your extraordinary leadership. The long history of Russia has 
been enhanced by your efforts for glasnost. 

1 in one of the Aserlcan researchers who have uncovered 
forserly-secret official documentation in the U.S. Hitlonal Archives and 
through Fritdom of Information Act (FOIA), of Anerlcin and Vestern 
Allied prlsoncrs-of-var remaining under the control of Soviet 
authorities after the 1910-1920 American Intervention In Russia, the 
Second World War In 1945 and the Korean War In 1953. In addition I have 
uncovered witnesses among former US Intelligence officers who have 
adaltted that US POWs missing after the 1973 American withdrawal from 
Vietnam, had been listed as ‘Moscow Bound’. The total missing since 1945 
It recorded as many thousands of Americans. I have published these 
findings and 1 Include copies of my HIDDEN POWs OF THE COLD VAR, 

Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States (VFW) Ragizine, February 
1990 and other artlelca. 

My appeal to you It that the Soviet state now release all surviving 
American prisoners In the USSR- who wish to return home- and use Its 
Influence to gain freedom for those held by cosmunlst governments In 
Asia. The exlstsnce of these prisoners of three wars hae long beer 
secretly-classified by the US Government from the American people, 
apparently In the national oecurlty interest of avoiding a possible 
military confrontation with the USSR. Thui, It ippeers to be most 
difficult for the United States Government to be the first to publicly 
demend the repatriation of living prisoners. The Soviet Union could 
create a completely new relationship with the United States by finally 
addressing this last major secret of the Cold War and of Josef Stalin's 
regime, which Is now emerging here. I am sure that my country would 
reciprocate In searching for missing Soviets In Afghanistan and Pakistan 
or In other areas of Soviet Interest. 

1 will offer to do the moet 1 cin do, which Is to meet with Soviet 
Investigators or officials In the United States to assist then In 
understanding the American version of these events end to record for roy 
book the Soviet version of events. 1 know you understand that I ero only 
doing my duty for my fellow American servicemen. 




905 


IHI 

’I*®* 


Viiinni sr Fonlpi Win ef iki UiJu4 Suut Mtiuln* • Fibnuy INO • Val. r 


VETERAN VIEWS 



Hidden POWs of the Cold War: One Man’s View 


By John M.G. Brown AlihouAh rainy Frctdomofinror' 

nriilon Act (FfllA) requeiu hivn 

A ^^■l lc,1 nf frrrm Ihf hnendenifd me ror'InilonilMcur 

linkm Mking for US. isilsi n / rfiions, inme rn cordu hiv* been 

men In repiirliling Mine 300 Sovl- ohtilned ihrough KOIA. Intfr\1etth 
rifl rnisilng In ArghiniMin ind Pik- wiih lOdSparilcItiimihivnclirirN-d 
isian offer! 1 unique opponunlty oih(>ra»prrtHofihlnhi(l<1r>naHpnei 
HniMirn from Sonet dlplomailc nfihnCnIil Wir 
Miurm appearing In ihe Araerlein In KHfilheSiiwi Arrayllberiird 
III I98fl, iniliciilng that SoMni nwr a million WiMorn Allied POWi 
inailnr Mlliliail Oorliarhev had dis inddnptafpdprrannaln Nulcamps 
eiivM'il 1I1I.1 mailer with I'rcaidi'nl m I'nland, eaittnrn Germany and 
(|l•<l^!ellll!lb,denlOlllH rains iiiixilliln Ausirla Arriirding 111 the Yalta 
linkiign III ai'i'iiuniiiig for Itussian Agrermnnisthrywereiube repatrl- 
.MlAs III AfitlianiMaii mil AnmrH an m< il lo thnir native lands 
|>OW« and MIA- from ilin Viniiiam While oinm were relaihely well- 
War as well as picv miiis « iii s iii'ainl lit front line Kusslan iroopi. 

A iiuiiiIht of r S |iiiMiiii>i<i Hint ll■•l‘unll■ll|liry nidrhrn detalli how 
have iMsn iraiislitriM 1.. tliiNitK-i otni rmi.iiMi’olilK-MTrlsflneriwere 
t'liioii from liohs’lima iohI ilm h ^•r^rillt iriatnrd hy Suviei aulhurl- 

mi-iiiaryntnlioii'i'M>i<.n|iliriMiH. tins Included were hundreds of 
fni oriari:i'oiinilH'i^..it .s hiWsof iliousindt of French, Btlglana, 
ilinKoinm Wui i.iilin.vivini Imiun. U^lcha^dethn^eJ^wawhohadau^ 
The I '.S dnmandcti 1 heir return In vtved theNulconctnirationcampa 
Mav I OfiJ, hut Ihe Hotw Union de- Among them vmt wni of thou- 
nied holding American POWa -under landa of American, Brftlah and Com- 
guard' monwetIthPOWtwhoMkidnappIng 

Andtheealsienceanddliappear- became a h!|h-l»v»l national aecur- 
ani-e of American and British WWs ityaecrei-AmerlcanandBrltlih prii- 
under Sotint control in IMS has oneia were alao among the more 
liecn documented ht this writer than 4,500,000 German and Jip- 
ihrough declassincaimh of tltmi- ancaePOWa retained M forced labor 
sands of formerit aecrei l.'Ji, cables by Ihe Ruialana 
anilri'iNiii.sIn ilteNatlonalArrhlvct. On May 23. 1 04 5. two weeks after 



the end of the war In Europe. Gen 
Dwight D, Elienhower's chief HOW 
negotiator with the Sot-ins, Maj 
Gen Ray Barker, stated in a secn-i 
repiirl: "T1ttSHA£F(Suprrm<t Htad 
iluarttrt AlUtd Crpedirfoiioi * 
Force; repruaentatfues tome f« ihr 
firm fonvUtim iHai Bniish and 
.4 merfeon prfewieri 0/ mor iirre, in 
fffnt, Mng held as hontagfis 6y the 
Jfussions ..." 

Recently deelMiined U.S. and 
. British documents record detalli of 
a Soviet 'blackmair operation eae- 
euted by Soviet leader JoiephStalin 
and hit cohoru Molotov. Berla. 
Gollknvand others. 

Their object wu to obuin Allied 
compliance In the coerced and forc- 
ible repiirlitlona of more than 
6,000,000 Ruulans,Ukralnlana.Coi 
sacks, Polea.lialistndnihereaiiern 
Eu mpeans. Tliey alio demanded i:.S 
diplomatic recognition of Commu- 
nbt regimes In Pnland and elsewhen- 
In lU-siem Europe 

An additional benefit to the Rus 
Slant was to be the labor of thuu- 
sands of technologleilly adtanced 
(bySmiei tiandirdi) Allied prwnn 
eri. The actions of highly placnl 
StiiKt spiea In the HtUish and Amrr 
lean governments leverely compro 
mited Che Allies and greatly aasntml 
the Sovieii In this operation 

Repai nation of POWs was a lecrei 
•iipic nf the IB4h founding L'nited 
.Mailons Conference In San Fran- 
ctwu.the 1045 Hopkins-Si aim meei 
Inga and the Potsdam Conference It 
appears that Flelil Marshal Ales 
anilcf. Gen George Panon and to 1 
li-s-sT csionl others including Gen 
I jx-nliiiwiT o-sisieil ihts chain of 
i-M-iiis ptiiii III and fiillnwing the 
iinsiiccrssftil September IP45 for 
iMcn minlaiers meetings 

Well after the war. Alexander 
cabled London. "DiffinUy in (roc 
ing BR/VS PWt fn Ruliiirn tone " 
Me reponed chat US and Rniish 


nwMn IIISM AawrloM prtMinn IWW by 
tw Otnnam Mwiwd ky 0-5- VOOIM 

(li Shewn hr»). poasbty M msny as atUOO 
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POW« (vert being ihlpp«<l eut into 
RilUia “in bonars u’ilb r^oti 

m." 

MeanwhUt, Patwn'i Third Army 
had located Ihounndi more Ameri- 
can and British prlMnerabeing with- 
he id after the war by the SovieU in 
Austria. According to once-top 
secret U.S. dKumenu, decisions 
wereflrst made by President Pranlc 
tin D. Roosevelt and then Pretl- 
dent Harry Truman that the poten- 
tial ibsiei of a 1945-46 war with 
Ruuta were not worth thir pot lUe 
recovery of wime gU.OlKi American 
and 2l),0tMl or more llritbh and 
CiimmonyieaJth POWa 

Implenwntatlon of this policy was 
passed on to the responsibledtpart- 
menu and sgenclts. Evidence iws 
surfaced of the secret return of 
Allied prisoners for the forcibly re- 
patriated Soviet cItiKns of whom 
Soviet diasidcnl Aksander Solihen- 
Itsyn, Lord Bcthell and Nikolai 
Tolstoy have wrkten ao eloguent|y. 

Repatriauons to Stalina GUUO 
were marred by masssuiddei.Stalln 
reneged on full reciprocation and 
moeiorthc Allied POWsdlsappeared 
Into secret, special ranipa Stalin's 
failure to reciprocate in the re- 
patriatinni of 1945-47 reaultcd in 
an omcial tendencylo mlnirolie the 
catent of Allied hMsis 

I n classUled US. and British ducu- 
mentatheuitalnumber of prisoners 
known to be In Soviet hands was 
scaled down to some 5,500 Amerl- 
cani and 8500 British and Common - 
wealth t roups Continuing research 
Indicates that these ngurei rellect a 
shifting of known prisuners Into 
other categories. All told, some 
TB.OOOAmencansremainunarcount- 
edfurfromWWlI 

The acute need for inteOigence 
IniMte Sovlei territory to locau the 
large number of misting Allied pris- 
oners for pouible secret rcKues or 
negotiations led to US.-Sovitt air 
battles In Europe and U.& naval 
threau to the Russians in Man- 
churia 

This crisis led to the Hrst major 
American covert actions after WWII 
inside Soviet terrltoiy executed by 


theOmceofStrateglcServIcafOSS), 
Army G-2/SSIV the Sute Depart- 
ment's Ofllceof Policy Coordination, 
and later the CIA. 

Among other atsets, they used 
existing German Intelligence net- 
works. The perceived need for ex- 
treme security In this matter helped 
create a chain of evenu leading to 
the present debate on the limits of 
secrecy In a ffee society, 

The latest Soviet statement of con- 
cern for the latum of their missing 
Afghan War prisoners should be 
viewed u a public diplomatic signal 
of their willingness to consider an 
exchange Thisshould not, however, 
be permitted to become a forced- 
repatriation of those 46-50 former 
Soviet prisoners known to be living 


in frHdoni in the UB. and Canadu | 

What would be in order, howetcr. ' 
Is the use of American inlluence to 
gain control of those Soviet POWe iii 
Afghanlstan and Pakistan who wish 
to return home. 

Given the present glOMost mood { 
and Gorbachevs statements on ; 
8tallnhcrlmes,itmlghtnnallybeiu | 
the Soviet Unlonh advantage to re- ' 
vealthetruihaboutAmerlcanPOWs . 
from WWII, i 


John M.G. Brxmm, n/ormer oom- 
bat fiUhtilryman wilA lAe fit and 
MlttfantryDivUUmiin Mstnam. 
it a Hf* Member Pott 1886 in 
SMflir, WoiA and outbor qf Ritt 
Paddy ttnnuflSU). 
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wilu. ttiU. 

CwwJ. ILitrcl Suifii An^ iUnJ 

6ei Mil 

QurlMtM, SotlL CwoliM 1944 ] 

March 26, 1990 


Dear John: 

Thank you for sending ae the copy of the buuttfully 
wrleten Utter to Ceoenl Colin lovell. 

Indeed you ire on to aoMthlog eod 1 trust It ean 
be brought to a baad. 

Plaata kaap in Inforaed. 

Slaetraly, 


Joho K. G. Irown 
loz 30 

PatroIU, a. 9SSS8 
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VilL. OilJ. W..... 

C-«l. lUJ Sw A.^. lUj 

■ Bm Mf( 

SmiL .CwvliM 1M0> 


Ihlt U u aelcaovMituae •{ root Itettr o( Au|uae II 
wleh ms lomcitl u wj nsstlra sUtsis sad dtlsysd tr X 

ISfO. ■ ■ ' . ' . 

John Ictm la t alKsct ma aad has'afsac kuadttda sC 
baors aa tkaUZi ynllm. Ytj gut ftallat*lt thatkli •’ 
allsiatioai its docamatsdr ^"""' "' " ; 

As Tsa appraeists pabllc atclcodu tonaxd tha Tiaoua 
JUr HU ptsllidi ata fat dlffaraat ftoa tboaa fallewlai Borld 
*ar n. . 


«um Jshaacsa , ' jia'!/ 
XsaCflda - 

U081 n 2ad SeVX 
Suita 105 0 ^ 

lalltma, Vuhlaitan flOOi 
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^d^^iirgent^ 


yyiiMs: 


Govc'r^ent thinks-' 
1 00. to.2.00;;alive ' 


ivijia^Sa9MiffleiililMquita 
ill DMth as iUtiapU to 
|laa fwtmn'tlHlr ' mII6b*i bUtar 
apujuai ia AffhiM^lDd tbi' 

onalipid SovM 

<*9 aiiyjm_b t i^Yau .eaiTi^. 

ineaadMlaii^Aliihii^^tn. 
Mimt^fioei^^ia ^ InUiV^: 

37i9902f:»n;i;<{iMid,Meri. tha 

Spjl.'.VjPW^A.'ptit^ii.wal’wta 
comBiti||] Fa^iAp ildi^ 


1' ,, ,*'■• . ■ aw wi bam of .opa’r'axiilanet, 

“WaVi appUid Buoy tiin« for (hay dittppair," taid tha aiabaiiy 
balp from : tha. Aawtean pwo- oflldaL “It U'aititmaJy frustiat* 
.mmO^ i^lrt lEmbai^ofEj . 

aBijopU ai^'ipi far^"';' Naaeeautlaet /. '■ 

tha,-.SovM pa^'wouU M^r^'^ThaMi^luanfibi-Bitb' 
' .. hadaaa^o^ufciabffctm haiaa 
t. lha mj^ Soy« traopi ah. hi tha ana of Paahawar.-PaUatan. 
baliawdto.bahaidbiriMl canpi' Thayaiao tDDtnlnst'anaiof&a 
huida'Af^iaiiituiv ai ml at4<P'Af^ebuBUyiIda-fr V 

dupa io PaUiUB and liwv .Uj,.: . Bad-. Crott ofneiali lupport 
. rWa an . lun than an Soatat^ Moaewi^ data that Sovlat PO Wa 
POWi fatfida^Paldit^ lait wha^ifran bdn| bald hi PaUiUB b|itaaid' 


S lotUtadlhrialS^lIXo^^ 
£OWCK<ib>7iI(&anfoi«^ 

,fioji|taMi^SaritMflaad '^oritwo* 
KfX’J >*» npat>iBimi.SvTi.; J 

thara'hai bataj 
Ming* Hid a Rad Ciim oflidal. ■ 
^^^“It'ibaa aa coou^'blMlmA*.. 
E^Tradn hapaiiiir, ’ iasiijj. 
g I Twoty Sovlat priionan bald la I MM 


313 aip.Bitadii^i^ b a^&. 
-..,‘Tban b naioa to bahava' that 
at laaiL10e,AiM-i«j|^u many 

W"!. 

ap^xpaid a»«fll^'of tha-Ib*. 
t«Mtianal;fi^|Mjb{jha |lad 

ly.|uiu)oiv.tb4|B|.t}ilim* 

.t!S£^^<§o^£^.tha Sli^- 

«Uo|w.haa.MnO(iaIlY'h!iad tha 


✓.vSatttrday 

y'APRIL^? lO^wa knojf h rpuibJy hw“ ... . . 

II 1 T|(| II J 

n- ‘UnL'l S ’’’y ‘h‘*»pAonahd(Wfb 
1-: .-??!?*/« { Taiabatlon' for Mma'Soviat mmiai^ 
tWTY.riVtU>CP atrocity' bilda 

^*r. Bara to Mctin mJSSnSTaflwI^lftS. ... J 

\ wpon could do Ui’wuiihw tala w.'. 

j '"Tha Dujahadaao ara gutu 


plterTha'Soldatrcould probablJ 
;.ip«|o^'Ka^ fo*|W>;t^ 
I'prfunan iq. ai&B|a .for tfid 
'PbR^butlhmitbod^Mtarj 
~ to auo^ tha mtjahadaaa 4 n ar&l 
fall tp baipin,* t|M a 
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titt tORO^rro '5UK . 2T my, 1999 __ 

^^Dreadful mUitaiy 

I T I utnu nnlNlimbli,'' b«|tDi » (Mturc 
5 I In Ihc U.S. Vtitrsa Ntwt iod Htpifi. 

.{ X ‘•Slnct Um tad •( Um Vltlaam wir, U» 

Vlftoui vtltniu havt MoUnM Ihti AaMrieini 
.wjrri kri b«hind Scoffid tt ud hunuid, Iht 
viurini hjv* bNB lecoMd ky |«vtnun«t tfO- 
ol uini Uit mytli «f PoWi m bold ooUi Um 
wir. Bui 1/ Um United ^tei «u wlUIni In ibr- 
' --^t mort Ihio }0,ooo mtn white poMOilni Ibi 
nl powerful mlUl^ tom In hiitoi^ ..." 


Ihrouih biini 
iwUhbou^ 



mwm 

STEVENSON 


I SicrtI Oitt SiMiBB Iflimiallr l 

"I fltvt li « iriU IrUl: JoliB Brnw^ ■ 

InliBirymia In Vltutm; ind Tom Aihw^ ■ ....... -. yr-- 

fpnMT Marino htlteopter ptIoL kavt bou n*>d MinU Ateuadir and .Um tupronM kiad- 

A,..,.. P, ^ I, 

4at ihow Akuador nilitli« trdan to forcibly 

kSrJ?,'* *• “* 

MO'DIbowUnKOB). 

la Iht iBd, Ahaodor eomplted la erttr to ft! 
tot Bwlam to^ntoiM BiiUih and AnMrteaa ml- ‘ 
dto TIm k^opmUon nmhad la amt Brtl> 
bh botpi lhrmA« dawi UtUr rl/lti and rtlialai 
tocanypulttdinttto^lhtCaNackbinlltei- 
wivti a£ddldna aa u tha aoidten-iato 
*• wilUai ButUia arat. ... 

^ AlmA'i to late tpria« uo nOtei 


ctnii up wllh 

1 ta'BdaT Sn CaMdIaa,TSScan^d*lriSih 

nihtlai mtn who dluppurtd Inio Um Sootai 
pAwn lyitem al Um ted of World Wv m 
"Wttt Ihoit U.S. affinn who kaadltd Um 
eor^ on ibtndaotd AiUtd priatutti Ihn pro- 


adit and Um Mtd to antwa iliiaetT 
.'’Did Ihli bacaai a palun, mubIim that MaU- 
I 1^ towlMd aflkiibTCtor^r« weuM 
rta rapidly and ma bNMH laiiiBwl to fMalloe- 


BtiuntdUNcaiBBlidtoWwratoiBUton^ ItuiwJS. PaWi btlaf mm 

s.'scs.'oSssp “ tisfik-i;"" 

To III luek ^Uaai htfert Iht pubUe, Um Taa p«n litor. BilUib atnrily fliti tUD km 
._w.- ktia tkliitd to ja^ MOM UBOO Ujic« of awilMiy la Um lira af a nd to|; 


wtrdi iantVS VtMraa, 


kavtacbau 
at hold tea 


Ihtir kook. Tbcir thtma b aald to kt too poite- 

liaUydimitlnitoaiUaeallnterMU.'nMlrtMwn UJ.Oie.OactitC.Mtnt 

lathatBelhruaodtaaitanaiioeBMnUiinlhi to |ltu ihitp mr. A mtelh after victory to 
ptacUit of abaadoaiiy Ito atm mm ae Um katlte- Eurept, kt cabted Cte. Dalihi Blaaaktwer, too 
ilold. Allltd luprtBa toauadtr; "Ctaearaid poor 

TbtSovtei.UiloekldaappidaBdktldtoptmi- rm Stolu tkii a.NP Ui. prliaetn atill to 
.1 ...H.iiw ipu Ibawtaada af Caudiaa, Baaiian ktadi."jiu MartbiD wu Uuwna a dit- 
‘ ' PtWi,'’ -baea^ ko et, aad te M to form will had beomt 

.i.j — *, B iito m t McarUy auBir." 

A* nNdwUbpaptechMalhattteefllltdlkair 

li haatoMat: * ^ ^ 

XJLUut ttw 


uyi Brawn, ."h wai doet with Iht kaawlidn M 
Um kiihurittil dteiatoMuktra in Ibe Utotod 
baiai aad Graai Brliato ... 


In tordai BMtatapairiaUaai 


Ibt prtodpit cenpoeiet 
m of RiMiiaB, uliniBl- 


pi^ Itatot ittfremteu to Xait Empt. 

Brown aad hii ewaittbor aptat ytan butrawtew 
ihrtuib fitet tokilted TOP SEC^ loe| all? 
Utert « any ipptiiet attd (or aaciacy. Tkty 
bt|M by looktoi for hard iridteca af UJ. Mcrat- 
• ‘ft btbtod to Vtetoaa 


CMiairtoi ban abraya 
■ad ptiatetn ti pawM, to kt diaeatdtd wba no 
teeftr nlayaUt. Tkty dtptei world aialaaaan 
incitd tote I pat lhau to Vtouna. p*t tot 
Hanoi lomtotat a nvei buiatotag band bttore 
teittoi UJ. Pntotoai Nchard Nuue witbOraw 
from ihat war. ' 

Tbty ctolin to haw tccwnolated doemtatory 


Tkty rtirirrtd ctefldtaitol miat|to kttwtca Mat 



and Waihiaitoe foltowtof tot Mr niitoeal atc^ locney to ibaat malteta. 
in rtbrnarr. Utf wbtn baUn, Fnn Uiit’kt cteeladid U UJ. piMiitorf 


t^ to tot toretd repaUiattoa of two 
‘SoTMt diinei' who wtrt in Allted haw 


to Allted handi. Tbt will lit ni pU^ Iht whato linUi." 


^ 4 iit}ic^ Of • 

A M4^CAiL£timf‘lh 

«« ir ekrrcntu:- 


Dear Hr. Brown, 


Bill Stevenson wanted you to 
have a copy of hii column. 


U.S. VETERAN NEWS AND REPORT 



Guiding Principles of 
Am^xican-fereigoPolicy 

by Ambiiialtv 
Vjmon A.WiHers J 
Btlora Jha Nutloni il rnmmlH«n rm 
American Foreign Policy 
New York City 
-October 15, 1986 

Thank you vety much. Mr. Ambaisa'Sur |Kel- 
loggi I am delighiad lob« hare. This la an exiraor. 
dinarlly prestigious group, and I leal very honored 
that you have asked me lo speak to you I see In 
the audience many old friends and a number ol cni. 
leagues from the United Nations here, and i will 
try lo he as brief as possible because my eKperi- 
ence has been Ihot the speaker speaks about 
whal rnlerosis him and the questions are what 
lorces him to speak about what the audience 
wants lo hear. I will, therefore, briefly run across 
the Held of American lorcign policy 

First, my Instructions from the President as far 
as the United Nations Is concerned are lo reform 
It and not to kill It I think that's very Important. If 
the United Nations did not crrlal, it would have lo 
be Invented. It has a number ol shortcomings, but 
It also Is unique and otters an opportunity lo so 
many nations lo keep contact with others The 
smaller nations have relatively lew diplomatic 
posts, and yet at the United Nations they can be In 

lcaAlHiM0on(*ern 


United States Policy 
Toward South Africa; 

Why Did It Fait? 
by 

Rhods Plotkin 

American lorcign policy In southern AIrlea has 
laiind 10 achieve Us o0|ecUves, Originally rianed 
by Its pioponcnis as a realiaiic approach to Ihp 
piohlems okpollHcal reform and peocelul ch,-tng° 
InSoulh Aliica ind-lh» region, the Reagan iiohcv 
ol consirucllva engagement now shares the un 
hippy lalo ol Us lolled predecessors In terms ul 


The POW/MiA Question: 
National Honor and 
Foreign Policy 

A Letter lo the National Commltlee 
on American Foreign Policy 
by 



National honor and national interests arc not 
mutually exclusive To the exieril lhal nalional 
honcH IS undermined by icllons that Ihrealen the 
morale ol clUron soldiers, then lamliies. Inends. 
end others it becomes a matte ol security anti 
Iheieloie also a loieign policy conctn,. What I am 


P 
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The POWIMI A Queillom innfd item fit U 
alluding lo Is, ol courss, the POWfMIA tragedy in 
Southassi Aala. 

As Is wall known, Washington's decision lo quit 

Vietnam was accompanied by an endeavor to tof' 
gel the Immadlala past that led lo the U.S. Involve- 
ment In Southaast Atls. In this attempt Washing- 
ton violaltd the iriditlon ol the cltlzen-soldler 
who. In return ior parlorming honorably the pro- 
Itislon ol soldiering, with all that that Implies, 
■sptcitlly the willingness lo die and the axpacta- 
lion ol being honored by the nation Inalaad ol be- 
ing abandoned. By continuing lo Iranigrasa the 
tradition by not raiolvlng the POW/MIA tragedy 
honorably, tha United Stalea la continuing lo turn 
lla back on the people who daland the country 


end Is thus continuing lo court dliaslei, To pre- 
vent this from happening It Is wltil to recognize 
me Irigady, lo recognize once and lor all lhal lor 
. millions ol Americans Ihe war is nol yet over, and 
load accordingly. 

Before suggesting a course ol action, I shall 
brlelly review saveril sallenl lads: (1) 01 more 
man 600 Americans hald prisoners by the Paihei 
Lao In Laos, not one has relumed; (2) ol hundreds 
captured or missing In South Vlelnim, many have 
never been liesd; (3) beyond Ihosi relumed Imm 
North VIstnsm In Operation Homecoming In 1973, 
many others art known to have bain oiplursd, (01 
those returned, none wss missing an arm or a leg 
or was dlstlgured by bums, auctions from filming 
iircrall notwllhslindlng.) The priience ol POWs 


AMERICAN FOREIQN PQUCY Nawslaller 


In Vlalnam has bnn corroboratad by, among 
olhsrs, hundradi ol llvt alghtingi on the part ol 
U.8. priaonart, raiugaai, camp fnmaiaa, iormar 
South VlalnamaH aoldlati and olllcara, by 
Roborl Garwood, tha last U.S. priaonar lo leave 
Vlainam In 1979, by highly auggastlva Mtalllls 
svtdenca and eommunlesllona Intereeptlona, and 
(Inally, the avidanca aubmiltad by the highly 
dacoratad U.S, olllcara Mark Smith, Robert 

Howard, and Melvin Meinlire, orders to dtilroy In- - 

criminating avidanca or risk destruction ol carNr 

and characlar nolwillulmdingr 

Because the prisent pdminlilrallon and past 
adminlilralloni have done next lo nolhino lo 
rssolva the proWim I. a wounded veteran ol Ihe 
Vlalnam War, a msmbar ol Iha Nalional Advisory 
Board ol Skyhawk It Pro)act-Accoont lor POW/ 

Ml A’l, and Ih# chairman ol ihe POW/MIA Commu- 
tes ol the National Vlalnam Vilerant Coalition, 
urge Iha PtatWanl to appolnl Immadlaltly a 
capable, ptomintnl clllzan lo nagotlsts a auc- 
ceislul raiolullon ol Iha tragedy. That clllzan 
must be helped by a compeitnl ollica alall and by 
tha vast Intalligance capabllllias al iha dlipoul 
ol tha country. 


The nagollalor must be Inslrucitd lo (1) rt open 
Iha bona lids oiler made by Vietnam lo "aall ” an 
unspeclllad number ol U.8. POWi, somilhing 
Prasidsnl Reagan ra(aclad In 1981 (an Itw 
adllorlal.ln The WaH Slntl Journil, August 19, 
1989): (2) dlscoai IN le»«e "Ith Communist 
eWna; P) dlscuas iha iragady wliu me SovUl 
union. Evidence iMms lo Indicelt lhal iha Sovisi 
Union may be bolding some ol our VIeinatn 
prisoners who ware Iranalarred because ol their 
•ptcisllzsd alaciroolc warlare training. 

In short, what Is being euggealed hare Is 
nothing lhal la out ol Una. Thera are empii 
pricedenta. For axampla. Irom Iha depth ol a lit 
more aavera dalail Chancellor Konrad Adinauer 
oblalnad Ihe raliise ol German army prisoners 
Irom Sovlel tobor camps. Now the last ol ih# Bay 
ol PIga priaonart are baing ralaaaad. 

Whal Is unaccspiabis la a do-nolhlng policy or 
oni that alms si a token rataass ol only iwo ot 
ihrH Americans who may well be branded as 
Iormar daatrteis ot collaborators. y 


CUMULATIVE INDEX (1«W) 
oMha 

AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY NEWSLETTER 


Brown, John M. G., 'The POW/MIA Ouasllon: 
National Honor and Foreign Policy." A Letlar lo 
Iha Nalional Commlila# on Amartean Foreign 


For Iha Record: "Failure al Rayk|avik: A Buss- 
ing In Oisgulia," Oeesmbar 1986, vol. 9, no. 6 
For Ihe Record: "On Stele Terrorism," Decern- 
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JOHN N.G. BROWN 
■ P.O. BOX 30. 
PETROLIA, CA. 95558 
C707> 629-3547 


Senator Charles Grass! ey 
Personal Attn: Chris Kolesnik 
135 Senate Hart Blog. 

Wash., DC 20510 12th Sept, 1989 


Dear Chris, 

1 hope you are well. I am enclosing a list of PW 
relateo rolcotl loi ana oocuments which have been refusea to me 
oy the National Archives on the grounds that they are still 
classliiea. although nearly all of them are 44 years old. 

If, as certain US6 officials have stated, we are wrong In 
our conclusions concerning US PWs remaining In Soviet hands 
In 1945, why then are we refused access to the appropriate 
records? On some of the requests i have waited nearly a 
year, (since November, 1988). This has obviously had the 
effect of government- Imposed censorship, and has Infringed 
on our contltutlonai ly guaranteed freedoms, which I 
personally served In front-line combat to uphold. 1 am quite 
concerned that 1 (and my colleague, Ashworth) get full 
access tO; these documents as we ao not feel that anyone else 
IS well- grounded enough. In the thousands ofdther 
oocuments In our possesloni to Interpret them correctly. 
Their slgnlflgance might be entirely misunderstood without 
ail tne concurrent cables and reports. ( I am also attaching 
copies of some of the original correspondence by me and 
Arcnives personnel .) 


nss keoorca . July, 1945, micofllm on rpi»i R-459-F. I have 
oeen informed over 3 months ago oy Richard Boy I an, Ass't 
Cnief/Ml i itary Reference Branch, National Archives, that 
in IS was, ‘referreo to another government agency for further 
review.* We oo not want weeded portions of It out the entire 
report inciuolng cover piece and end which would clarify how 
many pages were in tne original. Many OSS oocuments have 
been released to researchers such as Bradley Smith, author 
ot The snaoow Warriors, but we nave been denied access to 
practically all OSS documents, apparently because the 
suDject of our researcn is US prisoners ot war . 


2) RG 331, serial 170 FAN Reports from AGWAR , Vol. 19, Sept 
44 - Feb. 1947, Microfilm on ti im reel R-iS-H . I have heard 
nothing on this request In lO months. 


3) RG 331, serial • 20, PWB Correspondence, May 44-0uly.l945 
Fi im reel R-112-G. (10 months wall on this, also.) 
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<i) kG 3bi , serial s i7, (or'lglnal ret .11 57 In finding alOP 
Intelligence SunnarleSr various, Vol. 2 June 45- Feb. 46 on 
turn reel ft-iii-G . ( 10 months wait on thljS also.) 

51 RG 331 serial a 431 SACMED (Supreme Allied Command 
Mediterranean) Field HQ. POW, June 45 to Sept. 1945, 
serial « 433, POW April 45 to June 45, and serial » 434 
Amrican POW April, 1945 to August, 1945 - all on microfilm 
reel ft-i08-F . ( Original FOIA 29 May, 1989. I was told in 

writing on June 30th, 1989 that this was 'still security 
classltied" .) 

6) RG 331. Microfilm 574, 576. 677, 578, POW & DP (displaced 
persons) Film reei ft-457-B . C •still classified*, 30 

June, 1989) 

7) RG 331, 363.6 , serial $ 3574, AFKQ, POW Jan-Sept 47. and 
serial « 3575 (363.7) Displaced Persons, Feb. to August 47, 
Film R-144 speelal . ( ■still classified*, 30 June. 89) 

8) From catalog of the Combined British American records of 

tne Mediterranean Theatre of Operations, WW 11. Vol. 11 : p. 
ii9o, serial 73, PWB sub-committee, Aug 44 to June' 45, f i Im 
R=5f7-£ . ( ‘Still classified', 30 June, 1989.) 

9) p. 1433, serial « 61 Project t 6. EYES ONLY, Aug 43 to 

July 47. and serial t 65 Project aiO, POW, -May. 47 to Feb 
48, botn on turn reel a R-557-E . ( "stiil classified', 30 

June, 1989) - _ 

10) p. 1433, serial 162 & 163, AFHO 6-5 Section, 1945-46, 
turn R-53a-f . k "still classified' . 30 June, 1989 ) 

11) p. 1467, serial i3l Displaced Persons and Repatriations, 
voi . Ill reo.45 to Aug 45, ti im reei R-466-b . F.1.1. 

( "Stiil classified', 30 June, 1989) 

p. 11058, serial l PW Reports ana Ground Checks, film 
reel ft-ieo-E . ( ‘still classified', 30 June, 1989) 


13) kg 331, E-22U-A. AFHCl G-2 (1945 General Staff 
Intellige nce), dqx 3 . one copy each of all documents 
including covers ana distribution lists. 

( This item has been identified oy Jo Ann Williamson, 
cniet ot tne Military Reference Branch, as ' records of the 
g-2 Division i5th Army Group, and also: -remains security 
ciassiiieo", on 30 June, i989.) 

14) RG 331, £p5aLAA..A£liQ C-3 SPBCifti OBcmlona. i?4S. Boxes 
12 tnrougn 15, one copy each all documents. 

("remain security classitiea . 30 June, 1969 > 


i5) RG 342, Interrogation Reports of Japanese PWs 
repatriateo trom Soviet penal labor camps. An Sth box which 


contains several nunarea pages of Intelligence debriefings 
ot Japanese prisoners who saw American POWs in the Soviet 
prison camps. Tne existence of this oox was admitted to Jonn 
M. G. Brown, Thomas V, Ashworth and James Sanders, all In 
person at sultlana, Marylano, on November 2l3t, 1989, by 
Richard Boy Ian. Assistant Chief, Military Reference Branch, 
wno turtner stated tnat It was unaer CIA control. It's 
existence has also been disclosed to John M. G. Brown by a 
tormer nigh- level CIA officer. 

16) RG 332, Records of the European Theater and USFET, 
nnn.ft. repatriateo German PO W debrlefinga. Involving 
sightings of or imprisonment with US POWs in the Soviet 
prison system oy Germans repatriateo from Russia up through 
tne Adenauer era. These are also known as the VfR I MS fi B 
REPORTS , and we have a few of them. For the the Director of 
the Military Reference Branch, Ms Williamson, to say that my 
request "falls to meet certain tests of the FOIA', through 
tailing to 'reasonably describe the information sought", is 
riQicuious. There are over a thousand boxes of Wringer 
Reports, containing approximately one million two hundred 
cnousand pages of documents. The Chief, Williamson, .ano 
Assistant Chief, Boy I an know very well what this Is, and 
nave also been denying access to our research-colleague, 
James Sanoers. (We have little doubt that what Is there on 
tne Americans is rapidly disappearing.) The Archivists have 
aanltteo to us of being under heavy pressure from Pentagon 
ottice^s. We are not seeking all of them, ou.t orHy the 
aolilty to study them and make copies of certain 
I ivesigntings of Americans to aao to what we nave tor our 
tortncoming oook on the subject. Our object is accuracy. 


Cnris. i nope Senator Grass ley ana you can get these 
records released to us. We nave aireaoy maoe It clear that 
we nave no political axe to grind, ano tnat tne history ot 
tnis tragic matter, through 44 years and three wars. Is far 
Digger tnan any single President, except perhaps tne one who 
cou I a oreaK cne great riddle of resolving It. The more we 
nave immersed ourseives in understanding It tne more we see 
tne terrible ol lemma It has presented to our successive 
rresioents, leading directly to present- day hostage 
situations. 

Tne majority of tne American people however, know or 
suspect tne trutn. tneroy making every government denial ot 
me trutn into a turtner erosion of the government s public 
creoiDiiuy. In Europe, tne WW 11 aspect ot this matter is 
more generally known, as the French. Belgians and Dutch lost 
over nait a million prisoners into Stalin s Gulag. 

i looK torwarc to hearing from you soon, ana hearing of 
success. Please give give ray nignest regaros to Anay, should 
you see nim. Best Regards, 


Jonn H. 6. Brown 
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Mr. John M.G. Brovn 
Box 30 

Pttrolla, CA 9SS58 
Dtar Mr. Brownt 

Thia is In raaponsa to your Fraadom of Inforutlon Act raquaat of 
NN90-273i^**°’ ”**^'^*** *** 10, 1990 (our rafaranca 


t 


I 


Wa have aubalttad your raquaat for tha daclaaalfication of 
apacific rolla of Air Forca Haadquartara (AFHQ) mlcrofile to our 
daclatBificatioa unit for rovitv. 

EBblwaa ia a copy o! ETS accaailon dJicriplion" -.^32 
\ of the Aavei) ooxaa In Racord Group 342. 

Tha Wringer Raportaara d abrleflnca of . Indlvlduala of varloua 
ja^iti^ialiaa from t lipovUt Union ro u ph T ^atH San 

- ^g«Pogt«’ ap^ar In blta ini piacaa acafctarad 

throuqh-out tha racorda of varioua Bllltary aqaneia'a. Tha TLaj 

largaat collactio n of thaaa rapprta are on 1,662 rolla oP fcv - 
■eiflftRitiad Blcj^^riay .aaon o the racorda of Tlacbrd‘Cro u?f331J 
— PP not nave aur tic tent at aff or tlaie' to daclMalfv'^Ta i 

^rygraa tn ita entirety and provide tor the aaeanaa ot other 
raaaarchara. If there la a apecific report or a nueha r of ^ ^ 

8P9clflc repo rta that can be Identified w woulTba piaaaad to 
have than ravTavad ror ralaaae. Wa do not consider thla a denia l 
of your FOIA bacau ae your reou astU too genarai. * ^ 

In Record Group 335 , there are^box^of records under tha 
decimal among tha Seeurl£»-r»»^u,^ General 

• Correaponoence ot cna Secretary of >h. These 

'records were recently daclaaalfled and ara anai Iki!! 


= 3 — 


I n Record Grouck 319 J we have . 
cliialfied rccorqf^containinq 
presently oainq raviawed for d 
rei^uest. 


jiccaaaloned(l6 boxed of 




t 
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tht mmUtiikl that both you and Carl Rica have 
been aendlng »t in aupport of your article. However, *a 
National CorDoander, I do not interfere with the editorial 
policiea of The Aeerican Legion Magazine. 

Even though your article will not be printed, pleaae know 
that The Anerican Legion will continue ita efforti to 
reaolve the PON/MIA ieaue in accord with our mandatea on 
thia viul iaue. 

Sincerely 

MILES S. EPLING (j 
National Conandar 


t 


cct Carl Rice 
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JOHN H.G. BROWN 
Box 30 

Petrol la, CA 95558 

7 Auguat, 1990 g 

Ha. Jo Ann Wll llamaon 
Chief 

Hllltary Reference Branch 
Textual Reference Dlvlelon 
National Archivea 
Waah., DC 20406 

Dear Ha Wll llamaon, 

I have your letter dated 18 July, 1990, evldentally relating to ^ 
my further FOIA requeata to the Department of Defenae and Department 
of State, apparently forwarded to the National Archivea, concerning my 
aearch for documenta reporting American prlaonera of war In Soviet- 
surrogate captivity. 

Once again you have aeen fit to atate that 1 have not *reaaonably 
deacrlhed' various documents I seek, and you have suggested I come to 
wa^lngton to do research. I have worked in Sultland and Washington, 
and together with my research-colleague Thomas V, Ashworth, have 
oSS several thousand pages of documents relating to American # 

POWa In Soviet/surrogate control. In this letter I Intend to make It 
abundantly clear, for the record, why 1 have recently been trying to 
get my requests approved by mall. In my FOIA requests by mall I have 
repeatedly been denied access to documents and microfilm specifically 
record group and decimal number, pertaining to American 
PWs n Soylet/surrogate control, either because they ‘remain security 
Classified' or because they are not 'reasonably described.' At the 
same time the Pentagon has stated publicly that 'no WW Il/POW-related 
documents remain classified.' 

In 1906 and 1969 after traveling across the country several times H 
to do research In the National Archives, I repeatedly faced deliberate 
Obstruction by Archivea personnel In attempting to research 
specifically Identified official POW-related records, to wltJ 

1. When requesting certain specifically Identified flies, boxes, 
documents and microfilm containing Information on American prisoners 
Who disappeared In Soviet controlled areas I was made to wait all day 
long In some cases, and then deliberately brought the wrong material . 

2. When I asked for the correct boxes or files I was told the 
Archives personnel (whose names 1 noted) were 'too busy* or to ‘come 

back the next day. When 1 explained that I had come from California ^ 
and that my time and resources were limited, I was toldi ‘that's your 
problem," 

3. I was repeatedly told by Archivist Richard Boylan and several 
o^ers that wny records I was requesting relating to WW II American 
POWs In the Soviet zone were 'security classified." Sometimes those 
statements were made perfuntorlly, and at other times the Archivist 
would state this after 'checking,' 

4. When I attempted to do research in the pertinent OSS documents 

relating to the Soviet-occupied zones (under of Archivist John a 

Taylor), I was repeatedly told they were all "security classified,' " 
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even though many of the files I wished to study have been 0 P«n®J Jo 
Sther researchers and noted in published 

po^nt out the contradiction, 1 would be told, 'don't bother me with 

that had a private conversation with an jjchlvlst whom 

I had come to know years before In researching my first 
revealed to roe details of the handling of POW researchers by the 
Archives and the extreme pressure put on Archives personnel by 
KnSigS; SllSro and officials to be uncooperative on «ny hing to do 
with serious researchers on the subject o American pr soners of war. 

7. You have also stated to roe several 
do not consider your responses to my several 

repeatedly denied access to ^he boxes. containing these ^c^nts, 

was told 'they couldn't be found', or, ^they dldn t • 

The Department of Defense and the Department of State have 
written to me that all the documents I seek covering the period from 
1945-1964 are In the custody of the Netlonal »oQ.ther al 1 

it Is clear to me as a researcher and author ‘bat. jeken ^ 0 ”ber, ai i 
of the above actions by the National Archives cowtUytes comH IcI ty 
In a deliberate attempt to suppress t‘oc'^*'*tai 7 ajl^nce^of America 
POWs remaining In Soviet/surrogate control from 1946 onwrds. for you 
information I have published newly uncovered facts fff® 

three wars remaining In communist «obtcol ^Ich hav^jached " 
of American veterans and their families. It Is 
time 1 may get the opportunity to do so again. 1 m al^so n the mi 
of writing a fully documented book onthls 

record the actions and names of ‘he various off Icla Is wh^a e 
obstructed Investigations into the fate of thousands ‘ . 

prisoners of war who remained In Soviet. North Chinese. Cuban, 

Vietnamese, Laotian and other hostile captivity over the past 45 

I sincerely hope therefore, that you 
orevlous FOIA requests and my above concerns seriously. 
that rrecent efforts to obtain the documents I ^y ja 1 Is based 
on paS unsatisfactory experlances In the '^«-=blves. Rather than 

research, that the same behaviour would not reoccur, 


cci Senator Charles Orassley Congressnan Robert K. Dornan 


« 


rchives 
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Ht. John N. G. Blown 
Bpx 30 

Pttrolla« CA 9SSSB 


\^ingt(m, DC 20408 


Thii i« in rtiponit to your lottac of Auoutt 7, 1990, to 
Mi. Jo hnn HllllMion of tha Kilitacy Raftctnca Branch, 
ralatlng to youc vacloui raquMta for racordi partaining to 
Aaaticant hald aa priaonara of war. 

In otdat to hava tacotda daclaaaiflad undac tha Fraadon of 
Information Act, you muat raaaonably daacriba the racorda 
that you wlah to hava daclaiaifiad. A taaaonabla 
deicription would include tha name of tha fadaral 
organiiation that craatad or maintalnad tha tacotda, for 
axaapla tha Nat Dapartaant Ganaral staff, the nana of an 
offlca within tha organisation, for axaapla the Operations 
Division, a specific sarias of racorda craatad by that 
offica, for axanpla tha Oparationa Division central decinal 
file, a specific. data or at laaat yaar, and an appropriate 
file desj^gnation provided by an index or filing nanual. 
Requests for racorda pertaining to a ganaral subject, such 
as Anaricans held as prisonara of wat, ate not sufficiently 
detailed for us to locate the records' and begin a 
declassification action. ' ’ - 

Ha ate unable to addraaa tha seven specific points you raise 
in your lattar, because in each instance you do not identify 
tha tacotda to which you ware denied access. If you could 
be more pracisa about these instances, we would be pleased 
to Investigate the aattet. If you would provide a list or 
oftsctlption of tht 0S8 docuatntt which you wtte told wore 
security classifiad with a latter requesting access und ar 
the FraedOT of InforMstion Act , we would be pleased to 
process the request for you. Could you also provide the 
citation for tha published work that has already made use of 
these docuaents? 

If you could provide in a Ftaedon of Infornation Act request 
specific citations for record groups, aeries, descriptions, 
the box nunbera, files or nicrofiln to which you ware denied 
access, we will, if tha citations accurately describe a 
collection of records in our custody, iswediataly begin a 
declsssificatlon review of tha records. 
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Neither of the two archivists you mention in your letter 
remembers having conversations with you as described in your 
letter. If there ate prob).eros in communicating with the 



He sympathixe with your attempt to do research on a 
difficult topic, and wa will do what we can to assist you. 
But your requests for assistance have to specifically 
identify the records in which you are interested. 


The "Wringer Report" records that we located ig the Records 
of Headquarters, O.S. Air Force (Air Staff), Record Group 
341, and Records of the Office of the Secretary of Defense, 
Record Group 330, were declassified, and we can make them 
available in the research room in the Washington National 
Records Center Building in Suitland, Maryland. 


We are still processing your Freedom of InformatiotTAct 
requests for the microfilmed records of Allied Force 
Headquarters, Records of Allied Operational and Occupation 
Headquarters, World Wat II, Record Group 331, and for. 
sixteen boxes in accessidhs 64A-2224 and 66A-3219, Records 
of the Army Staff, Record Group 319. Wo will inform you 


1 when the declaasif ication 


is complete. 
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John Ml 0. Brown 
Box 30 

Petrol ia, CA 95556 

April 1, 1990 

Jo Ann Will lanson 
(or ouccesBor) Chief 
Hlllt&ry Reference Branch 
Textual Reference Olvlelon 
National Archive* 

Waeh.i DC 20408 


Dear Ms Williamson. 

Under authority of U.S.C. 6, Section 552(b> I an 
requesting iH known Information relating to the followingi 
.. o«‘olale recently stated that alt World War 

11 POW-related documents have been declassified. Accordingly 
I am requesting microfilm or paper copies of the following 
records tone each) to be sent to the above address, upon my 
payment of whatever chargee are Incurred. 


QSS RcBortn. July. 1945. mlcofllm on reel p-aso-r . 

RO 331, serial 170 FAN Reports frcm-ACWAR , Vol. 19, Sept 
44- Feb. 1947, Microfilm on film reel^R-iB-HA 

3) RG 331, eeciai_|^20, PWB Correspondence, Hay 44-July,1946 


4) R6 331. wlal » 17, (original ref.i 57 In finding aid) 
Intel ligeMe-Soitmarles. various, Vpl. 2 June 46- Feb. 46 on 


5) RO-331 serial I 431 SACHED (Supreme Allied Comnand 
Mediterranean) Field HO. POW. June 45 to5ept.l945, 
aerial • 433, POW April 45 to June 45, and serial • 434 
Amrican-POW^prll , 1945 to August, f945 - all on microfilm 
( Original FOIA 29 May. 1989. I was told In 
wrltlltgronOune 30,th, 1989 that this was "still security 
classified*. > 


6> RG 331, MlcroflJ 
persons) film reii(f 
Juno, 1989) V 


K 676. 577, 578, POW & DP (displaced 
( 'still classified*. 30 


j 7) RG 331, 383.6 , serial • 3574, AFHQ, POW Jan-Sept 47, and 
I 3^5 (383.7) Displaced Persons, Feb. to August 47. 

I ( "still classified', 30 June, 89) 

j 8) from catalog of the Combined British American records of 
y the Mediterranean Theatre of Operations, WW U, Vol. 11 i p. 
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^.WjSl&T-.serlal 73, PWB sub-committee', “Aug 44 to June 45, film 
tP97-E .) ( "still classified", 30 June, 1989.) 

9)' p.. 1433, serial # 6l Project « 6, EYES ONLY, Aug 43 to 
July .47, and serial # 65-P«>Ject #10, POW, May 47 to Feb 
48, both on film reel #(R-557-F,l ( 'etlll classified", 30 

^ June, 1989) g' p ^ 

S O) B--4433, serial 182 8. 103, AFHQ G-B Section, 1945-46, 
llm.m-53STF) ( ‘still classified", 30 June, 1989 ) 

1) p. 1467, serial 131 Displaced Persons and Repatriations^ 
ol . Ill Feb. 45 to Aug 45, film reeT B-aas-n. F. 1 . 1 . 

"still classified* . 30 June. 1989) 

2) p. 2058, serial 1 PW Reports and Ground Checks, film 
fifll fi-16Q-E. ( 'still classified'. 30 June, 1989) y 2 /A7 

3) -RG 331 , L-j22DTA.,.AEHQ 6-2 (1945 CenerflL.Stflff 
ntel.llQencel. box 3. one copy each of all documents p , 
ncludlng covers and distribution lists. 

( "remains security classified*, on 30 June, 1969.) 

4) RG 331, E-53 A. AFHQ 0-3 Speci al Operations. 1946 . boxes 
2 through 15, on* copy each all documents. 

'y ("remain security classified", 30 June, 1989 ) 

15) RG 342, Interrogation Reports of Japanese PVs 
repatriated from Soviet penal labor camps. At least one box 
which contains several hundred pages of intelligence 
debriefings of Japanese prisoners who saw American POWs In 
thd Soviet prison camps. The existence of this box was 
admitted to John H. 6. Brown, Thomas V. Ashworth and James 
Sanqlers, all In person at SuUland, Mar^lond, on November 
2l8t, 1989, by Richard Boylan, 'Assistant Chief. Military 
Reference Branch, who further stated that It was under CIA 
control. It's existence has also been confirmed to me by a 
former high- level CIA officer. 

16) RG 332/335, AG-DEC 383.6, 12892 German PV (POW) 
debriefings Records of the European Theater and USFET, 
aaa.6. regatnated German POW debrief Inoa. Involving 
sightings of or Imprisonment with US POWe in the. Soviet 
prison system by Germans repatriated from Russia up through 
the Adenauer era. These are also known as the WRINGER 
REPORTS ■ There are reported to be over a thousand boxes of 
Wringer Reports, containing approximately one million two , 
hundred thousand pages of documents. 

Thank you for your attention. 


John H. G. Brown 
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A14 TMiiJowJmUW 


an independent newspaper 


Were Some POWs Left Behind? 


T he fourth o( July b the niht <Uy to 

conider iFlwther lU tbOM who rntributed 
to tbck tint to tnitattinai the 
dence ind tiHdom that thi holktoy mitfci hm 
leotmd thito dut. We nttr ipndficatly to the 
Amerkaa G|htto| ncn, apttrtd or nltitoi in 
the ewmtiy'i wen. who either nay he*# been 
Wt bthtod tint and in enemy haodi or nty not 
have been fuUy eocounted for. For decadee the 
effkial lonntotiu potitiao hu been that then 
to n eiwdito evidane* that American prlMOtri 
of war ham the two world wart, Korea and 
Vtotnaa ate mU dattinad. Yet the eip e n d to t 
pid«c record of toqaiiT into the eftnathn of thaat 
thonttnda of man auHcau that it to too aoon to 
pot their fate oat of mind. While it tttat tret 
that there to no credible potitive evidtoot that 
any ere atm ttoto, there ttfll tantina a janini 
nawBOof aibintinettaboettht btatoon which 
the PentafOB bet flffictoUyptanoaBcad then dead 
or Ina otfatfwtot tccmatad for then. The naatt 
cannot yet be put finally to teat 
It it a detiy tarioaa ihiBf to toipaa thto te 
ooontiy nay not him nad eway latoine at ka 
comm a nd to poraat Aanikan prtoooan and r^ 
ppitedpritooendli|tntly,Btoiwotoittofeto> 
danot have todtoed ut to adia tan thtpodan to 
ilMtticam on thto toent Tin that tochidta htaai- 
cal web aa that praatntod to an 

irticto on thi oppotate pt|t todv. IHe fiht of k to 
that lor eaiiout pokdeal tod boaaaoccatie rataoat. 
the tnodN of pritontn bee aoi thaaya haan tha 
topAmeticaopriatity. 

The lecond lort of evidanoa toebadm the dto> 


ihootdown of a aarrMni Navy pilot who wii 
then tap etiit ted in 1973. But that pilot luhae- 
qoently coomdicted the tpac& det^ 
re^'i rtport Where, then, to the other pilot 
wboae tbootdown oomlatae mech more doaaly 
with the tafuiaa'e aceoantl Tbia eiample eomta 
fiaan a' aober new report by the Senate Foreif) 
Reiabota Coonittat't Republican otaS-t Jean 
Helmt operatton that prattea quaetiona that will 

“ySy^wpon* to tod> ^ 

odatontotratio^ lottoo Vietatm to let k open 
an office in Hanoi to inrattiiate laporta of itoe 
toghtton. The tMatiatioo baa alto aahed the 
SottotUaion for any help k can fhft in ecoooai* 
kn far itoeaiii aaminamen fWn the weald wati, 
Koaat, Vietnam aato Cold War ahoottoi ioci^ 
Thoae an uaeftti aiepa, hut ate they anuih? 
Soane 16 eeamtofa are now caBtaf for foamaboa 
of a aoM oonaniitaa toM theamiB^t 
effoata to track down FOWa and WAa. Than 
ham been paaeietat pn^ bat not of the kind to 
boittor pdik tamfidanoa. The reoant charm of 
w of^ ooNtwp by the oolonaLfdrmetty to 
chtna of the Foataien't MA office, for anaa- 
pie.wocabmthadotrbranlotetaaltoaotp- 
naat toqiaiy.* Tie 

fiother ti«|Miea thet Vtonim'a oftar to opto 
ha totiitoty to Amerkae aatfch ahould proaopt 
the Paottipo to lactotoceto and open ka ■lerrlte- 

ty*-toroW4lIA5ea. 

One data not hm to bairn that the ^ 
lotetBiMot hat emaiad to a dttioM and 
giddad ooMpkacy to ardor totdnk ffiepo^ 
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ll II Iwnmni Dili M t-'nMd Sqm Iim 
MW lormiitr iKM .VIiMc»w toi iDmiuuan 
ai Am«neifl pnionin wtio cunt unto So*i. 
II (uninl towf WmM Wir Q. iht CoM 
Wii, lOm ind Vimim. THt nquw ihauU 
hilp bmi 10 braid ituMwi i praM w i Oai 
liu (mmd MM Wortd «w L It* Mr 
niraduto n i nr* iiM ^ Smu 
Fon«i Roltum CoMMUi RtoiliMi 
lufl. wtadi innmi AminciD pmoom d 
wv lod AmmcMi mMii m aotai n 
Somt Old Sonit-iumiUi ooMnI |ata| 


Aomg ad fv (mwi in ML h im. 
avnamMir 40 H w U3. Mon rowi 
•m Noortid Of ai t/itmm, UnM 
Ananoa aaoM MaaM Gnki, M hi 
lira ad a da UMM fte ad SM«* 


M.DahMNdidaia^Alidfn» . 
«d I91l,ad ■vMhndlBiiMi 
him.dMidMi«Bdidttil» 


I uim hdioM, ihi lid AiaaMma ■ 
Maattd LSallaiAIMfOWiaddIa 
pMd pmaa hdd hd da Gmhi. C» 
nvT u da Ydka hmimm, Aadta 


dteaMau hdkM dal ihM MM Ul. 

PORi ad MIAi an hdd M liiifi^ 
dtoV^ hr ^ d aMtMM 

adttchM U A ad AIM dd Md dlM 

:s.Txr>^'!RSi 

iitol data Uadi ad Aid IMiM 
Icitodt lad Till !■ iddiandM da 
(did ipad da M d hm M ititto 
Aameai FOWt a crda a aan iMa 
pattMiaB a M JMMiaa ad *t 
panwUaadNdato 

SdMito U-l arfOM wi a MM 


Tm.'Wtit.JliTLI^hl A15 


John Brown 


A 70-Year-Old Hostage Crisis 


SoiM Ananon fOVi am npawd a 


■dww ri a-^ 

traa W^a.l AdtaMuir p£n 

aaaad Mai CM Wa aaMaa a» 
a« A adi^ a Cinpi an da 

MtMIr mia • da ddoatt aa 

(dMAffL 

DaMdaKawWa.daNonhKaa 


Uniai d n|M da am d IMM, 
da tma aawmmididad I nr 
Mkr d ahaair npaMaTiaCnaa 

SVuk Jujt 

liAMMUO.GnjMVdnaL 
niad amaM d M U& M Am a 
Kan ad *A Up laanp d da UH 


WLWW wa an u aMdd, B M 

^Sg v5n1!u c^V^ 


52? I'"? WdL M paaai •« 

ydaa aaiddtid AnricnUditS 

Nad* aalpaMa. ad daa RIWi, 

SWvaaS;£;i 

JIaNUadrahiMaatWBnr 
? Ca»m a at 

mmhaad Wti ad a M tet te 
Mr 8 paaa ddd UadMid U fOWi 


taataMdUiUMaaMmaKdaU ■trSpaaadddhadhiUdUj.roWi 
Kaa n ai Ua.' AoaPi a Ue U aMd UmhidlU^aanaiaaaiiaaad 

ClAadtdarBimMattniMIAnOa hr Ut CaanMU Apmnalr 300 a 
an Ui. POV-MUi an npaM daa- ■aifOitanraaadttHMndhrw 

ssr-saaTKiia saM?-*-— “■ 
inssJiriszi- AnsLtss'ar; 

^ ■MMdUi MO laai fOft In AL 


ba ragai ran. tmmfn bdM d m MM tU»40) ta da Mail 
dadi M da aaaira «»■ (UM AidMi a aaadhai a — ad a 
an adpu a da am a at aaai) MjandaiaatipMStiaLUM 
pdaUadtMdaibadraaatlaaha MamNinaA|rt».aMMaat 
SuillMaaaaaaMMdhrUJ^a- SMMUtaail^aMdiMDm" 
dardatuhtaCaanaaoMboaiM AaMtn PaM M Jaan Ina 
oMrljOOOailMaSM. iOWt M dbd a StM eaaanoa 

Fadtaa taaa fcta liiniMBi Mb- (Md'aMtatirUt'tinMMaMa. 
mMCmMawKIthtnGaaai UMtl GohMMt M« U atam 
da Ita trttaaUdad Ul. FOR to htto aaaa U M aM op u iadia 
Vaata (a iim UiaM da pdap dipM « hat htlpAd M SaM Uaa a 
IJBM ti an Aatnat inattn hoa MaMaAatnaifOir-UIAtBhtam 
aaNdaandnllOOUAaaaptBd paMhiPodiaMtPaPmatn 
pMuatd dM U VaaiB tP Ua M- MM d ar Mftm U ariar am ato 
mMacttMlnrhlBaaida lOTiaan mptaSonaMatPU 
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8730 

8ar O0B3Or/O08l3847 
30 Jul 00 


Prom: Cblaf at Mavol Oparotlona ^ 

To: Comondar. lovol Ullltopy Parionnal Coaaond (Codo 06) 

8ubj: POIA UQttlST OP JOHN H. 0. BR0U8 

Rad: (a) BICMAVim 8730.430 

Knol; (1) 0*ID(M) aa»o. dOO-FOI- 1288/M of 30 Jul 00. w/ataha 

1. Inoloaura (U la foraapdad aa a aattar partially undar youp 
oolnlaanoa. Plaaat poapond dlpootly to tba paquoatar eonoapnln| 
any Infopmatlon you may bold pafapdlng tb# 

POMa onoa known to bava boon In Sovlat oontpol wltbln 10 wopklng 
daya aa ppaaoplbad by ptfopanca (a). 

Q. R. AITXSK 
By dlpaotlon 


Cy to 


Cy to (w/out anala) : 
Mr. John M. 0. Brown 
Box 30 


FI» Biiponff di »/ 26 Tijif . ' 

0c+. MfO Haw ci'aiV PW| 
f«m Dtfipi / i'lml* / 



Z5, Senator Kerry asked Hr. Sheet?, for the number of unaccounted for Americans (POW/HIA) at the 
time of the 1973 Paris Peace Accords? After Operation Momeertning? 

The database listing unaccounted-for Americans has always been a dynamic one. As the services 
added names during the war, persons were also being accounted for, for Instance by escaping 
captivity, through early release from captivity, and as U.S. forces recovered and Identified 
remains. It was only after Homecoming that Individuals whom the services declared KIA/BNR were 
added to this list. After Homecoming the services also added additional theater losses (some 
distant from Southeast Asia) and several Individuals who had originally been declared AWOL but 
whose status was changed to KIA, During the period between Homecoming and the fall, of Saigon A 

and of Cambodia, additional Americans became missing, while others were accounted for by remains ^ 

recovery. It Is no longer possible to reconstruct exactly what names and numbers the database 
Included on any one d^y, therefore the following breakdown Is bated on Information currently 
contained' In the DIA data bate. 


i 


§ 


# 


1. Unaccounted for at signing of Paris Peace 3,126 (Tab A) 

Accords on 27 January 1973, and body not 

recovered by U.S. forces and subsequently 
Identified. 

2. Hissing between 27 January 1973 and 2 April 12 (Tab B) 

1973, and body not recovered by U.S, forces 

and subsequently identified. 

3. POWs returned during Operation Homecoming, 591 (Tab C) 

12 February 1973-1 April 1973. 

A. Unaccounted for at completion of Homecoming, 2547 (Tab 0) 

2 April 1973, . 

5. Hissing between 30 Harch 1973 and 15 Hay 1975. * 36 (Tab E) 

and body not recovered by U.S. forces and 

subsequently Identified. 

6. Americans accounted for post-Homecomlng, as of 316 (Tab F) 

11 December 1991. 

7. Unaccounted-for Americans, as of 11 December 2,267 (Tab G) 

1991. 


• * 


♦ * 


» • 


* ♦ 
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TAB A' Unaccounted for at signing of Paris Peacu Accords on 27 January 1973, 

Page 1 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.RK SERVICE lOATE RELJATE CTRY.ORIG 


DOWNEY, JOHN T 
DUFFY, CHARLES J 
BANKOWSKI, ALFONS ALOYZE 
GARSIDE, FREDERICK THOHAS 
HAGEE. RALPH WAYNE 
HATTESON. GLENN (NHN) 
SAMPSON, LESLIE VERNE 
WEITKAMP, EDGAR WILKEN 
WESTON, OSCAR BRANCH JR 
BIBER, GERALD HACK 
BISCKQFF. JOHN HALCOLH 
MOON, WALTER HUGH 
GERBER, DANIEL A 
HITCHELL, ARCHIE EMERSON 
VIETTI, ELEANOR A 
BLEWETT. AlAN L 
PARKS, RAYMOND F 
SIMPSON, ROBERT LEWIS 
ANDERSON, THOMAS EDVARD 
CRUZ, RAPHAEL (NHN) 
MCKINNEY, NEIL BERNARD 
PURCELL, HOWARD PHILIP 
CHENEY, JOSEPH C 
OEBRUIN, EUGENE H 
HERRICK. CHARLES 
DENTON, MANUEL REYES 
RITCHEY, LUTHER EDMOND JR 
WADSWORTH, DEAN AMICK 
VERSACE, HUMBERTO ROQUE 
CODY, HOWARD RUDOLPH 
RORABACK, KENNETH M 
(»RTON, THOMAS FREDERICK 
HILL. RICHARD DALE 
ANGELL, MARSHALL JOSEPH 
HICKMAN, VINCENT JOSEPH 
HITCHELL, CARL BERG 
METOYER, BRYFORD GLENN 
STRALEY, JOHN LEROY 
THOMPSON, FLOYD JAMES 
WHITESIDES, RICHARD LEBROU 
GREER, ROBERT LEE 
SCHRECKENGOST, FRED T 
LEDBETTER, THOMAS ISAAC 
TALLEY, JAMES lAHE 
ALVAREZ, EVERETT 
SATHER, RICHARD CHRISTIAN 
CUTRER. FRED CLAY JR 
KASTER, LEONARD LEE 
GRAINGER, JOSEPH V 
WALKER. KENNETH EARL 
WOODS, LAWRENCE (NHN) 
DAWSON. DANIEL GEORGE 
BLOOM, OARL RUSSELL 


V 521129 730312 CH 

V 610113 

E5 F 610323 

E5 F 610323 910711 

02 F 610323 910711 

01 F 610323 910711 

E5 F 610323 910711 

W1 A 610323 

02 F 610323 

E5 A 610422 

E7 A 610422 

04 A 610422 

V 620530 

V 620530 

V 620530 

V 620714 

E6 A 620714 

03 F 620826 

E4 M 621006 

E5 F 630902- 

02 F 630902 

1 03 F 630902 

V 630905 

V 630905 

V 630905 

E4 N 631008 VS 

E3 H 631008 VS 

03 F 631008 VS 

03 A 631029 VS 

03 F 631124 VS 

E8 A 631124 VS 

03 F 631206 VS 

E3 F 631206 VS 

E5 A 631212 VS 

03 F 640114 VS 

04 F 640114 VS 

02 A 640118 VS 

E3 A 640118 VS 

03 A 640326 730316 VS 

03 F 640326 VS 

E2 M 640607 901120 VS 

E2 H 640607 901120 VS 

03 A 640619 VS 

E4 A 640619 VS 

02 N 640805 730212 VN 

02 N 640805 850814 VN 

03 F 640806 VS 

02 F 640806 VS 

V 640808 VS 

03 F 641002 VS 

E6 A 641024 CB 

02 A 641106 VS 

03 H 641113 VS 





i 
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Page 

2 

FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

[DATE REL_DATE 

CTRY. 

NIPPER, DAVID 

E3 

M 

641121 

VS 

SANSONE, DOMINICK (NMN) 

E7 

A 

641210 840717 

VS 

VAOEN, WOODROW WILSON 

04 

F 

641210 

VS 

TAOIOS, LEONARD HASAYON 

E5 

A 

641211 

VS 

PARKS, JOE 

BENNETT, HAROLD GEORGE 

E7 

A 

641222 

VS 

E4 

A 

641229 

VS 

COOK, DONALD GILBERT 

03 

M 

641231 

VS 

DODGE, EDWARD RAY 

E7 

A 

641231 

VS 

MCDONALD, KURT CASEY 

03 

F 

641231 

VS 

HERTZ, GUSTAV 

— 

V 

650202 

VS 

DICKSON, EDWARD ANDREW 

MCLEAN, JAMES HENRY 

03 

N 

650207 

VN 

E4 

A 

650209 

VS 

SHUMAKER. ROBERT HARPER 

04 

N 

650211 730212 

VN 

FRAKES. DWIGHT GLENN 

E7 

N 

650224 

VS 

LOCKHART, HAYDEN JAMES 

03 

F 

650302 730212 

VN 

SMITH, RICHARD D 

03 

F 

650311 

VS 

CLYDESDALE, CHARLES FREDRI 

02 

N 

650315 

VS 

HUME, KENNETH EDWARD 

04 

N 

650329 

VN 

MCKINLEY. GERALD WAYNE 

02 

N 

650331 

VN 

MORGAN, HERSCKEL SCOH 

03 

F 

650403 730212 

VN 

SMITH. GEORGE CRAIG 

02 

F 

650403 

VN 

VOHDEN, RAYMOND ARTHUR 

04 

N 

650403 730212 

VN 

DRAEGER. WALTER FRANK JR 

03 

F 

650404 

VN 

HARRIS, CARLYLE SMITH 

03 

F 

650404 730212 

VN 

HAGNUSSON, JAMES A JR 

03 

F 

650404 

VN 

BAKER, ARTHUR DALE 

03 

F 

650407 

, la 

LEWIS, JAMES W 

03 

F 

650407 

LA 

ROARK. WILLIAM MARSHALL 

03 

N 

650407 770318 

VN 

FEGAN, RONALD JAMES 

01 ' 

N 

650409 

CH 

MURPHY. TERENCE MEREDITH 

02 

N 

650409 

CH 

SWANSON, WILLIAM EDWARD _ 

02 

N 

650411 ■ 

iA 

WOODWORTH, SAMUEL ALEXANDE 

03 

F 

650417- 

VN 

WHEELER, JAMES ATLEE 

■ 03 

F 

650418 

VS 

BUTLER, PHILLIP NEAL 

03 

N 

650420 730212 

VN 

SHEA, JAMES PATRICK 

02 

N 

650420 

VN 

STORZ, RONALD EDWARD 

03 

F 

650428 740306 

VN 

SHELTON. CHARLES ERVIN 

03 

F 

650429 

LA 

STUBBERFIELD, ROBERT A 

03 

F 

650506 881215 

VN 

lAHAYE. JAMES DAVID 

05 

N 

650508 

VN 

KAROELL, DAVID ALLEN 

03 

N 

650509 890731 

VN 

WISTRAND, ROBERT C 

03 

F 

650509 ■ 

LA 

HRDLICKA, DAVID LOUIS 

03 

F 

650518 

LA 

TAVARES, JOHN R 

— 

V 

650518 

VS 

DONOVAN, LEROY MELVIN 

E7 

A 

650519 

VS 

HARPER, RICHARD K 

W3 

A 

650519 

VS 

BRACE, ERNEST C 

— 

V 

650521 730328 

LA 

WALKER, ORIEN J 

03 

A 

650523 

VS 

LYNN, DOYLE WIIMER 

PEEL. ROBERT D 

05 

N 

650527 

VN 

03 

F 

650531 730212 

VN 

CROSBY. FREDERICK PETER 

04 

N 

650601 

VN 

AMSPACHER, WILLIAM HARRY J 

E4 

N 

650602 880713 

VN 

CHRISTIAN, DAVID MARION 

02 

N 

650602 860410 

VN 


^ It 


^ # 


^ # 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

MCKAMEY, JOHN BRYAN 
MCMICAN, M 0 
PIANTS, THOHAS LEE 
ROHANO, GERALD MICHAEL 
DALE. CHARLES ALVA 
DEMMON, DAVID STANLEY 
COHPA, JOSEPH JAMES JR 
CURLEE. ROBERT LEE JR 
DOUGHTIE, CARL LOUIS 
HAGEN, CRAIG LOUIS 
HALL. WALTER LOUIS 
JOHNSON, BRUCE G 
GWENS. FRED MONROE 
SAE6AERT, DONALD RUSSELL 
HOLLAND, LAWRENCE THOMAS 
GUARINO, LAWRENCE NICHOLAS 
SCHUMANN, JOHN ROBERT 
ARHOND, ROBERT LAURENCE 
GEHRIG, JAMES M JR 
LOWRY, TYRRELL GORDON 
MARSHALL, JAMES ALFRED 
NEVILLE, WILLIAM EDWARD 
ROBERTS, HAROLD J JR 
WATSON, FRANK PETER 
KARl, PAUL ANTHONY 
VAN CAMPEN, THOMAS CHARLES 
MONGIIAROI, PETER NMN JR 
JACKSON, CARL EDWIN 
. ROTH, BILLIE LEROY 
LINDSEY, MARVIN NELSON 
EISENBRAUN, WILLIAM F 
WILLIAMSON, DON IRA 
BRAN, RICHARD CRAIG 
DINGWALL, JOHN FRANCIS 
GALLANT, HENRY JOSEPH 
TAYLOR, FRED (NMN) 

AVORE, MALCOLM ARTHUR 
DENTON, JEREMIAH ANDREW 
TSCHUOY, WILLIAM MICHAEL 
FOBAIR, ROSCOE HENRY 
KEIRN, RICHARD PAUL 
BERG, KILE DAG 
KOSKO, WALTER 
PURCELL, ROBERT BALWIN 
BROWN. EDWARD DEAN JR 
WEATHERBY, JACK WILTON 
DAUGHTREY, ROBERT NORLAN 
HAIL, WILLIAM W 
BOWER, JOSEPH EDWARD 
GRAY, HAROLD EDWIN JR 
NAILHES, UWRENCE SCOTT 
BROWN. DONALD HUBERT JR 


Page 3 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE REL.OATE CTRYJRIG 


03 

N 

650602 730212 

VN 

02 

N 

650602 880713 

VN 

E5 

N 

650602 910306 

VN 

02 

N 

650602 880713 

VN 

02 

A 

650609 

VS 

E5 

A 

650609 

VS 

E6 

A 

650610 

VS 

E6 

A 

650610 

VS 

02 

N 

650610 

VN 

E5 

A 

650610 

VS 

02 

A 

650610 

VS 

03 

A 

650610 

VS 

E7 

A 

650610 

VS 

W1 

A 

650610 

VS 

04 

F 

650612 

VS 

04 

F. 

650614 730212 

VN 

04 

A 

650616 

VS 

03 

F 

650618 

VS 

04 

F 

650618 

VS 

03 

F 

650618 

VS 

02 

F 

6S061B 

vs 

E6 

F 

650618 

vs 

E7 

F 

650618 

vs 

03 

F 

650618 

vs 

03 

F 

6S0620 730212 

VN 

E3 

A 

650624 

VS 

05 

N 

650625 

VN 

03 

F 

650627 

VS 

E5 

F 

650627 

VS 

04 

F 

650629 

VN 

03 

A 

650705 

VS 

03 

F 

650707 890123 

VN 

E6 

M 

650708 

VS 

E7 

M 

650708 

VS 

E8 

A 

650713 

VS 

E7 

A 

650713 

VS 

03 

N 

650718 

VS 

.05 

N 

650718 730212 

VN 

02 

N 

650718 730212 

VN 

03 

F 

650724 

VN 

03 

F 

650724 730212 

VN 

03 

F 

650727 730212 

VN 

03 

F 

650727 

VN 

03 

F 

650727 730212 

VN 

02 

N 

650729 

VS 

03 

F 

650729 780823 

VN 

03 

F 

650802 730212 

VN 

04 

F 

650802 

VS 

04 

F 

650803 

VN 

04 

N 

650807 

VN 

02 

N 

650810 

VS 

02 

N 

650812 850814 

VN 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSS_R^ 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

REL_DATE 

4 

CTRY. 

GOLLAHON, GENE RAYMOND 

03 

N 

650B13 


VN 

MELLOR, FREORIC M 

03 ' 

F 

650B13 


VN 

THOMAS, HARRY EUGENE 

OS 

N 

650813 


VN 

BRUNHAVER, RICHARD MARVIN 

02 

N 

650B24 

730212 

VN 

DOREMUS, ROBERT HARTSCH 

04 

N 

650824 

730212 

VN 

FRANKE, FRED AUGUSTUS 

05 

N 

650824 

730212 

VN 

DAVIS, EDWARD ANTHONY 

02 

N 

650826 

730212 

VN 

SCHIERMAN, WESLEY DUANE 

03 

F 

650828 

730212 

VN 

BYRNE, RONALD EDWARD JR 

04 

F 

650829 

730212 

VN 

MCWHORTER, HENRY STERLING 

03 

N 

650829 

860410 

VN 

TAYLOR, EDO DAVID 

03 

N 

650829 


VN 

COLLINS, JAMES QUINCY 

03 

F- 

650902 

730212 

VN 

BRANCH, JAMES ALVIN 

03 

F 

650904 


VN 

JEWELL, EUGENE M 

02 

F 

650904 


VN 

UGRAND, WILLIAM JOHN 

W2 

A 

650905 


VS 

MARSHALL. RICHARD CARLTON 

03 

F 

650905 


VS 

SHAW. EDWARD BRENDAN 

02 

N 

650905 


VN 

GOODWIN, CHARLES B 

02 

N 

650908 


VN 

RUDOLPH, ROBERT DAVID 

02 

N 

650908 

881215 

VN 

STOCKDALE, JAMES BOND 

OS 

N 

650909 

730212 

VN 

RIVERS, WENDELL BURKE 

OS 

N 

650910 

730212 

VN 

GREEN. GERALD (NMN) 

02 

N 

650912 


VN 

MOSSMAN, JOE RUSSELL 

02 

N 

650913 


VN 

TAYLOR, NEIL BROOKS 

02 

N 

650914 


VS 

MERRin, RAYMOND JAMES 

04 

F 

650916 

730212 

VN 

RISNER, ROBINSON 

05 

F 

650916 

730212 

VN 

KLENDA, DEAN ALBERT 

02 

F 

650917 


VN 

BARBER, ROBERT FRANKLIN 

03 

N 

650918 


VN 

VOGT. LEONARD FREDERICK JR 

05 

N 

650918 


VN 

BLACK, ARTHUR NEIL 

_ E2 

- F 

650920 

730212 

VN 

CURTIS. THOMAS JERRY 

or- 

. F 

650920 

730^1^ 

JIN 

FORBY, WILLIS ELLIS 

03 

'F 

650920 

730212 

VN 

HAWKINS, EDGAR L 

03 

F 

650920 


VN 

MARTIN, DUANE WHITNEY 

02 

F 

650920 


VN 

ROBINSON, WILLIAM ANDREW 

E5 

F 

650920 

730212 

VN 

SMITH, PHILIP E 

03 

F „ 

650920 

730315 

CH 

OSBORN, GEOFFREY HOLMES 

02 

N 

650924 


VS 

HALL, GEORGE ROBERT 

03 

F 

650927 

730212 

VN 

GARWOOD, ROBERT RUSSELL 

E2 

M 

650928 

790321 

VS 

CHESNUTT, CHAMBLESS M 

03 

F 

650930 

850320 

VN 

CHWATj, MICHAEL D 

02 

F 

650930 

350320 

VN 

KILLIAN, MELVIN J 

06 

F 

650930 

8S0320 

VN 

MASSUCCI, MARTIN J 

02 

F 

651001 


VN 

OFFUTT, GARY PHELPS 

02 

F 

651001 


VS 

SCHARF, CHARLES J 

03 

F 

651001 


VN 

BARRETT, THOMAS JOSEPH 

02 

F 

65100S 

730212 

VN 

HIVNER, JAMES OTIS 

03 

F 

65100S 

730212 

VN 

POGREBA, DEAN ANDREW 

OS 

F 

651005 


VN 

SEEBER, BRUCE G 

03 

F 

651005 

730212 

VN 

SCHULER, ROBERT HARRY JR 

03 

F 

6S101S 


VN 

SIMA, THOMAS WILLIAM 

03 

F 

65101S 

730212 

VN 

Rfl 1 .lAHP^ FRANKI IN 

flA 

N 

651016 

730212 

VN 


987 



Thursday, 12 Decembar 1991 ^ 


FULLNAWE 



HUTTON, JAMES LEO 
GAITHER, RALPH ELLIS 
HALYBURTON, PORTER ALEX 
KNUTSON, ROONEY ALLEN 
MAYER, RODERICK LEWIS 
OWSTEAO, STANLEY E 
WHEAT, DAVID ROBERT 
BRUDNO, EDWARD ALAN 
COLLINS. THOMAS EDWARD III 
PYLES, HARLEY B 
SISSON, WINFIELD WADE 
THORNE, LARRY ALAN 
WORCHESTER, JOHN B 
CHERRY, FRED VANN 
MANN, ROBERT LEE 
MCEWEN, JAMES ARTHUR 
WEGER, JOHN (NMN) JR 
MOORE, DENNIS ANTHONY 
ADAMS, SAMUEL 
DUSING, CHARLES GALE 
MOORE, THOMAS 
POWERS. TRENT RICHARD 
DOWLES, DWIGHT POLLARD 
CHAPMAN. HARIAN PAGE 
HCCLEARY, GEORGE CARLTON 
BOLSTAO, RICHARD EUGENE 
CORMIER, ARTHUR 
LILLY, WARREN E 
MCKNIGHT, GEORGE GRIGSBY 
SINGLETON, JERRY ALLEN _ 
JENKINS, HARRY TARLETON _ 
MCCLELLAN, PAUL TRUMAN JR 
GREEN, DONALD GEORGE 
BOWLING, ROY HOWARD 
HIEMER, JERRY ALLEN 
TAYLOR. JESSE JUNIOR 
TOMS, DENNIS LEROY 
DOUGLAS, THOMAS EVAN 
MILLER, RICHARD ARTHUR 
PIRKER, VICTOR J 
VISCONTI, FRANCIS 
WINKLER. JOHN ANTHONY 
REYNOLDS, JON ANZUENA 
RUTLEDGE. HOWARD ELMER 
RICHARDSON, STEPHEN GOULD 
MCCORMICK, JOHN VERN 
REITMANN, THOMAS E 
AUSTIN, CARL BENJAMIN 
LOGAN. JACOB DRUMMOND 
ROBERTS, GERALD RAY 
JOHNSON, STANLEY GARWDOO 
nTRRIF MORQ?^ raFOPRICK 


LOSS.RIi 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL_DATE 

CTRY. 

04 

N 

651016 

730212 

VN 

02 

N 

651017 

730212 

VN 

02 

N 

651017 

730212 

VN 

02 

N 

651017 

730212 

VN 

03 

N 

651017 


VN 

04 

N 

651017 


VN 

02 

N 

651017 

730212 

VN 

02 

F 

651018 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

651018 

730212 

VN 

04 

F 

651018 


VS 

03 

M 

651018 


VS 

03 

A 

651018 


VS 

02 

N 

651019 


VN 

04 

F 

651022 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

651022 


VS 

02 

F 

651022 


VS 

02 

F 

651022 


VS 

03 

N 

651027 

730212 

VN 

E5 

F 

651031 


VS 

E5 

F 

651031 


VS 

E6 

F 

651031 


VS 

04 

N 

651031 

871125 

VN 

03 

F 

651103 


VN 

03 

M 

6SI105 

730212 

VN 

05 

F 

651105 

880713 

VN 

03 

F 

651106 

730212 

VN 

E5 

F 

651106 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

651106 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

651106 

730212 

VN 

Ql 

F 

651106 

730212 

VN 

05 

N 

651113 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

651114 


VS 

03 

F 

651116 


VN 

04 

N 

651117 

770318 

VN 

E4 

A 

651117 


VS 

04 

N 

651117 

751221 

VN 

E2 

N 

651121 


VS 

E4 

H 

651122 


VS 

03 

H 

651122 


VS 

E4 

H 

651122 


VS 

03 

H 

651122 


VS 

E2 

N 

651122 


VS 

03 

F 

651128 

730212 

VN 

OS 

N 

651128 

730212 

VN 

02 

N 

651130 


VS 

02 

N 

651201 

880406 

VN 

03 

F 

651201 


VN 

05 

N 

651202 


VN 

02 

N 

651202 


VN 

04 

N 

651202 


VN 

02 

M 

651203 


VS 

FT 

A 

651205 


VS 
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Page 6 


FULLKAKE 


LOSSjh SERVICE IDATE PEL.DATE CTRY_0R1G 


E1SEN8ERGER, GEORGE .lOt BU 
HYDE, JIMMY DON 
UPNER, EDWARD CHARLES 
DUNN, JOHN HOWARD 
FREDERICK, JOHN WILLIAM 
CORLE, JOHN THOMAS 
CLARK, JERRY PROSPER 
WICKHAM. DAVID WALLACE II 
JEFFREY, ROBERT DUNCAN 
JOHNSON, GUY 0 
MIMS, GEORGE I JR 
NOROAHL. LEE E 
PitCHFORb, JOHN JOSEPH 
TRIER, ROBERT D 
WAX, DAVID J 
ALCORN, WENDELL REED 
CARTWRIGHT, BILLIE JACK 
DAIGLE, GLENN HENRI 
GOLD, EDWARD FRANK 
LUKENBACH, MAX DUANE 
PRUDHOMME, JOHN DOUGLAS 
SHANKEL. WILLIAM LEONARD 
CHRI5TIAN0, JOSEPH 
COLWELL, WILLIAM KEVIN 
EILERS, DENNIS LEE 
HASSENGER, ARDEN K 
JEFFORDS. OERRELL B 
THORNTON, URRY C 
bailor, RUBEN 
GRELlA,_DONALD CARROLL 
PHELPS. JESSE DONALD _ 
RICE, THOMAS JR (NMN) 
STANCIL, KENNETH LEON 
HILL, ARTHUR SINCLAIR JR 
RAWSTHORNE, EDGAR ARTHUR 
KIRKSEY, ROBERT LOUIS 
MAC LAUGHLIN, DONALD C JR 
CALLANAN, RICHARD JOSEPH 
GREEHLEY, JON ALFRED 
SCHIMBERG. JAMES PHILIP 
WILLIAMS, THAODEUS EDWARD 
GODFREY. JOHNNY HOWARD 
HOLLINGSWORTH. HAL T 
NETH. FRED ALBERT 
SCHOONOVER, CHARLES DAVID 
WOOD, DON C 
RAMSEY, DOUGLAS 
EGAN. JAMES THOMAS JR. 
FORMAN, WILLIAM S 
FRENYEA, EDMUND HENRY 
GRISSETT. EDWIN R JR 
ccuucTT onoroT d 


£5 

A 

651205 


VS 

'£< . 

U 

' 651205 


VS 

E6 

A ■ 

651205 


vs 

Od 

M 

651207 

730212 

VN 

W<1 

M 

651207 

740313 

VN 

E4 

M 

651208 


VS 

W1 

A 

651215 


VS 

03 

N 

651216 


VS 

03 

F 

651220 

730212 

VN 

04 

N 

651220 

770318 

VN 

02 

F 

651220 


VN 

02 

N 

651220 


VN 

03 

F 

651220 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

651220 

821014 

VN 

02 

F 

651220 


VS 

02 

N 

. 651222 

730212 

VN 

05 

N 

651222 


VN 

02 

N 

651222 

730212 

VN 

03 

N 

651222 


VN 

04 

N 

651222 


VN 

03 

N 

651222 


VN 

02 

N 

651223 

730212 

VN 

04 

F 

651224 


LA 

E6 

F 

651224 


lA 

03 

F 

651224 


lA 

E5 

F 

651224 


LA 

05 

F 

651224 


LA 

E7 

F 

651224 


LA 

— . 

V 

651225 


VS 

E5 

A 

651223 


VS 

W2 

A 

651228 


- VS 

E4 

A 

651228 


VS 

W3 

A_ 

65f228 


VS 

03 

N 

651229 


LA 

05 

N 

651229 


LA 

E3 

A 

660101 


VS 

02 

N 

660102 


VS 

03 

F 

660107 


VS 

02 

F 

660107 


VS 

E4 

A 

660109 


VS 

02 

A 

660109 


VS 

03 

F 

660111 


VS 

01 

H 

660116 


VS 

04 

N 

660116 


VS 

04 

N 

660116 


VS 

03 

f 

660116 


LA 

" 

V 

660117 

730212 

VS 

02 

H 

660121 


VS 

03 

N 

660122 


VN 

E3 

N 

660122 


VN 

E4 

M 

660122 

890123 

VS 

P? 

u 



VN 
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Page 


9 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.RK SERVICE lOATE RELDATE CTRY^ORIG 


HAPE, JOHN CLEMENT 
ZERBE. MICHAEL R 
CHESLEY, LARRY JAMES 
JOHNSON, SAMUEL ROBERT 
TROMP, WILLIAM LESLIE 
ADAMS. LEE AARON 
BROWN, JOSEPH ORVILLE 
ROBBINS. RICHARD JOSEPH 
ABBOn, JOHN 
AUSTIN. ELLIS ERNEST 
KELLER. JACK ELMER 
BOYD, CHARLES GRAHAM 
BRUNSTROH, ALAN LESLIE 
NICKERSON, WILLIAM BREWSTE 
WEIHORTS, ROBERT FRANKLIN 
DYCZKQWSKI, ROBERT RAYMOND 
GOSS. BERNARD J 
COOPER. WILLIAM EARL 
DRISCOLL, JERRY DONALD 
ANDERSON, WARREN LEROY 
REILLY. EDWARD DANIEL JR 
TUCKER, JAMES KALE 
BOSTON, LEO SIDNEY 
BROWN, THOMAS EDWARD 
BRUCH. DONALD WILLIAM JR 
EGAN, WILLIAM PATRICK 
MULLEN, WILLIAM FRANCIS 
RUNYAN, ALBERT EDWARD 
WOOD. WALTER SUTTON 
MAIDNE, JIMMY N 
DANES, JOHN JAMES 
HEILIQ, JOHN 
THOMAS, KENNETH D JR 
LAMAR, JAMES LASLEY 
RAY, JAMES EDWIN 
DEXTER. BENNIE LEE 
BAILEY, JOHN EDWARD 
FENELEY, FRANCIS JAMES 
VILLEPONTEAUX, JAMES H JR 
KING. DONALD L 
RALSTON, FRANK DELZELL III 
BALCOM, RALPH CAROL 
JENSEN, GEORGE W 
MADISON, WILLIAM L 
MCKENNEY, KENNETH DEWEY 
PRESTON. JAMES A 
REILLY, LAVERN 6 
TAPP, MARSHALL L 
THOMPSON, GEORGE W 
WILLIAMS, JAMES E 
DEERE, DONALD THORPE 
GIIILLET. ANDRE R 


05 

K 

660413 


VN 

02 

N 

660415 


VS 

02’ 

F 

660416 

730212 

VN 

04 

F 

660416 

730212 

VN 

02 

K 

660417 


VN 

02 

F 

660419 


VN 

03 

F 

660419 


LA 

03 

F 

660419 


LA 

05 

N 

660420 

740313 

VN 

04 

N 

660421 


VN 

04 

N 

660421 


VN 

03 

F 

660422 

730212 

VN 

04 

F 

660422 

730212 

VN 

02 

N 

660422 


VN 

04 

N 

660422 


VN 

03 

F 

660423 


VN 

04 

F 

660423 

780823 

VN 

05 

F 

660424 


VN 

02 

F 

660424 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

660426 


VN 

E4 

A 

660426 

890427 

VS 

02 

F 

660426 


VN 

03 

F 

660429 


VN 

02 

H 

660429 


VN 

02 

F 

660429 


VN 

04 

N 

660429 


lA 

03 

M 

660429 


LA 

04 „ 

F 

660429 

730212 

VN 

04 

N 

660502 


VN 

E2 

A 

660504 


VS 

E7 

A 

660505 

— 

VS 

03 

N 

660505 

730212 

-VN 

02 

F 

660505 

850814 

VN 

05 

F 

660506 

730212 

VN 

02 

F 

660508 

730212 

VN 

E3 

F 

660509 


VS 

03 

F 

660510 


VN 

03 

F 

660511 


VN 

02 

M 

660511 


VS 

03 

F 

660514 


VN 

03 

F 

660514 


VN 

03 

F 

660515 


VN 

04 

F 

660515 


LA 

E5 

F 

660515 


LA 

E3 

F 

660515 


U 

E5 

F 

660515 


LA 

04 

F 

660515 


U 

03 

F 

660515 


U 

02 

F 

660515 


lA 

E4 

F 

660515 


LA 

E4 

A 

660517 


VS 

E3 

F 

660518 


LA 
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Page 10 



FULLNAHE 

HARLEY. LEE D 
HOORE, WILLIAM JOHN 
WALL, JERRY MACK 
BUCKLEY, LOUIS JR 
THACKERSON, WALTER ANTHONY 
GLANDON, GARY ALVEN 
GRIFFEY, TERRENCE HASTINGS 
HATCHER, DAVID BURNETT 
ALBERTON, BOBBY JOE 
CASE, THOMAS FRANKLIN 
EDMONDSON, WILLIAM ROTKROC 
HARMORTH, ELROY E 
HERROLD, NED R 
MCDONALD, EMMETT RAYMOND 
RAGLAND, DAHON WILLIAM 
SHINGLEDECKER, ARHON D 
STEEN, MARTIN W 
5TICKNEY, PHILLIP J 
ZOOK, HAROLD J 
BORLING, JOHN LORIN 
MYERS, ARHANO JESSE 
ROSATO, JOSEPH FRANK 
KRYSZAK, THEODORE E 
MARTIN, RUSSELL 0 
MULLINS, HAROLD E 
ROSE, LUTHER L 
SMITH, HARDING EUGENE SR 
WARREN, ERVIN 
SANDNER, ROBERT LOUIS 
BUSH, ROBERT IRA 
SHORACK, THEODORE JAMES JR 
HARRIS, GREGORY J 
BURKART, CHARLES WILLIA JR 
6IERAK, GEORGE GREGORY JR 
GLANVILLE, JOHN TURNER JR 
KERR, EVERETT 0 
LAHBTON, BENNIE RICHARD 
LURIE, ALAN PIERCE 
PYLE, DARREL EDWIN 
KOPFMAN, THEODORE FRANK 
ADAMS, OLEY .NEAL 
CAIRNS, ROBERT ALEXANDER 
COBBS, RALPH BURTON 
COLLETTE, CURTIS DAVID 
DEMPSEY, JACK ISHUM 
FRENG, STANLEY JON 
GALANTI, PAUL EDWARD 
GRAVITTE, CONNIE HACK 
HESS, GENE KARL 
ROMIG, EDWARD LEON 
SAVOY, H J 
STFRWXPTH nnNAI 0 F 


LOSS_RK SERVICE lOATE REL_DATE CTRY.ORIG 


03 

F 

660518 


U 

E4 

• F 

660518 


VS 

E4 

F 

660518 


VS 

ES 

A 

660521 


VS. 

E3 

A 

660521 


VS 

02 

F 

660526 


VS 

02 

F 

660526 


VS 

03 

F 

660530 

730212 

VN 

ES 

\F 

660531 


VN 

04 

F 

660531 

860410 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 


VN 

E3 

• F 

660531 

860410 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 


VN 

03 

F 

660531 


VN 

05 

F 

660531 


VN 

02 

F 

660531 


VN 

03 

F 

660531 


VN 

E3 

F 

660531 


VN 

02 

F 

660531 

860410 

VN 

02 

F 

660601 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

660601 

730212 

VN 

03 

F 

660602 


VS 


03 F 660603 

02 F 660603 

E6 F 660603 

E6 F 660603 

OS F 660603 

E5 F 660603 

03 F 660607 

03 - F 660609 

04 F 660609 

E4 H - 660612 

03 - F 660613 

02 N 660613 

04 N 660613 

03 F 660613 

E7 N 660613 VN 

03 F 660613 730212 VN 

02 F 660613 730212 VN 

04 N 660615 730212 VN 

E5 F 660617 VS 

E5 F 660617 VS 

04 N 660617 VS 

E5 N 660617 VS 

E5 N 660617 VS 

ES N 660617 VS 

03 N 660617 730212 VN 

03 F 660617 VS 

ES F 660617 VS 

02 N 660617 VS 

E2 N 660617 VS 

02 N 660617 VS 






# • 


t • 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

Page 

REL.DATE 

11 

CTR'Y. 

WASHBURN, LARRY EUGENE 

E3 

F 

660617 


VS 

MCDONOUGH. JOHN RICHARD 

03 

N 

660620 


VN 

TUNNELL, JOHN WALLACE 

04 

N 

660620 


VN 

BLACK, COLE 

04 

N 

660621 

730212 

VN 

EASTMAN. LEONARD CORBETT 

03 

N 

660621 

730212 

VN 

SULLIVAN, JOHN B III 

02 

F 

660621 

900913 

VN 

SMITH, WARREN PARKER JR 

03 

F 

660622 


lA 

BELKNAP, HARRY JOHN 

01 

N 

660623 


VN 

NYMAN, LAWRENCE FREDERICK 

02 

N 

660623 


VN 

ELLIS, WILLIAM JR 

E3 

A 

660624 


VS 

MARIK, CHARLES -WELDON 

02 

N 

66062S 


VN 

SMITH, GENE ALBERT 

04 

N 

660627 

881215 

VN 

CAVALLI, ANTHONY FRANK 

02 

F 

660628 


LA 

DUDLEY. CHARLES GLENDON 

03 

F 

660628 


lA 

tfOLFE, THOMAS HUBERT 

03 

F 

660628 


LA 

JONES. MURPHY HEAL 

03 

F 

660629 

730212 

VN 

CAMPBELL, BURTON WAYNE 

02 

F 

660701 

730212 

VN 

PETERS, CHARLES HENRY 

05 

N 

660701 

880713 

VN 

WILLIAMS. ROBERT CYRIL 

GAGE, ROBERT HUGH 

04 

F 

660701 


VN 

E4 

M 

660703 


VS 

PHILLIPS, DAVID JOSEPH JR 

03 

F 

660703 


VS 

RENO, RALPH JOSEPH 

E8 

A 

660703 


VS 

HESTLE, ROOSEVELT JR 

04 

F 

660706 


VN 

MORGAN, CHARLES E 

03 

F 

660706 

890731 

VN 

YOUNG. JAMES FAULDS 

04 

F 

660706 

730212 

VN 

PKARRIS, WILLIAM VALRIE 

E3 

A 

660707 


VS 

TOMES, JACK HARVEY 

03 

F 

660707 

730212 

VN 

BROWNING, RALPH THOMAS 

02 

F 

660708 

730212 

VN 

LONGANECKER. RONALD LEE 

E3 

M' 

660708 


VS 

SHAHUCK, LEWIS WILEY 

03 

F 

660711 

i30212 

VN 

WILKINS, GEORGE HENRY 

04 

N 

660711 


VN 

KIPINA, MARSHALL F 

E4 

A 

660714 


LA 

NOPP, ROBERT G 

03 

A 

660714 


LA 

CONNELL, JAMES JOSEPH 

03 

N 

66071S 

740306 

VN 

DENNISON, TERRY ARDEN 

03 

N 

660719 

740306 

VN 

DIAMOND, STEPHEN W 

02 

F 

660719 

770318 

VN 

WINTERS, DARRYL GORDON 

E3 

F 

660719 


VS 

BARBAY, LAWRENCE 

03 

F 

660720 

730304 

VN 

DILLON, DAVID ANDREW 

E4 

A 

660720 


VS 

HUBBARD, EDWARD LEE 

02 

F 

660720 

730304 

VN 

LEWIS, MERRILL R JR 

03 

F 

660720 

890621 

VN 

MCDANIEL, NORMAN ALEXANDER 

03 

F 

660720 

730212 

VN 

MEANS, WILLIAM HARLEY 

03 

F 

660720 

730212 

VN 

NELSON, WILLIAM H 

06 

F 

660720 

770930 

VN 

NOBERT, CRAIG R 

02 

F 

660720 


VN 

PERKINS, GLENDON WILLIAM 

03 

F 

660720 

730212 

VN 

TIFFIN. RAINFORO 

03 

F 

660721 


VN 

WELLS. ROBERT JAMES 

E3 

A 

660722 


VS 

NEWSOM, BENJAMIN B 

04 

F 

660723 

740306 

VN 

PEMBERTON, GENE T 

04 

F 

660723 

740306 

VN 

SMITH. WILLIAM WARD 

03 

F 

660723 


VS 

MrwilM RFnPRF P4IMPP 

ni 

N 

660728 

730304 

VN 
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FULLNAME 

BOSSIO, GALILEO, FRED 
CAMERON, VIRGIL KING 
CHIARELLO, VINCENT AUGUSTU 
CONKLIN, BERNARD 
DI TOMHASO, ROBERT JOSEPH 
HALL. JAMES S 
KOSKINSON, ROBERT E 
LAWS, DELMER LEE 
HAMIYA, JOHN H 
SMITH, HERBERT E 
BURROUGHS, WILLIAM DAVID 
FINNEY, ARTHUR THOMAS 
KWORTNIK, JOHN C 
NORTH, KENNETH WALTER 
BURNS, JOHN ROBERT 
BRAZELTON, MICHAEL LEE 
FRYER, CHARLES WIGGER 
GIDEON, WILLARD SELLECK 
HORAN, RICHARD ALLAN 
PYLE, THOMAS SHAW 
SANDVICK, ROBERT JAMES 
WENDELL, JOHN HENRY 
FLOM, FREDRIC R 
GOLBERG, LAWRENCE H 
KASLER, JAMES HELMS 
KOMMENDANT, AAOO 
WALLING, CHARLES HILTON 
WYNNE, PATRICK E 
ALLINSON, DAVID JAY 
NEUENS, MARTIN JAMES 
WRYE, BLAIR C 
BRODAK, JOHN WARREN ' 
EATON, CURTIS ABBOT 
FRANKLIN, CHARLES E 
BRAND, JOSEPH W 
KEMP. FREDDIE (NMN) 

SINGER, DONALD H 
RYKOSKEY, EDWARD JAY 
MILIKIN, RICHARD H III 
JOHNSON, JAMES REED 
DULLARD, WILLIAM HARRY 
COKER. GEORGE THOMAS 
FELLDWES, JOHN HEAPHY 
BABULA, ROBERT LEO 
BODENSCHATZ, JOHN EUGEN JR 
BORTON, ROBERT CURTIS JR 
CARTER, DENNIS RAY 
WELLS, NORMAN LOUROSS 
HOFF, SAMMIE DON 
ROBINSON, KENNETH 0 
NICHOLS. HUBERT C JR 
SCHMIDT. NORMAN 


Page 12 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

lOATE 

REL_DATE 

CTRY, 

04 

F 

660729 


VN 

02 

N 

660729 


VN 

02 

F 

660729 

880302 

VN 

03 

F 

660729 

880302 

VN 

02 

F 

660729 


VN 

E5 

F 

660729 

880302 

VN 

03 

F, 

660729 


VN 

E7 

A 

660729 


VS 

E6 

F 

660729 

880302 

VN 

E6 

F 

660729 

880302 

VN 

04 

F 

660731 

730304 

VN 

05 

F 

660801 

850814 

VN 

03 

F 

660801 

850814 

VN 

03 

F 

660801 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

660804 


LA 

02 

F 

660807 

730304 

VN 

03 

N 

660807 


VN" 

04 

F 

660807 

730304 

VN 

04 

N 

660807 


VS 

03 

F 

660807 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

660807 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

660807 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

660808 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

660808 

770930 

VN 

04 

F 

660808 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

660808 


VS 

03 

F- 

660808 


VS 

02 

F 

660808 

770318 

VN 

03 

F 

6'60812 


VN 

-02 

F 

660812 

730304 

VN 

04 

F ~ 

660812 

900913 

VN 

03 - 

F 

660814 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

660814 


VN 

03 

F 

660814 

880713 

VN 

05 

F 

660817 

770930 

VN 

E2 

A 

660817 


VS 

04 

F 

660817 

770930 

VN 

E3 

M 

660818 


VS 

02 

F 

660820 


VN 

E3 

A 

660821 


VS 

02 

N 

660825 


VS 

02 

N 

660827 

730304 

VN 

04 

N 

660827 

730304 

VN 

E2 

M 

660828 


VS 

E2 

M 

660828 


VS 

E2 

M 

660828 


VS 

E2 

M 

660828 


VS 

03 

F 

660829 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

660830 

881215 

VN 

03 

F 

660830 

881215 

VN 

04 

F 

660901 


VN 

05 

F 

660901 

740306 

VH 



• • 


• f 


• • 


• I* 


• I* 
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Page 


13 


FULLNAME 


LOS? JK SERVICE IDATE REL_OATE CTRY^ORIG 


TRUJILLO, JOSEPH F 
BLISS, RONALD GLENN 
HCNISH, THOMAS MITCHELL 
NASMYTH, JOHN HERBERT 
SALZARULO, RAYMOND PAUL JR 
ABBOTT. WILFRED KESSE 
BUNDY, NORMAN LEE 
BLEVINS, JOHN CHARLES 
FISCHER, JOHN RICHARD 
PETERSON, DOUGLAS BRIAN 
TALLEY, BERNARD LEO 
TATUM, LAWRENCE B 
SPRAGUE, STANLEY GEORGE 
WAGGONER. ROBERT FROST 
COAKLEY, WILLIAM FRANCIS 
STODDARD, CLARENCE W JR 
BUCHANAN, HUBERT ELLIOT 
ROBERTSON, JOHN L 
LEETUN, DAREL D 
BROWN, FRANK HONROE JR 
HENRY, DAVID ALAN 
PARSONS, DON BROWN JR 
PILKINGTON, THOMAS HOLT 
WALTMAH, DONALD G . 

BLOOM, RICHARD MCAULIFFE 
AMMON, GLENDON LEE 
BAUDER, JAMES REGINALD 
_ HILLS, JAMES B 
KNOCHEL, CHARLES ALLEN 
WHITTLE, JUNIOR LEE 
- BOSSMAH, PETER ROBERT 
BURGESS, RICHARD GORDON 
CUSHMAN, CLIFTON EMMET 
DUCAT, PHILLIP ALLEN 
REITER, DEAN WESLEY 
TICE, PAUL DOUGLAS ' 
BALLARD. ARTHUR T JR 
MOSBURG, HENRY LEE 
PHILLIPS, MARVIN FOSTER 
SPILMAN. DYKE AUGUSTUS 
STINE, JOSEPH H 
BRASHER, JimY MAC 
PITTMAN, ROBERT EDWARD 
TAYLOR, DANNY GENE 
NIX, COWAN GLENN 
ECHEVARRIA, RAYMOND L 
JONES, JAMES E 
WILLIAMS. EDDIE L 
BURNS, JOHN DOUGLAS 
ANDREWS, WILLIAM RICHARD 
BEENE, JAMES ALVIN 
maxowski. inins frank 


E3 M 

02 F 

02 F 

02 F 

02 F 

03 F 

02 N 

03 F 

03 M 

03 F 

02 . F 

04 F 

04 F 

03 F 

04 N 

05 N 

02 F 

04 F 

03 F 

03 N 

02 N 

02 N 

02 N 

03 F 

02 M 

03 F 

04 M 

02 N 

03 N 

E4 A 

E4 N 

E4 M 

03 F 

03 M 

02 M 

E3 M 

03 F 

03 A 

E4 A 

02 F 

04 F 

02 A 

E4 A 

E6 A 

03 F 

E8 A 

E7 A 

E7 A 

04 N 

03 F 

02 N 

04 r 


660903 VS 
660904 730304 VN 
660904 730304 VN 
660904 730218 VN 
660904 900913 VN 
660905 730304 VN 


660906 VN 

660909 730304 VN 

660909 VS 

660910 730304 VN 

660910 730304 . VN 

660910 VN 

660912 900913 VN 

660912 730304 VN 

660913 8B1215 VN 

660914 VN 

660916 730304 VN 

660916 VN 

660917 VN 

660919 VS 

660919 VS 

660919 VN 

660919 VN 

660919 730304 VN 

660920 VS 

660921 780823 VN 

660921 VN 

660921 VN 

660922 VN 

660924 VS 

660925 VS 

660925 730305 VS 

660925 VN 

660925 VS 

660925 VS 

660925 VS 

660926 730304 VN 

660926 VS 

660926 VS 

660927 VN 

660927 VN 

660928 VN 

660928 VN 

660928 VS 

661001 730304 VN 

66.1003 
661003 

661003 LA 

661004 730304 VN 

661005 900913 VN 

661005 VN 

661006 730304 VN 
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Page 14 


FULLNAHE 


loss.ri: service IDATE RELDATE CTRY.ORIG 


GILCHRIST, ROBERT M 
KNIGHT, l/RRY D 
PABST, EUGENE M 
TREECE, JAMES ALLEN 
FELOHAUS, JOHN ANTHONY 
TANNER, CHARLES NELS 
TERRY, ROSS RANDLE 
CONFER, HiCHAEL STEELE 
ELKINS, FRANK CALLIHAN 
WOODS, ROBERT DEANE 
BORDEN, HURRAY LYMAN 
HEADOWS, EUGENE THOMAS 
THOMAS, DARWIN JOEL 
ADAHS,STEVEN HAROLD 
ANGSTADT, RALPH HAROLD 
CLARK, LAWRENCE 
HILL, ROBERT L 
LONG, JOHN HENRY SOTHORON 
RACKLEY, TNZAR WILLIAM JR 
SHONECK, JOHN R 
BURKE, MICHAEL JOHN 
LEWAHOOWSKI, LEONARD J JR 
MISHUK, RICHARD E 
EDWARDS, HARRY S JR 
PURRINGTOM, FREDERICK RAYH 
WAGENER, DAVID RAYMOND 
EARLL, DAVID JOHN 
HARRIS, HAROLD LEE 
KLENERT, WILLIAM B 
KOLSTAO, THOMAS C 
MCBRIDE, EARL PAUL 
BREEN, ROBERT BAILEY 
LEVAN, ALVIN LEE 
MORRISON, GLENN R JR 
JOHNSON, DALE ALONZO 
CARPENTER, ALLEN RUSSELL 
WEAVER, GEORGE ROBERT JR 
KLINE, ROBERT E 
BRINCKMANN, ROBERT EDWIN 
CONNOLLY, VINCENT J 
HUNT, WILLIAM B 
SCUNGIO, VINCENT ANTHONY 
CARTER, WILLIAM THOMAS 
MCATEER, THOMAS JOSEPH 
O'BRIEN, JOHN LAWRENCE 
RIORDAN, JOHN MICHAEL 
SCHOOERER, ERIC JOHN 
BISS, ROBERT IRVING 
BUTT, RICHARD LEIGH 
HEARNS, ARTHUR S 
MONLUX, HAROLD DELOSS 
orMRsnORF. HERBERT BEN.1AM1 


02 

F 

661007 


VN 

03 

F 

661007 


VS 

02 

F 

661007 


VN 

03 

F 

661007 


VS 

03 


661008 


VN 

04 

N 

661009 

730304 

VN 

03 

N 

661009 

730304 

VN 

02 

N 

661010 


VN 

03 

N 

661012 

890621 

VN 

03 

N 

661012 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

661013 


VN 

02 

F 

661013 


VN 

01 

N 

661014 


VN 

E3 

F 

661018 


VN 

04 

F ■ 

661018 


VN 

E5 

F 

661018 


VN 

E6 

F 

661018 


VN 

02 

F 

661018 


VN 

04 

F 

661018 


VN 

E5 

F 

661018 


VN 

E3 

H 

661019 


VS 

E2 

H 

661019 


VS 

E2 

H 

661019 


VS 

02 

N 

661020 


VN 

02 

N 

661020 

7302)8 

VN 

03 

F 

661020 


U 

03 

F 

661021 


VN 

E3 

- A 

.661022 


VS 

02 

N 

661022 

770318 

VN 

04 

N 

661022 

770318 

VN 

04 

N 

661022 


VN 

E5 

F 

661025 


LA 

E3 

N 

661025 


VS 

03 

F 

661026 


VS 

04 

F 

661027 


VN 

03 

N 

661101 

730304 

VN 

E5 

N 

661101 


VS 

04 

F 

661102 


VN 

04 

F 

661104 

890731 

VN 

03 

F 

661104 

840717 

VN 

E6 

A 

661104 


VS 

03 

F 

661104 


VN 

02 

N 

661110 


VN 

03 

N 

661110 


VS 

03 

F 

661110 


LA 

E4 

N 

661110 


VS 

E4 

N 

661110 


VS 

03 

F 

661111 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

661111 

860410 

VN 

04 

F 

661111 

770930 

VN 

02 

F 

661111 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

661111 

730218 

VN 
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Ihursday, 12 December 1991 


SWINDLE, ORSON GEORGE 11) 
FROSIO. ROBERT CLARENCE 
JONES, JAMES GRAOEY 
KEIPER, JOHN CHARLES 
RAVENNA, HARRY M HI 
TIMMONS, BRUCE ALLEN 
PIITTHANN, ALAN 0 
ARNOLD, WILLIAM TAMM 
JOHNSTONE, JAMES MONTGOMER 
WHITED, JAMES LAFAYETTE 
CRECCAi JOSEPH 
WILSON, GORDON SCOTT 
GARDNER, GLENN VIRGIL 
NIEHOUSE, DANIEL LEE 
HOEFFS, JOHN HARVEY 
BERGER, JAMES ROBERT 
BOn, RUSSELL PETER 
BURNS, DONALD RAY 
COROIER, KENNETH WILLIAM 
ducat, BRUCE CHALMERS 
OYER, IRBY III (NMN) 
FLESHER, HUBERT KELLY 
GREGORY, ROBERT RAYMOND 
LANE, HICHAEL CHRISTOPHER 
MCRAE, DAVID EDWARD 
HOORBERG, monte LARUE 
NYSTROM, BRUCE AUGUST 
REHHAHN, DAVID GEORGE 
STARK, WILLIE E 
STUTZ, LEROY WLLLIAM- 
SULANOER, DANIEL ARTHUR 
WORRELL, PAUL L 
BEGLEY, BURRISS NELSON 
WARREN, ARTHUR L 
CARLSON, JOHN WERNER 
ASIRE, DONALD HENRY 
HYDE, HICHAEL LEWIS 
ALFRED, GERALD OAK JR 
WATERS, SAMUEL E 
BRIGHAM, ALBERT 
HOLMAN, GERALD ALLAN 
KOENIG, EDWIN LEE 
HOWREY, RICHARD LYNN 
NEWELL, HICHAEL THOMAS 
WILSON, CLAUDE DAVID JR 
LUCAS, WRRY FRANCIS 
LUM, DAVID ANTHONY 
GLENN, DANNY ELLOY 
KERNS, ARTHUR WILLIAM 
REEVES, JOHN HOWARD 
BULLOCK, LARRY AUN 
MFNGFS. GFORfiF R 


Page 


IS 


LOSS..R1' SFkVlCL IDATF REL.DATE CTRY.ORIG 


03 

05 

02 

E4 

03 

E4 

E3 

02 

03 

04 
02 
02 
E2 

E4 

03 
E6 

04 

03 
02 
E5 

04 
03 
02 
02 

03 

05 
02 
E7 
02 
W1 
01 

04 
03 
03 

05 
03 
02 

03 
E3 
02 

04 
02 
03 
03 
03 
02 
02 
E2 
E3 
£3 
02 


H 

661111 

730304 

VN 

N 

CC1112 


VS 

N 

661112 


VS 

M 

661115 


VS 

A 

651115 


vs 

N 

661115 


vs 

F 

661116 


LA 


661118 


VN 

A 

661119 


VS 

A 

661119 


LA 

F 

661122 

730218 

VN 

F 

661122 

860410 

VN 

A 

661125 


VS 

V 

661125 


VS 

A 

661128 


VS 

F 

661202 

730218 

VN 

A 

661202 


LA 

F 

661202 

730304 

VN 

F 

661202 

730304 

VN 

F 

661202 

770318 

VN 

A 

661202 


LA 

F 

661202 

730218 

VN 

F 

661202 

880302 

VN 

F 

661202 

730218 

VN 


661202 


VN 

F 

661202 

850814 

VN 

N 

661202 


VN 

N 

661202 

730212 

VN 

A 

661202 


LA 

F 

661202 

730304 

VN 

A 

661202 

_ 

LA 

N 

661202 

850814 

VN 

F 

661205 


VN 

F 

661205 

860917 

VN 

F 

661207 


VS 

F 

661208 

890621 

VN 

F 

661208 

900913 

VS 

F 

661211 


VN 

F 

661213 

770318 

VN 

H 

661214 


VS 

N 

661214 


VS 

N 

661214 


VS 

N 

661214 


VS 

N 

661214 


VN 

N 

661214 

881215 

VN 

A 

661220 


LA 

F 

66122G 


VS 

II 

661221 

730304 

VN 

A 

661223 

1 

VS 

M 

661223 


■VS 

A 

670101 

1 

VS 

F 

670102 

1 8009 

LA 


Thursday, 12 Oeceinber 1991 


FULLNAME 

STRATTON, RICHARD ALLEN 
MULLEN, RICHARD DEAN 
QAULEY, JANES PAUL 
STOVES, MERRITT III (NMN) 
KEMP, CLAYTON C JR 
REINECKE, WAYNE C 
CRONIN, MICHAEL PAUL 
CANUP, FRANKLIN HARLEE JR 
KERR. MICHAEL SCOTT 
MASTIN, RONALD LAMBERT 
STOREY, THOMAS' GORDON 
WELCH, ROBERT J 
C060ELL, WILLIAM KEITH 
KROGMAN, ALVA RAY 
WOZNIAK, FREDERICK J 
WRIGHT, GARY G 
MADSEN, MARLOW ERLING 
ASHBY, DONALD ROBERTS SR 
BRADY, ALLEN COLBY 
EHRLICH, DENNIS MICHAEL 
JAYROE, JULIUS SKINNER 
KRAMER, GALAND DWIGHT 
YARBROUGH, WILLIAM P JR 
BAUGH, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
CONLEY, EUGENE OGDEN 
HOGAN, JERRY F 
SPOON. DONALD RAY 
BRID6ER, BARRY BURTON 
GRAY. DAVID FLETCHER 
SIMPSON. MAX COLEMAN 
WALLACE, ARNOLD BRIAN 
MORGAN, THOMAS R 
THORNTON, WILLIAM DEMPSEY 
BIEOIGER, LARRY WILLIAM 
SILVA, CLAUDE ARNOLD 
BARDEN, HOWARD LEROY 
KUBLEY, ROY ROBERT 
MIYAZAKI, RONALD KAZUO 
MULHAUSER, HARVEY 
WALKER. LLOYD FRANCIS 
JOHNSON; AUGUST DAVID 
BOMAR, JACK WILLIAMSON 
COLIAMORE, ALLAN PHILIP JR 
DAVIES, JOHN OWEN 
GOBY, HERB 
FER, JOHN 

POOR, RUSSELL ARDEN 
THOMPSON, DONALD E 
WILBURN, WOOROW HOOVER 
HALL. DONALD J 
HEISKELL. LUCIUS L 
KIB8EY. RICKARD ABBOT 
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Page 

16 



Hn/rsdny, 12 Oecemhin' I'-jJl 




l-a.!.. 

!■ 

LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL.OATE 

CTRY.ORIG 



FULLNAME 

U.'SS_R> 


1 II /'ll 

M CMi 


0^ 

N 

670105 

730304 

VN 



' WOOD', PATRICK HARDT 

04 

•F 

• '■OL-Ot' 


VH 

04 

N 

670106 

730304 

VN 

* 

• 

.CARLSON,- PAUL VICTOR 

02 

'1 



vS 

03 

F 

670110 


LA 

P ■ 

W 

SULLIVAN,, MART IN JOSEPH 

04 

'll. 

'70212 


VS 

E3 

A 

670110 


VS 



WEISSMUELLER, COURTNEY E 

03 

F 

F.702I2 


LA 

E4 

N 

670112 


VN 



MARVIN, ROBERT CLARENCE 

03 

II 

t. 702 14 


VN 

E4 

N 

670112 


VN 



SOOTER, DAVIO WILLIAM 

W1 

A 

670217 

730305 

VS 

02 

N 

670113 

730304 

VN 



DUA'RT, DAVID HENRY 

03 

F 

6702T8 

730304 

VN 

E5 

N 

670114 


VS 



JENSEN, JAY ROBERT 

03 

F 

670216 

730218 

VN 

02 

F 

670116 

730304 

VN 



GOODMAN, RUSSELL CLEMENSEN 

04 

F 

670220 


VN 

02 

F 

670116 

730304 

VN 



THORNTON, GARY LYNN 

01 

N 

670220 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670116 

730304 

VN 



BORJA, DOMINGO R S. 

E7 

A 

670221 


LA 

03 

F 

670116 


VN 

A 

A 

WRIGHT, ARTHUR 

E4 

A 

670221 


VS 

03 

F 

670117 


LA 

P 

w 

HART, JOSEPH LESLIE 

05 

F 

670225 


LA 

02 

F 

670117 


LA 



ALWAN, HAROLD JOSEPH 

04 

H 

670227 


VS 

02 

F 

670117 


VN 



HUIE, LITCHFIELD PATTERSON 

03 

N 

670227 


VS 

04 

F 

670117 


VN 



LETCHWORTH, EDWARD NORMAN 

02 

N 

670227 


VS 

02 

N 

670118 


VS 



SAUSE, BERNARD JACOB JR 

E3 

N 

670227 


VS 

04 

N 

670119 


VS 



ZEMPEL, RONALD LEE 

E3 

N 

670227 


VS 

05 

N 

670119 

730304 

VN 



MOORE, JAMES R 

E4 

M 

670228 


VS 

02 

N 

670119 


VS 



RICHARDSON, FLOYD W 

04 

F 

670303 

881215 

VN 

03 

F 

670119 

730304 

VN 



ROBY, CHARLES D 

05 

F 

670303 

881215 

VN 

02 

F 

670119 

730212 

VN 


• 

CARLOCK, RALPH LAURENCE 

04 

F 

670304 


LA 

04 

N 

670119 

850814 

VN 

P 

w 

CARPENTER, HOWARD B 

E5 

A 

670306 


LA 

03 

F 

670121 

730304 

VN 



SMALL, BURT CHAUNCEY JR 

E4 

A 

670306 


VS 

05 

F 

670121 


VN 



HILLER, ROBERT LESTER 

03 

N 

670307 


VN 

02 

N 

670121 


VN 



CRAIN, CARROLL OWEN JR 

04 

N 

670308 


VN 

02 

F 

670121 

730304 

VN 



GALVIN, RONALD E 

E2 

N 

670308 


VN 

03 

F 

670123 

730304 

VN 



PAWLISH, GEORGE F 

02 

N 

670308 


VN 

02 

F 

670123 

730304 

VN 



PUTNAM, CHARLES LANCASTER 

05 

N 

670309 

881103 

VN 

E3 

A 

670124 

' - 

VS 



- EVERSON. DAVID 

04 

F 

670310 

730304 

VN 

E2 

A 

670125 


VS 



LUNA, JOSE DAVID 

03 

F 

670310 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670126 


VS 

A 

• 

GREENE, CHARLES E 

03 

F- 

670311 

730304 

VN 

E3 

A 

670128 


VS 

W 


HITESHEW. JAMES EDWARD 

04 

F 

670311 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670129 

830603 

VN 



KARINS, JOSEPH J JR 

03 

F 

670311 

8B0406 

VN 

02 

F 

670129 


VN 



MOORE. ERNEST HILVIN 

05 

N 

670311 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670131 


LA 



ADRIAN, JOSEPH DANIEL 

03 

F 

670312 


VS 

03 

F 

670131 


LA 



CLARK, JOHN WALTER 

03 

F 

670312 

730218 

VN 

E4 

F 

670131 


LA 



GOODRICH, EDWIN R JR 

03 

F 

670312 

850814 

VN 

03 

F 

670131 


LA 



HARRIS, PAUL WINIFORD 

E2 

M 

670313 


VS 

04 

F 

670131 


LA 



TERWILLINGER, VIRGIL BYRON 

E3 

M 

670313 


VS 

E3 

ft 

670203 


VS 



FREDERICK, PETER J 

05 

F 

670315 


VN 

04 

F 

670204 

730304 

VN 


;• 

SMITH, DEAN (NMN) JR 

02 

II 

670315 


VH 

03 

N 

670204 


VN 

W 


GOEOEN, GENE WILLIAM 

02 

N 

670317 


VN 

02 

F 

670204 

730218 

VN 



MORRILL, DAVID WHIHIER 

04 

M 

670318 


VS 

03 

F 

670204 

770930 

VN 



PARKER, MAXIM CHARLES 

01 

11 

670318 


VS 

03 

F 

670204 

730304 

VN 



AUSTIN, JOSEPH CLAIR 

05 

F 

670319 


VN 

03 

• F 

670204 


VN 



CHARVET, PAUL CLAUDE 

03 

II 

670321 


VN 

03 

N 

670204 


VN 



ELLISON, JOHN C 

04 

II 

670324 


VN 

04 

F 

670204 

890621 

VN 



HALLBERG, ROGER C 

E6 

A 

670324 


VS. 

ES 

F 

670206 


VN 



PLOWMAN, JAMES EDWIN 

02 

II 

670324 


VN 

03 

F 

670206 


VN 



STEWART, JACK T 

03 

A 

670324 


VS 

03 

F 

670206 


VN 

• 

!• 

HISE. JAMES HAMILTON 

02 

M 

670325 


VS 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAHE 

CROW, FREDERICK AUSTIN 
FOWLER, HENRY POPE 
PALENSCAR, ALEXANDER J 3D 
GOVAN. ROBERT A 
JOURDENAIS, GEORGE HENRY 
STANLEY. ROBERT W 
WILLIAMS. DAVID R 
DRAMESI, JOHN ARTHUR 
MARTIN. DAVID EARL 
SZEYLLER, EDWARD PHILIP 
PARKER, THOMAS AQUINAS 
SCHWORER. RONALD PAUL 
O'GRAOY, JOHN FRANCIS 
CLAY, WILLIAM CLIFTON III 
CARLTON. JAMES EDMUND JR 
HCGARVEY, JAMES MAURICE 
HAMILTON. JOHN S 
MADISON. THOMAS MARK 
STERLING, THOMAS JAMES 
HAMILTON, ROGER 0 
HASENBACK, PAUL ALFRED 
HANGINO, THOMAS ANGELO 
NIDDS. DANIEL R 
WINTERS. DAVID H 
AUSTIN, CHARLES DAVID 
CHRISTIAN. MICHAEL DURHAM 
KNAPP, HERMAN L 
TUCKER, EDWIN BYRON 
WILLIAMS. LEWIS IRVNG 
STACKHOUSE, CHARLES DAVID 
WESKAMP, ROBERT L 
OUOASH, JOHN FRANCIS 
ESTOCIN, MICHAEL JOHN 
MEYER, ALTON BENNO 
MEYER, WILLIAM H 
RIATE, ALFONSO RAY 
BENTON. JAMES AUSTIN 
CASTRO, REINALOO ANTONIO 
DALLAS, RICHARD HOWARD 
DYER, BLENN COLBY 
OSBORNE, SAMUEL WILLIAM JR 
PENNINGTON, RONALD KEITH 
CARAS, FRANKLIN ANGEL 
POLLIN, GEORGE J 
SIGLER, GARY RICHARD 
STEPHENSEN, MARK L 
TORKELSON, LOREN H 
ABBOTT, JOSEPH S JR 
ABBOn, ROBERT ARCHIE 
JOHNSON, HAROLD E 
MCPHEE, RANDY HEAL 
THORSHESS. LEO KEITH 


950 


Page 18 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL_DATE 

CTRYJ 

05 

F 

670326 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

670326 . 

730218 

VN 

03 

N 

670327 


VN 

04 

F 

670401 


U 

03 

F 

670401 


VS 

02 

F 

670401 


vs 

04 

F 

670401 


LA 

03 

F 

670402 

730304 

VN 

01 

N 

670404 


VN 

03 

N 

670404 


VN 

E6 

N 

670405 


VS 

E4 

A 

670409 


VS 

04 

F 

670410 


VN 

03 

M 

670412 


VS 

03 

M 

670417 


VN 

04 

H 

670417 


VN 

04 

F 

670419 


VN 

04 

F 

670419 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670419 

730304 

VN 

E3 

M 

670421 


VS 

E3 

A 

670421 


VS 

E4 

A 

670421 


VS 

E3 

A 

670421 


VS 

E3 

A 

670421 


VS 

02 

F 

670424 


VN 

02 


670424 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670424 


VN 

04 

N 

670424 

871125 

VN 

-02 

N 

670424 

730304 

VN 

03 

N - 

670425 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

670425 

740306 

VN 

04 

F 

670426 

830603 

VN 

04 

N 

670426 


VN 

03 

F 

670426 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670426 

850814 

VN 

E4 

H 

670426 

730316 

VS 

E3 

H 

670427 


VS 

E5 

H 

670427 


VS 

E3 

M 

670427 


VS 

E3 

M 

670427 


VS 

E2 

M 

670427 


VS 

E3 

M 

670427 


VS 

03 

F 

670426 

871125 

VN 

02 

F 

670429 

900913 

VN 

02 

F 

670429 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670429 

B80406 

VN 

02 

F 

670429 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670430 

73021B 

VN 

02 

F 

670430 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670430 

730304 

VN 

E2 

M 

670430 


VS 

04 

F 

670430 

730304 

VN 


t 







f-' 

I 



4 : 


t 







Thursday, 12 Decen-bir 1991 


FULLNAHE 

bailey; JOHN HOWARD 
CORFIELD,. STAN LEROY 
GAUGHAN, ROGER CONRAD 
GUAJARDO, HILARIO H 
SMITH, CARL ARTHUR 
SOULIER, DUWAYNE 
MOORE, RALPH EDWARD 
GRAHAM, JAMES SCOTT 
ROGERS, CHARLES EDWARD 
HUGHES, JAMES LINDBERG 
LARSON, GORDON ALBERT 
SHIVELY, JAMES RICHARD 
WIDEMAN, ROBERT EARL 
MCCUISTION, MICHAEL K 
STEINER, THOMAS JACK 
TODD, ROBERT JACY 
AHLMEYER, HEINZ JR 
HILLER, HALCOIM THOMAS 
NETHERLAND, ROGER M 
SHARP, SAMUEL ARTHUR JR 
TYCZ, JAMES NEIL 
ASHLOCK, CARLOS 
GADDIS, NORMAN CARL 
GRENZEBACH, EARL W 
JEFFERSON, JAMES HILTON 
PITMAN, PETER POTTER 
STEWART, ROBERT ALLAH 
ROLLINS, DAVID JOHN 
SOUTHWICK, CHARLES EVERETT 
HEILIGER, DONALD LESTER 
HILL, CHARLES DALE 
POLLARD, BEN M 
DODGE, RONALD WAYNE 
LEWIS, CHARLIE GRAY 
CAMERON, KENNETH ROBBINS 
DELONG, JOE LYNN 
NAU6HT0N, ROBERT JOHN 
ANDERSON, GARETH LAVERNE 
GRIFFIN. JAMES LLOYD 
HELLBACH, HAROLD JAMES 
KNIGHT. ROY A JR 
MCDANIEL. EUGENE BAKER 
METZGER, WILLIAM JOHN 
PATTERSON. JAMES KELLY 
PLUMB, JOSEPH CHARLES 
RICH, RICHARD 
RUSSELL. KAY 
STARK. WILLIAM ROBERT 
WALTERS. JACK 
KEEFE. DOUGLAS ONER 
MAOOOX, NOTLEY G 
MILLIGAN. JOSEPH EDWARD 
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Page 19 


lOSS.RI 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL.OATE 

CTBY.pRIG 

E5 

M 

670501 


VS 

E5 

H 

670501 


VS 

E4 

M 

670501 


VS 

EZ 

M 

670501 


VS 

E3 

M 

670501 


vs 

E2 

M 

670501 

, 

vs 

E3 

A 

670503’ 


VS 

02 

N 

670504 

850814 

VN 

04 

F 

670504 


LA 

05 

F 

670505 

730304 

VN 

05 

F 

670505 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

670505 

730218 

VN 

02 

N 

670506 

730304 

VN 

03 

F 

6705OB 

730304 

VN 

02 

N 

670508 


VS 

El 

M 

670509 


VS 

01 

M 

670510 


VS 

E4 

N 

670510 


VS 

05 

N 

670510 


VN 

E3 

M 

670510 


VS 

E5 

M 

670510 


VS 

E4 

M’ 

670512 


VS 

06 

F 

670512 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670512 


VN 

02 

F 

670512 


VN 

03 

F 

670512 


VN 

04 

F 

670512 


VN 

03 

N 

670514 

730304 

VN 

04 

N - 

670514 

730304 

VN 

03' 

F 

670515 730218- 

VN ■ 

E2 

N 

670515 


VN 

03 

F 

670515 

730304 

VN 

03 

N' 

670517 

810708 

VN 

E7 

A 

670517 


VS 

05 

N 

67051B 

740306 

VN 

E3 

A 

670518 


VS 

03 

N 

670518 

730304 

VN 

02 

N 

670519 

730304 

VN 

04 

N 

670519 

740313 

VN 

03 

M 

670519 


vs 

04 

F 

670519 


LA 

04 

N 

670519 

730304 

VN 

02 

N 

670519 

730304 

VN 

03 

N 

670519 


VN 

02 

N 

670519 

730218 

VN 

05 

N 

670519 


VN 

04 

N 

670519 

730304 

VN 

04 

N 

670519 

730304 

VN 

03 


670519 

740313 

VN 

E2 

H 

670520 


VS 

04 

F 

670520 


VN 

02 

F 

670520 

730218 

VN 


i': 



952 


953 


Thursdiy, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

SMITH, HOMER LEROY 
VANLOAN, JACK LEE 
SIMPSON. WALTER STEPHEN 
WROBLESKI, WALTER F 
BACKUS, KENNETH FRANK 
HOWES, LESTER E 
PERRINE, ELTON L 
VOGEL, RICHARD DALE 
HOHUTH, RICHARD WENOAL 
PETTIS, THDMAS EDWIN 
SCHMinOU, EUREKA LAVERH 
SOUCY, RONALD PHILIP SR 
GRAVES. RICHARD CAMPBELL 
MECLEARY, READ BLAINE 
BLACKWDOD, GORDON BYRON 
GARNER, JOHN HENRY 
HEHL, JAMES PATRICK 
CHAUHCEY, ARVIN RAY • 
FinGERALD, JOSEPH E 
JAKOVAC. JOHN ANDREW 
MCGAR, BRIAN KENT 
CARRIER, DANIEL LEWIS 
ROCKETT, ALTON C JR 
SMITH, DEWEY LEE 
WOOO, REX STEWART 
BODDEH, TIMOTHY ROY 
CIUS, FRANK E 
DEXTER. RONALD JAMES 
GARDNER, JOHN G 
HANSON, STEPHEN PAUL 
KEARNS, JOSEPH T JR 
lANEY, BILLY R 
SPRINGSTON, THEODORE JR 
ROBINSON, LEWIS MERRIH 
HAINES, COLLINS HENRY 
IBANEZ, 01 REYES 
OWENS, JOY L 
SALE, HAROLD R JR 
APODACA, VICTOR JOE JR 
BUSCH, JON THOMAS 
MYERS, DAVID GEPHART 
HALL, THOMAS RENWICK 
PLATT, ROBERT L JR 
SHERMAN, PETER W 
BEECHER, QUENTIN RIPPETOE 
BOHLSCHEID, CURTIS RICHARO 
CHOMEL, CHARLES DENNIS 
CHRISTIE, DENNIS RAY 
CLINTON. DEAN EDDIE 
FOLEY, JOHN JOSEPH III 
GONZALEZ, JOSE JESUS 
MANBATTY. THOMAS MICHAEL 


i 


• • 
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LOSS_RK SERVICE lOATE REl.OATE CTRY_OftIG 


04 

II 

670520 740313 

VN 

04 

F 

670520 730304 

VN 

E6 

A 

670521 

VS 

W1 

A 

670521 

VS 

02 

F 

670522 

VN 

05 

F 

670522 

VN 

03 

F 

670522 

VN 

04 

F 

670522 730304 

VN 

03 

N 

670523 

VN 

02 

N 

670523 

VN 

E5 

N 

670523 

VN 

E5 

N 

670523 

VN 

01 

H 

670525 

VN 

02 

N 

670526 730304 

VN 

03 

F 

670527 B90427 

VN 

E4 

N 

670529 

VS 

OS 

N 

670530 730304 

VN 

04 

N 

670531 730304 

VN 

E3 

A 

670531 

VS 

E5 

A 

670531 

VS 

E3 

A 

670531 

VS 

02 

F 

670602 890731 

VN 

03 

F 

670602 

VN 

04 

F 

670602 730304 

VN 

04 

N 

670602 

VN 

ES 

M 

670603 

LA 

E3 

M 

670603 730305 

LA 

E8 

A 

670603 .. 

LA 

02 

H 

670603 ' 

LA 

03 

M 

670603 . “ 

LA 

03 

F 

670603 

VN 

E7 

A 

670603 

LA 

04 

F 

670603 

VN 

05 

F 

670604 

LA 

04 

N 

670605 730304 

VN 

E5 

M 

670605 

VS 

04 

F 

670607 

VN 

02 

F 

670607 

VN 

03 

F 

670608 

VN 

02 

F 

670608 680713 

VN 

02 

M 

670608 

VS 

02 

N 

670610 730304 

VN 

E3 

A 

670610 

VS 

05 

N 

670610 910116 

VN 

W2 

A 

670611 

VS 

03 

M 

670611 

VS 

E2 

H 

670611 

VS 

E3 

H 

670611 

VS 

W1 

A 

670611 

VS 

E3 

M 

670611 

vs 

E3 

M 

670611 

vs 

E2 

M 

670611 

vs 


FULLNAME 






HAVRANEK, MICHAEL WILLIAM 
KLEMM, DONALD M 
KOOI, JAMES WILLARD 
MOSHIER, JIM EDWIN 
NELSON, JAMES R 
OLDHAM, JOHN SANDERS 
PEARSON, ROBERT HARVEY 
RIGGS, THOMAS F 
STOCKMAN, HERVEY STUDDIE 
UHLMANSIEK, RALPH E 
WEBB, RONALD JOHN 
WIOENER, JAMES EDWARD 
MCMANUS, KEVIN JOSEPH 
MECHEHBIER, EDWARD JOHN 
SWANSON. JOHN W JR 
GUILLORY, EDWARD JOSEPH 
LEMMONS, WILLIAM E 
MCKIHRICK, JAMES C 
SPINLER, DARRELL JOHN 
PIRIE, JAMES GLENN 
SHERMAN, ROBERT C 
BAILEY, JAMES WILLIAM 
LAWRENCE. WILLIAM PORTER 
HAROYi WILLIAM H 
ALLEN, MERLIN RAYE 
COLE, LEGRANDE OGDEN JR 
HOUSE, JOHN ALEXANDER II 
HOWARD. LUTHER HARRIS 
JUDO, MICHAEL BARRY 
KILLEN, JOHN DEWEY III 
MCGRATH, JOHN MICHAEL 
RUNNELS, GLYN LINAL JR 
KASCH, FREDERICK MORRISON 
RAYFORD, KING DAVID JR 
WILSON, WAYNE V 
SEYMOUR, LEO E 
CRAIG, PHILLIP CHARLES 
DODGE, WARD K 
FREDERICK, WILLIAM V 
WADDELL. DEWEY WAYNE 
HUGHEY, KENNETH RAYMOND 
POLLACK. MELVIN 
AVOLESE, PAUL ANDREW 
BITTEHBENDER, DAVID FRITZ 
BLANKENSHIP, CHARLES HERMA 
. CRUHH, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
JONES, GEORGE EMERSON 
MCLAUGHLIN, OLEH BURKE 
TRin, JAMES FRANCIS 
LEE, CHARLES RICHARD 
MARTIN, EDWARD HOLMES 
AlMCunaOU ^AMtPI 


LOSS.RI' 

SERVICE 

lOATE 

REL.OATE 

CTRY. 

E3 

H 

670611 


VS 

04 

F . 

670611 


VN 

E3 

M 

670611 


VS 

E4 

M 

670611 


VS 

E5 

A 

670611 


VS 

04 

M 

670611 


VS 

02 

F 

670611 

880713 

VN 

W2 

A 

670611 


VS 

05 

F 

670611 

730304 

VN 

E4 

A 

670611 


VS 

03 

F 

670611 

730304 

VN 

E2 

M 

670611 


VS 

02 

F 

670614 

730218 

VN 

02 

F 

670614 

730218 

VN 

03 

F 

670615 


VN 

E7 

A 

670618 


VS 

02 

A 

670618 


VS 

03 

A 

670618 


VS 

03 

F 

670621 


LA 

04 

N 

670622 

730218 

VN 

E4 

M 

670624 

850320 

VS 

02 

N 

670628 

730218 

VN 

05 

N 

670628 

730304 

VN 

03 

A 

670629 

730212 

VS 

E3 

M 

670630 


VS 

03 

N 

670630 

881103 

VN 

03 

M 

670630 


VS 

E4 

A 

670630 


VS 

E4 

N 

670630 


VS 

E3 

M 

670630 


VS 

03 

N 

670630 

730304 

VN 

E4 


670630 


VS 

02 

N 

670702 

881103 

VN 

E3 

A 

670702 

730316 

VS 

E5 

M 

670702 


VS 

E5 

A 

670703 


LA 

03 

N 

670704 

861126 

VN 

04 

F 

670705 

740313 

VN 

03 

F 

670705 

890731 

VN 

04 

F 

670705 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670706 

730304 

VN 

02 

F 

670706 

730304 

VN 

04 

F 

670707 


VS 

03 

F 

670707 


VS 

03 

F 

670707 


VS 

08 

F 

670707 


VS 

02 

F 

670707 


VS 

E7 

F 

670707 


VS 

E5 

II 

670707 


VN 

03 

N 

670709 

830603 

VN 

04 

N 

670709 

730304 

VN 

F7 

A 

670717 


LA 


954 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


Page 22 



FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL.DATE 

CTRif. 

DOVE, JACK PARIS SR 

03 

F 

670712 


VN 

FRANK, MARTIN S 

E5 

A 

670712 

730305 

VS 

HENRY, NATHAN BARNEY 

E4 

A 

670712 

730305 

VS 

MCMURRAY, CORDINE 

E5 

A' 

670712 

730305 

VS 

NEWELL. STANLEY ARTHUR 

E4 

A 

670712 

730305 

VS 

PERRICONE, RICHARD ROBERT 

E4 

A 

670712 

7 30305 

VS 

SCHIELE, JAMES F 

E4 

A 

670712 


VS 

SQUIRE, BOYD E 

04 

F 

670712 


VN 

SULLIVAN. ROBERT JOSEPH 

E7 

A 

670712 


LA 

VANBENDEGOM, JAMES LEE 

E4 

A 

670712 


VS 

FULLER, ROBERT BYRON 

05 

N 

670714 

730304 

VN 

CASSELL, ROBIN BERN 

02 

N 

670715 


VN 

COPELAND, HC 

04 

F 

670717 

730314 

VN 

HARTMAN, RICHARD DANNER 

04 

N 

670718 

740306 

VN 

FRYE, DONALD PATRICK 

01 

N 

670719 

821014 

VN 

JACKSON. WILLIAM BRAXTON 

E5 

N 

670719 

821014 

VN 

MCGRANE, DONALD PAUL 

EB 

N 

670719 

821014 

VN 

PETERSON, DENNIS WILLIAM 

03 

N 

670719 


VN 

FLORA, CARROLL E 

E6 

A 

670721 

730305 

VS 

DAVIS, DONALD VANCE 

04 

N 

670725 


VN 

JARVIS, JEREMY M 

02 

F 

670725 


VN 

LUNSFORD, HERBERT L 

04 

F 

670725 


VN 

BRAZIK, RICHARD 

02 

F 

670726 


VN 

CIAFLIN, RICHARD AMES 

03 

F 

670726 


VN 

BARE, WILLIAM ORLAN 

02 

F 

670727 


VN 

CORBITT, GI LLANO WALES 

04 

F 

670727 


VN 

HARDIE, CHARLES DAVID 

E5 

N 

670727 


VN 

PAHERSON, BRUCE MERLE 

01 

N 

670727 


VN 

BENNEFELD, STEVEN HENRY 

E3 

M ■ 

670729 


VS 

JOHNSON, RICHARD HERMAN 

- E3 

M 

-670729 


VS 

BISCAILUZ, ROBERT LYNN 

-E3 - 

M 

670730 


VS 

BYARS, EARNEST RAY 

E3 

M 

670730 


VS 

FREDERICK, DAVID ADDISON 

03 

M 

670730 


VS 

WATERMAN, CRAIG HOUSTON 

02 

M 

670730 


VS 

ALLEN. THOMAS RAY 

03 

F 

670731 


VN 

PACKARD, RONALD L 

02 

F 

670731 


VN 

ZUHOSKI, CHARLES PETER 

02 

N 

670731 

730314 

VN 

PREWITT, WILLIAM ROLAND 

E3 

H 

670801 


VS 

WINSTON, CHARLES C III 

03 

F 

670B01 

770930 

VN 

CUNNINGHAM, CAREY ALLEN 

03 

F 

670802 


VN 

HYNOS, WALLACE G JR 

06 

F 

670802 


VN 

GOPP, THOMAS ALAN 

E4 

H 

670803 


VS 

MCGRATH, JAMES PATRICK 

E3 

N 

670803 


VS 

NAHAN, JOHN BENEDICT III 

E3 

H 

670803 


VS 

NEWCOMB, WALLACE GRANT 

03 

F 

670803 

730314 

VN 

WOLPE, JACK 

E4 

H 

670803 


VS 

BISZ, RALPH CAMPION 

02 

N 

670804 


VN 

KEHMERER, DONALD R 

03 

F 

670806 


VN 

PAGE. ALBERT L JR 

03 

F 

670806 


VN 

CHAMBERS, CARL DENNIS 

' 02 

F 

670807 

730314 

VN 

WILSON, GLENN HUBERT 

03 

F 

670807 

710314 

VN 

riicoDv an PM puPinnM 

m 

F 

670809 


VN 


t 


t 


t 






f 
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23 


FULUIAME 


LOSS.RI' SERVICE lOATE REL.UATE CTRT.ORIG 


LENGYEL, LAUREII ROBERT 
MYERS, GLENN LEO 
BERUBE, KENNETH ALLEN 
ATTERBERRY, EDWIN LEE 
NORRIS, THOMAS ELMER 
PARROTT, THOMAS VANCE 
GOODERMOTE, WAYNE KEITH 
HYATT. LEO GREGORY 
DION, LAURENT NOR0ERT 
HOM, CHARLES DAVID 
BUCKLEY, JIMMY LEE 
BUDD, LEONARD R JR 
EBY, ROBERT GINO 
FLYNN, ROBERT J 
HARDMAN, WILLIAM MORGAN 
MORRILL, HERWIN lAMPHREY 
POWELL, LYNN KESLER 
PROFILET, LEOTWYMAN 
SCOTT, DAIN V , 

TREHBLEY, J FORREST GEORGE 
KERR, JOHN CREIGHTON GILLE 
MORGAN, BURKE HENDERSON 
BAKER, ELMO CLINNARD 
CARRIGAN, LARRY EDWARD 
GERNDT, GERALD LEE 
LANE. CHARLES JR 
MIDNIGHT, FRANCIS B 
NESS, PATRICK LAWRENCE 
SAWMILL, ROBERT RALSTON 
SITEK, THOMAS WALTER 
SITTNER, RONALD HICHOLIS 
TYLER, CHARLES ROBERT 
ALLARD, RICHARD MICHAEL 
GOFF, KENNETH B 
HESS, JAY CRIDDLE 
HOLTZHAN, RONALD LEE 
SCHELL, RICHARD J 
BOIS, CLAIRE RONALD AUN 
JACOBS, EDWARD JAMES JR 
ZAVOCKY. JAMES JOHN 
DAY,. GEORGE. EVERETTE 
FULLER, WILLIAM 0 
KILCULLEN, THOMAS M 
BACIK, VLADIMIR HENRY 
BOGGS, PASCHAL GLENN 
DEGNAN, JERRY L 
WALLACE, CHARLES FRANKLIN 
NEWBURN, LARRY STEPHEN 
ALLARD, MICHAEL JOHN 
CAREY, DAVID JAY 
PERRY, RICKARD CLARK 
cTAccnon uiKuaiicu 


03 F 670809 7303 H VN 

02 F 670809 730314 VN 

02 H 670811 ' VS 

03 F 670812 740313 VN 

03 F 670812 730314 VN 

03 F 670812 730314 VN 

02 N 670813 730314 VN 

04 N 670813 730314 VN 

05 N 670817 VN 

02 N 670817 VN 

04 N 670821 751216 CH 

E3 M 670821 730305 VS 

V 670821 VS 

03 N 670821 730315 CH 

04 N 670821 730314 VN 

03 F 670821 830603 VN 

02 F 670821 830603 VN 

05 N 670821 730314 VN 

02 N 670821 VN 

02 N 670821 

04 F 670822 

03 F 670822 

04 F 670823 730314 VN 

03 F 670823 730314 VN 

02 F 670823 730314 VN 

03 F 670823 VN 

02 F 670823 VN 

01 N 670B23 860410 VN 

04 F 670823 730314 ..VN 

04 N 670823 VN 

03 F 670823 VN 

04 F 670823 730314 VN 

E4 A 670824 VS 

02 A 670824 VS 

03 F 670824 730314 VN 

E4 A 670824 VS 

03 A 670824 VS 

E5 N 670825 VN 

05 N 670825 VN 

02 N 670825 VN 

04 F 670826 730314 VN 

03 F 670826 VN 

02 F 670826 VN 

04 M 670827 VN 

03 M 670827 VN 

V 670828 VS 

04 M 670828 VN 

E3 A 070829 VS 

03 N 670830 VN 

02 N 670831 730314 VN 

04 tl 670831 861126 VN 

nrt II 670831 730314 VN 


Es: 



966 
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FULLNAME 

JOHNSON, ROBERT DENNISON 
OTT, EDWARD LOUIS 111 
BENNEH, WILLIAH GEORGE 
MOORE, HERBERT WILLIAM JR 
DOWNING, DONALD WILLIAM 
HANSON, THOMAS PAHERSON 
LAPORTE, MICHAEL LOUIS 
HILLER, CARL D 
PRATHER, MARTIN WILLIAM 
RAYMOND, PAUL D 
AHSPACH, ROBERT ALLEH 
PETERSEN, GAYLORD D 
HAVmiORNE, RICHARD W 
KANE, RICHARD R 
REID, HAROLD E 
BAGLEY, BOBBY RAY 
GRUBB, PETER ARTHUR 
NELLANS, WILLIAM L 
STAVAST, JOHN EDWARD 
VENANZI, GERALD SANTO 
PLUMAOORE, KENNETH LEO 
VESCELlUS, MILTON JAMES 
GEIST, STEPHEN J 
HUDDLESTON, LYNN R 
NOE, HAROLD JOHN 
GRAHAM. GILBERT JAMES 
HUSETTI, JOSEPH TONY JR 
OTT, PATRICK LEWIS 
BARNEH, ROBERT WARREN 
-KING, RONALD RUNYAN 
LILLUNO, WILLIAM ALLAN 
MCDANIEL, MORRIS CJR 
SCHOEFFEL. PETER VANRUYTER 
ZOOK, DAVID HARHLER JR 
TRAUTMAN, KONRAD WIGAND 
ARMSTRONG, FRANK ALTON III 
APPLEBY, IVAN DALE 
AUSTIN, WILLIAM RENWICK 
FULLAH, WAYNE E 
HODGES, DAVID LAWTON 
GUERRA, RAUL ANTONIO 
PINEAU, ROLAND ROBERT 
ROGGOW, NORMAN LEE 
WOLFE, DONALD FINDLING 
ZISSU, ANDREW GILBERT 
CLEMENTS, JAMES ARLEN 
DERRICKSON, THOMAS G II 
HARDY,' JOHN K JR 
MILLER, EDISON WAINRIGHT 
WARNER, JAMES HOIE 
VAUGHAN, ROBERT REOOINGTON 
4PWPMIMS RirMAROnUANE 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

REL_DATE 

24 

CTRY. 

04 

N 

670901 


VS 

E6 

N 

670901 


VS 

04 

F 

670902 


VN 

03 

F 

670903 


VN 

03 

F 

670905 


VN 

02 

F 

670905 


VN 

E2 

N 

670905 


VS 

04 

F 

670905 


VN 

E3 

M 

670905 


VS 

02 

F 

670905 


VN 

E8 

A 

670911 


VS 

03 

F 

670911 

780823 

VN 

04 

M 

670912 


VS 

03 

H 

670912 


VS 

E3 

H 

670913 


VS 

04 

F 

670916 

730314 

VN 

02 

F 

670917 


VN 

03 

F 

670917 


VN 

04 

F 

670917 

730314 

VN 

02 

F 

670917 

730314 

VN 

E3 

H 

670921 


VS 

04 

N 

670921 

850B14 

VN 

E4 

A 

670926 


VS 

02 

A 

670926 


VS 

02 

H 

670926 


VS 

E3 

N 

670928 


VS 

E5 

N 

670928 


VS 

02 

M 

671002 


VS 

04 

F 

671003 

730314 

VN 

04 

F“ - 

671003 


VN 

03 

F 

671004- 


VN 

04 

F 

'671004 


VN 

04 

N 

671004 

730314 

VN 

04 

F 

671004 


VS 

03 

F 

671005 

730314 

VN 

04 

F 

671006 


LA 

04 

F 

671007 


VN 

03 

F 

671007 

730314 

VN 

04 

F 

671007 

870924 

VN 

03 

N 

671007 


VN 

E3 

N 

671008 


VS 

E7 

N 

67100B 


vs 

02 

N 

671008 


vs 

02 

N 

671008 


vs 

02 

N 

671008 


vs 

04 

F 

671009 

730314 

VN 

03 

F 

671012 


VN 

02 

F 

671012 


VN 

05 

H 

671013 

730212 

VN 

02 

M 

671013 

730314 

VN 

04 

N 

671014 


VN 

03 

F 

671016 


LA 



[liuridqv, li! IVromljAi' I'j'.U 


rULLtlAKri 

'JIADKE, GEORGE WII.LIAH JH 
ANDREWS, AtITtlONY CHARLES 
CADWELL. ANTHONY BLAKE 
FITZGERALD, PAUL L JR . 
FORTNER, FREDERICK J 
HARGROVE, OLIN JR 
ODELL, DONALD EUGENE 
SULLIVAN, DWIGHT EVERETT 
BARR, JOHN FREDERICK 
OGDEN, HOWARD JR 
HEMMEL, CLARENCE JOSEPH 
DOOLEY, JAHES EDWARD 
CLARK, RICHARD CHAMP 
GILLESPIE, CHARLES R 
LEWIS, EARL GARDNER 
HORINEK, RAMON ANTON 
KROMMENHOEK. JEFFREY H 
SMITH, RICHARD EUGENE 
DANIELS, VERLYNE WAYNE 
MCCAIN, JOHN SIDNEY 
RICE, CHARLES DONALD 
CONNER, LOREHZA (NHI) 
FLYNN, JOHN PETER 
STIRH, ROBERT LEWIS 
TEHPERLEY, RUSSELL EDWARD 
KIRK, THOMAS HENRY 
FANNING, HUGH M 
KOTT, STEPHEN J 
KNAPP, FREORIC WOODROW 
MORROW. RICHARD 0 
WRIGHT, JAHES J 
EGGER, JOHN CULBERTSON JR 
GRAUERT, HANS HERBERT 
KRUSI, PETER HERMAN 
COBEIL, EARL GLENN 
DUTTON, RICHARD ALLEN 
HAGERHAN, ROBERT W 
DIEHL. WILLIAM C 
ELLIS, LEOH FRANCIS 
FISHER, KENNETH 
ADAMS, JOHN ROBERT 
BRENNEMAN. RICHARD CHARLES 
EVERT. LAWRENCE G 
HINES, VAUGHN MAURICE 
ARMSTRONG, JOHN WILLIAM 
BAXTER, BRUCE RAYMOND 
BROWER, RALPH WAYNE 
Cl/Y, EUGENE LUNSFORD 
KUSICK, JOSEPH GEORGE 
MAYSEY, LARRY WAYNE 
REHN, GARY LEE 

I »urc D 


.■o , vllOlt 

O' ? r.ri01.' 'IOIIm vn 

E2 /■ 571017 VS 

A 671017 VS 

02 !1 671017 831103 VN 

E3 A 671017 VS 

OA F 671017 730314 VN 

OA F 671017 730314 VN 

04 H 671018 VN 

E3 M 671018 VS 

03 F 671021 VS 

02 M 671022 VN 

02 N 671024 VN 

05 fl 671024 730314 VN 

02 N 671024 730314 VN 

04 F 671025 730314 VN 

03 N 671025 VN 

04 F 671025 730314 VN , 

05 II 671026 730314 VN 

OA II 671026 730314 VN 

02 N 671026 730314 VN 

02 F. 671027 VN 

06 F 671027 730314 VN 

OA c 671027 730314 VN 

03 F 671027 730314 VN 

05 F 671028 730314 VN 

03 M 671031 840717 VN 

03 M 671031 840717 VN 

02 N 671102 VN 

04 N 671102 780823 VN 

02 N 671102 780823 VN 

04 F 671103 VN 

02 N ’671103 VS 

04 N 671103 VS 

03 F 671105 740306 VN 

04 F 671105 730314 VN 

04 F 671106 851204 VN 

F 671107 740306 VN 

03 F 671107 730314 VN 

03 F 671107 730314 VN 

E5 A 671108 VS 

02 F 671108 730314 VN 

03 F 671108 VN 

E3 A 671108 VS 

05 F 671109 LA 

EE A 671109 LA 

03 F 671109 LA 

E5 F 671109 LA 

E5 A 671109 LA 

E4 F 671109 LA 

EA M 671109 VS 

n? r f,7iinq 7Afni3 lA 



Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAHE 

COOK, KELLY FRANCIS 
CREW, JAMES ALAN 
HONEYCUTT, CHARLES J JR 
MORGAN, JAMES S 
MARTINEZ-HERCADO, EDWIN JO 
SHAW, GARY FRANCIS 
STATON, ROBERT MILTON JR 
STUCKEY. JOHN STEINER JR 
CAYCE. JOHN DAVID 
ROARK. JAMES DAVID 
KMETYK, JONATHAN PETER 
SCHULZ, PAUL HENRY 
SULLIVAN, TIMOTHY BERNARD 
CAPPELLl, CHARLES EDWARD 
EHRICH, ROGER G 
KEY. WILSON DENVER 
MCGRATH, WILLIAM DARREL 
BURDEn, EDWARD BURKE 
OARDEAU, OSCAR HOISE JR 
HAUER, LESLIE J 
LEHNHOFF, EDWARD W 
CLOWER, CLAUDE DOUGLAS 
CROXDALE, JACK LEE II 
OE HERRERA^ BENJAMIN DAVID 
ESTES, WALTER 0 
FORD, DAVID EDWARD 
lANDOLI, DONALD CNMN) 
KLINCK. HARRISON HOYT 
- LIGON, VERNON PEYTON 
STIER, THEODORE GERHARD 
TEAGUE. JAMES ERLAN 
VISSOTZKY, RAYMOND WALTON 
BUTLER. WILLIAM WALLACE 
MARTIN. JOHN K 
REYNOLDS, DAVID RICHARD 
FOLEY, BRENDAN PATRICK 
MAYERCIK, RONALD M 
ABRAMS, LEWIS HERBERT 
HOLOEMAN, ROBERT EUGENE 
MIOGEH, DEWEY ALLEN 
SEARFUS, WILLIAM HENRY 
BRENNAN. HERBERT OWEN 
CONDIT, DOUGLAS CRAIG 
JONES, LOUIS F 
MILLNER, MICHAEL 
KUSHNER, FLOYD HAROLD 
CROSBY. RICHARD ALEXANDER 
LEEPER, WALLACE WILSON 
MOREIDA, MANUEL J 
STRANGE, FLOYD W 
COLLINS, ARNOLD 
piitccii nrwainH 


958 


959 


Page 


26 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


Page 27 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE REL_DATE CTRY.ORIG 


05 

F 

671110 

VN 

02 

F 

671110 

VN 

02 

F 

671110 BB1103 

VN 

04 

F 

671110 

VN 

E3 

A 

671111 

VS 

E3 

A 

671111 

VS 

E4 

A 

671111 

VS 

E2 

A 

671111 

VS 

E3 

N 

671112 

VN 

ES 

N 

671112 

VN 

E3 

H 

671114 

VS 

04 

N 

671116 730314 

VN 

02 

N 

671116 730314 

VN 

04 

F 

671117 B81215 

VN 

03 

N 

671117 

VN 

03 

N 

671117 730314 

VN 

05 

N 

671117 851204 

VN 

06 

F 

67111B 740306 

VN 

04 

F 

671118 871125 

VN 

04 

F 

671118 900911 

VN 

03 

F 

671118 871125 

VN 

04 

N 

671119 730314 

VN 

E4 

A 

671119 

VS 

E3 

A 

671119 

VS 

02 

N 

671119 770930 

VN 

03 

F 

671119 730314 

VN 

E5 

A 

671119 

VS 

03 

F 

‘671119 850814 

VN 

OS 

F - 

671119 730314 

VN 

02 

'H 

671119 730314 

VN 

02 

N 

671119 770930 

VN 

04 

F 

■ 671119 730314 

VN 

03 

F 

671120 730314 

VN 

03 

F 

671120 

VN 

E3 

A 

671121 

VS 

04 

F 

671124 

LA 

02 

F 

671124 

LA 

05 

M 

671125 

VN 

02 

H 

671125 

VN 

E2 

A 

671125 

VS 

05 

N 

671125 

VN 

06 

F 

671126 

VN 

02 

F 

671126 

VN 

04 

F 

671129 

lA 

E6 

A 

671129 

VS 

03 

A 

671130 730316 

VS 

E4 

A 

671202 

VS 

W2 

A 

671202 

VS 

E4 

A 

671202 

VS 

W1 

A 

671202 

VS 

E4 

H 

671204 

VS 

04 

F 

671205 

lA 


PASTVA, MICHAEL JAMES 
GRZYB, ROBERT H 
BENNETT, ROBERT ELWOOO III 
SEHORN, JAMES ELDON 
HILL, HOWARD JOHN 
BOYER. TERRY LEE 
ELLIS, JEFFREY THOMAS 
FLEENOR, KENNETH RAYMOND 
CRANER, ROBERT ROGER 
GRUTERS,' GUY DENNIS 
SCURLOCK, LEE D 
COOK, WILMER PAUL 
FORS, GARY HENRY 
HICKERSON, JAMES MARTIN 
POWERS, VERNIE HOMER 
BURNS, FREDERICK JOHN 
KOONCE, TERRY T 
INNES, ROGER B 
LEE, LEONARD HURRAY 
MARTIN, SAMMY ARTHUR 
CLAPPER, GEAN PRESTON 
CLAXTOH, CHARLES PETER 
CRUZ, CARLOS RAFAEL 
DARCY, EDWARD JOSEPH 
ECKLEY, WAYNE ALVIN 
FISHER, DONAU) E 
FOSTER, PAUL L 
HCCR/.RY, JACK 
OSBORNE, EDWIN NEIHS JR 
„ PARKER, FRANK C III 
PDTTER, WILLIAM JOSEPH JR 
VAN BUREN, GERALD GORDON 
WENAAS, GORDON J 
WILLIAMS, JAMES R 
SWORDS, SMITH III 
WORTHAM, HURRAY L 
BELCHER, GLENN ARTHUR 
PEACE. JOHN DARLINGTON III 
PERISHO, GORDON SAMUEL 
DENNISON, JAMES RICHARD 
HANLEY, TERRENCE HIGGINS 
HERRIN, HENRY HOWARD JR 
BEAN, JAMES ELLIS 
ELLIS, BILLY J 
ESTES, EDWARD DALE 
LANCASTER, KENNETH R 
HINNICH, RICHARD WILLIS JR 
ANTON, FRANCIS GENE 
BRIGGS, ERNEST FRANK JR 
FANTLE, SAMUEL 
FOULKS, RALPH EUGENE JR 
rSAI I ARMCB .inUM THFfinnRF 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE REL.DAIE CTRY.ORIG 


E3 

M 

671206 

VS 


y 

671210 

vs 

02 

F 

671213 

vs 

03 

F 

671214 730314 

VN 

02 

F 

671216 730314 

VN 

02 

F 

671217 730314 

VN 

03 

F 

671217 730314 

VN 

04 

F 

671217 730314 

VN 

04 

F 

671220 730314 

VN 

03 

F 

671220 730314 

VN 

E6 

A 

671221 

LA 

04 

N 

671222 881215 

VN 

03 

M 

671222 

LA 

04 

N' 

671222 730314 

VN 

E3 

A 

671224 

VS 

E3 

M 

671225 

VS 

03 

F 

671225 

LA 

02 

N 

671227 

VN 

04 

N 

671227 

VN 

02 

F 

671227 

VN 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

04 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

lA 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

05 

F 

671229 

VN 

E5 

F 

671229 

LA 

E6 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

LA 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

T 

671229 

VN 

E4 

F 

671229 

VN 

04 

F 

671230 

LA 

02 

F 

671230 

LA 

02 

F 

671231 

LA 

04 

N 

671231 

VN 

03 

N 

671231 

VN 

04 

N 

680101 

VN 

02 

N 

680101 

VN 

01 

N 

680101 

VN 

06 

F 

680103 730314 

VN 

E4 

A 

680103 

VS 

04 

N 

680103 730314 

VN 

E4 

A 

680103 

VS 

02 

N 

680104 851204 

VN 

W2 

A 

680105 730316 

VS 

E5 

A 

680105 

LA 

03 

F 

680105 770930 

VN 

02 

N 

680105 

VN 

Ffi 


680105 

LA 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

HAMILTON, DENNIS C . 
HARTNEY, JAMES C 
JONES, WILLIAM E 
LEWIS, ROBERT 
PFISTER, JAMES F JR 
SCHULTZ, SHELDON D 
SCHWEITZER, ROBERT JAMES 
WILLIAMSON, JAMES D 
STONE, JAMES MARVIN 
TRUJILLO. ROBERT S 
BIFOLCHI, CHARLES LAWRENCE 
CANNON, FRANCES EUGENE 
FISCHER, RICHARD WILLIAM 
HARKER, DAVID NORTHRUP 
SMITH, HALLIE W 
WILLIAMS, RICHARD F 
DALY, JAMES ALEXANDER JR 
GREEN, NORMAN M 
IRSCH, WAYNE C 
NEWTON, WARREN E 
PHIPPS, JAMES L 
RAMOS, RAINIER S 
REHE, RICHARD RAYMOND 
SYKES, DERRI 
HALL, KEITH NORMAN 
HOPPER, EARL PEARSON JR 
ANDERSON, DENIS LEON 
BUCK. ARTHUR CHARLES 
MANCINI, RICHARD MICHAEL 
OLSON, DELBERT AUSTIN 
ROBERTS, MICHAEL LAND 
Slow, GALE ROBERT 
STEVENS, PHILLIP PAUL 
THORESEN, OONALO NELLIS 
WIDON, KENNETH HARRY 
COHRON, JAMES DERWIN 
PORT, WILLIAM D 
HORNE, STANLEY HENRY 
LEBERT, RONALD MERL 
SUMPTER, THOMAS WRENNE 
TERRELL, IRBY DAVID 
WALKER, HUBERT C 
SKARMAN, ORVAL HARRY 
BIGGS, EARL ROGER 
COOLEY, ORVILLE DALE 
GEE. PAUL S 
MOE, THOMAS NELSON 
MORELAND, WILLIAM D 
REEDY, WILLIAM HENRY JR 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
WILKE, ROBERT F 
RniFS WABRFM WILLIAM 


960 ^ # 
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LOSS^Rt: 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

RELJATE 

CTRY.ORIG 



W1 

A 

680105 


U 



04 

F 

680105 

890621 

VN 


t 

03 

F 

680105 

850614 

VN 

E4 

A 

6B0105 

730305 

VS 



E3 

A 

680105 

730305 

vs 



W1 

A 

680105 


LA 



05 

N 

680105 

730314 

VN 

1 


E4 

A 

680105 


LA 



02 

A 

680107 


VS 


E3 

A 

680107 


VS 

'J 

02 

F 

680108 


VS 

1 

E2 

A 

680108 

850814 

VS 

• 

1 

j# 

E3 

M 

680108 


VS 

E3 

A 

680108 

730305 

VS 


j 

03 

F 

680108 


VS 


! 

EB 

A 

680108 

850814 

VS 


1 

E3 

A , 

680109 

730316 

VS 



05 

F 

680109 


LA 



02 

F . 

680109 


LA 



E4 

A 

680109 


VS 



W1 

A 

680109 


VS 



W1 

A 

680109 


VS 

% 

• 

E3 

A 

680109 


VS 


E3 

A 

680109 


VS 



03 

F 

680110 

730314 

VN 



02 

F 

680110 


VN 



02 

N 

680111 


LA 



02 

N .. 

680111 


LA 



E5 

-N 

680111 


LA 



.05 

"N 

680111 


LA 


- 

E5 

N ' 

680111 


LA — 


E4 

N 

680111 


LA 

1 

A 

02 

N 

6B01I1 


LA 

1 ^ 

E5 

N 

680111 


LA 

1 

E5 

N 

680111 


LA 


E6 

A 

680112 


LA 


E3 

A 

680112 

B50814 

VS 


04 

F 

680114 

900409 

VN 



02 

F 

6B0I14 

730314 

VN 



04 

F 

660114 

730314 

VN 



04 

F 

680114 

730314 

VN 



03 

F 

680114 

730314 

VN 

% 

% 

E5 

M 

6B0115 


VS 


w 

E7 

A 

680116 

890427 

VS 



03 

N 

6B0116 


VN 



02 

M 

680116 


VS 



02 

F 

680116 

730314 

VN 



03 

M 

680116 


VS 



E4 

N 

680116 


VN 



04 

N 

680116 


VN 



05 

F 

680117 


VN 



02 

N 

680118 


VN 
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FULLNAME 

HINCKLEY, ROBERT BRUCE 
JONES, ROBERT CAMPBELL 
ROEHRICH, RONALD L 
SIHOHET, KENNETH ADRIAN 
SMITH, WAYNE OGDEN 
JOHNSON, WILLIAM 0 
MURRAY, PATRICK PETER 
WALLACE, HOBART M JR. 
HOLLEY, TILDEN S 
KEHERER, JAMES AUN 
COALSTON, ECHOL W JR 
ELLIOTT, JERRY W 
HILL, BILLY 0 
KIMSEY, WILLIAM ARTHUR JR 
RAMSAY, CHARLES J 
RAMSDEN, GERALD LEE 
DUNN, MICHAEL E 
EIDSMOE, NORMAN EDWARD 
CORDOVA. ROBERT JAMES 
BENGE, MICHAEL 
MILLS, JAMES DALE . 

WHITE. CHARLES E 
COCHEO, RICHARD NEWELL 
KJOME, MICHAEL H 
LACEY, RICHARD J 
YOUNG, JOHN ARTHUR 
ADKINS, CLOOEN 
BLOOD, HENRY F 
DAVES, GARY LAWRENCE 
GOSTAS, THEODORE W 
HENDERSON, ALEXANDER 
MANHARD, PHILLIP W 
MEYER, LEWIS E 
OLSEN, BETTY ANN 
OLSEN, ROBERT F 
PAGE, RUSSELL J 
RANDER, DONALD J 
RUSHTON, THOMAS 
SPAULDING, RICHARD 
STARK. LAWRENCE J 
WEAVER, EUGENE 
WILLIS, CHARLES E 
ADKINS, CHARLES LEROY 
BURNHAM, OONALO DAWSON 
PATTON, KENNETH J 
PRINGLE, JOE HAROLD 
PUGGI, JOSEPH 0 
ANDERSON, JOHN THOMAS 
DEERING, JOHN ARTHUR 
DIBERNARDO, JAMES VINCENT 
EHMUELLER, HARRY L 
fiOIIIN. nONAT .JOSEPH 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL.DATE 

CTRY. 

03 

F 

680118 

730314 

VN 

02 

F 

680118 

730314 

VN 

02 

N 

680118 


VN 

04 

F 

680118 

730314 

VN 

02 

F 

680118 

730314 

VN 

E3 

A 

680119 


VS 

03 

M 

680119 

860410 

VN 

04 

M 

680119 


VN 

03 

F 

680120 


VN 

02 

F 

680120 


VN 

E5 

. A 

680121 


VS 

E2 

A 

680121 


VS 

E6 

A 

680121 


VS 

W2 

A 

680121 


VN 

03 

H 

680121 


VN 

04 

N 

680123 


VN 

03 

N 

680126 


VN 

04 

N 

680126 


VN 

E2 

N 

680127 


VN 


V 

680128 

730305 

VS 

03 

M 

680129 


VS 

E7 

A 

680129 


CB 


V 

660131 


VS 

„ 

V 

680131 

730212 

VS 

E5 

A 

680131 


VS 

E4 

A 

6B0131 

730316 

VS 


V 

680201 

730305 

VS 

„ 

V 

680201 


VS 

__ 

V 

680201 

730327 

vs 

03 

A 

680^01 

730316 

vs 


■ V 

680201 

730316 

vs 

„ 

V 

680201 

730316 

vs 


V 

680201 

730327 

vs 


V 

680201 


vs 


V 

660201 

730327 

vs 

__ 

V 

680201 

730316 

vs 

E6 

A 

680201 

730327 

vs 


V 

680201 

730327 

vs 

„ 

V 

680201 

730316 

vs 


V 

680201 

730305 

vs 


V 

680201 

730316 

vs 


V 

680201 

730327 

vs 

E4 

A 

680202 


vs 

03 

A 

680202 


vs 

E5 

A 

680202 


vs 

E7 

A 

680202 


vs 

E5 

A 

680202 


vs 

E7 

A 

680203 

730305 

vs 

E4 

H 

660203 

730305 

vs 

02 

M 

680203 

730305 

vs 

ES 

A 

680203 

730305 

vs 

£7 

A 

680203 

730305 

vs 



Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

JOHNS, VERNON Z 
WIGGINS. WALLACE L 
WILSON, MARION EARL 
BfiOOKENS, NORMAN J 
OCONNOR, MICHAEL FRANCIS 
UTECHT, RICHARD W 
EDGAR: ROBERT JOHN 
GODWIN, SOLOMON HUGHEY 
LASITER, CARL WILLIAM 
POHER, WILLIAM TOD 
ROLLINS, JAMES U 
BURNETT, DONALD FREDERICK 
CHAPA, ARMANDO JR 
FARRIS, WILLIAM F 
GALLAGHER, DONALD L 
MUSS. ROY ARTHUR 
JONES, THOMAS PAUL 
MCKAY, HOMER E 
NEWAN, JAMES C JR 
THOMPSON, MELVIN CARL 
TRAVIS, LYNN MICHAEL 
BRANDE, HARVEY G 
HANNA, KENNETH 
HOLT. JAMES W 
LINDEWALO, CHARLES W 
MCMURRY, WILLIAM G 
MORELAND, JAMES L 
PHILLIPS, DANIEL R 
THOMPSON, DENNIS L 
CHEHOWETH, -ROBERT PRESTON 
GEORGE, JAMES E JR 
HAffUND, OENNIS WAYNE 
LAPHAH, ROBERT GRANTHAN 
LENKER, MICHAEL ROBERT 
PURCELL, BENJAMIN H 
ROSE. JOSEPH 
ZAVTOCKI, JOSEPH S JR 
ZIEGLER, ROY ESPER II 
BROWN, HARRY WILLIS 
GROTH, WADE L 
GUNN, ALAN W 
ROE, JERRY L 
DUNN, JOSEPH PATRICK 
ELLIOT, ROBERT MALCOLM 
MCMAHAN, ROBERT CHARLES 
WRITER, LAWRENCE DANIEL 
ASHBY, CLAYBORN WILLIS JR 
COOHS. CHESTER LEROY 
DAWSON, FRANK ARTHUR 
DONATO, PAUL NICHOLAS 
HAYDEN, GLENN HILLER 
KRAVJT7 .UMF*: STEPHEN 


962 
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30 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 
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LPSS.RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

KEL.DATE 

CTRY.ORIG 

E3 

A 

680203 

890427 

VS 

02 

F 

680203 

780824 

VN 

E3 

A 

680203 


VS 


V 

680204 

730212 

vs 

W2 

A 

680204 

730305 

VS 


V 

680204 

730212 

vs 

02 

F 

680205 


LA 

W1 

K 

680205 


VS 

03 

F 

680205 

730314 

VN 

02 

F 

680205 


LA 


V 

680205 

730212 

VS 

E8 


680206 


VS 

E4 

N 

680206 


VS 

E4 

N 

680206 


VS 

E7 

N 

680206 


VS 

02 

N 

680206 


VS 

03 

N 

680206 


VS 

E5 

N 

680206 


VS 

E6 

N 

680206 


VS 

E6 

N 

680206 


vs 

02 

N 

680206 


vs 

E7 

A 

680207 

730316 

vs 

E7 

A 

680207 


vs 

E7 

A 

680207 


vs 

E7 

A 

680207 


vs 

E4 

A 

680207 

730316 

vs 

E4 

A 

680207 


vs 

E5 

A 

680207 


vs 

E6 

A 

680207 

730305 

vs 

E5- 

A 

680208 

730316 

vs 

E4 

A - 

680208 


vs 

E4 

M 

680208 


vs 

04 

F 

6802^8 


vs 

E4 

A 

680208 

730316 

vs 

05 

A 

680208 

730327 

vs 

W2 

A 

680208 

730305 

VS 

E5 

M 

680208 

850814 

vs 

W1 

A 

6802O8 

730305 

vs 

E5 

A 

680212 


vs 

E4 

A 

680212 


vs 

W2 

A 

680212 


vs 

02 

A 

680212 


vs 

02 

N 

680214 


CH 

03 • 

F 

680214 


VN 

02 

N 

680214 

900913 

VN 

03 

F 

680215 

730314 

VN 

E5 

N 

680217 


■lA 

E4 

N 

680217 


LA 

E3 

N 

680217 


LA 

E6 

N ■ 

680217 


lA 

05 

N 

680217 


LA 

02 

N 

680217 


LA 




% 




# 


# 




t 






# 




f 


FULLNAME 

MARTIN, JAMES EDWARD 
THURMAN, CURTIS FRANK 
WONN, JAMES CHARLES 
DYE, MELVIN C 
GLOVER, DOUGLAS J/ 
GRIFFITH, ROBERT'S 
LAUREANO, LOPEZ ISMAEL 
DONALD, MYRON LEE 
GUTTERSON, LAIRD 
HUBLER, GEORGE LAWRENCE 
FRIESE, LAWRENCE VICTOR 
MARVEL, JERRY WENDELL 
RIDGEWAY, RONALD LEWIS 
HARTZHEIM, JOHN FRANCIS 
HILIUS, PAUL L 
PALMER, GILBERT S JR 
WRIGHT, THOMAS T 
COONS, HENRY ALBERT 
HUNT. ROBERT V 
STEGMAN, THOMAS 
FinOH, CROSIEY J 
HARRIS. CLEVELAND SCOTT 
LANNOM, RICHARD CLIVE 
SCHEURICH, THOMAS EDWIN 
WELSHAN, JOHN T 
ANSEIMO, WILLIAM FRANK 
COLOMBO. GARY LEWIS 
LOPEZ, ROBERT (NHN) 
MITCHELL, GILBERT L 
NELSON, RICHARD C 
RIOS, NOEL LUIS 
SEWARD, WILLIAM HENRY 
BLANTON. CLARENCE FINLEY 
BONO. RONALD DALE 
CALFEE, JAMES HENRY 
CALLOWAY, PORTER EARL 
DAVIS, JAMES WOODROW 
DAVIS, THOMAS JAMES 
GISH. HENRY GERALD 
HALL, WILLIS ROZELLE 
HOLLAND, MELVIN ARNOLD 
KIRK, HERBERT ARTHUR 
MCMILLAN, I SIAM 
OLDS, ERNEST ARTHUR 
PRICE, DAVID STANLEY 
RODRIGUEZ, ALBERT E 
SHANNON, PATRICK LEE 
SPRINGSTEAOAH, DONALD K 
WORLEY, DON FRANKLIN 
GRIFFITH, JOHN GARY 
KOLLMANN. GLENN EDWARD 
prvscpc cnuApn Foaurts 


LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

lOATE 

REL_OATE 

CTRY. 

E3 

N 

680217 


LA 

03 

N 

680217 


LA 

01 

N 

680217 


LA 

E5 

A 

680219 


LA 

E6 

A 

680219 


LA 

E5 

A 

680219 


LA 

E4 

A 

680220 


VS 

02 

F 

680223 

730314 

VN 

04 

F 

680223 

730314 

VN 

03 

M 

680223 


VS 

03 

M 

680224 

730314 . 

. VN 

04 

M 

680224 

730314 

VN 

E3 

M 

680225 

730316 

VS 

E5 

N 

680227 


LA 

05 

N 

680227 


LA 

04 

F 

680227 


LA 

03 

F 

680227 


LA 

04 

N 

680228 


VN 

E4 

A 

680228 


VS 

03 

N 

680228 


VN 

04 

F 

680229 

751221 

VN 

03 

F 

680229 

850320 

VN 

02 

N 

680301 


VN 

04 

N 

680301 


VN 

02 

F 

680303 


VS 

ES 

F 

680306 


VS 

E4 

M 

680306 


VS 

05 

A 

680306 


VS 

03 

N 

680306 


VN 

- 03 _ 

N 

680306 

840717 

VN 

_ E5 

F 

680306 


VS 

04 

M 

680306 


VS 

05 

F 

680311 


LA 

04 

F 

680311 


VS 

E7 

F 

680311 


LA 

E5 

A 

680311 


VS 

E5 

F 

680311 


LA 

E5 

A 

680311 

730316 

VS 

E5 

F 

680311 


LA 

E6 

F 

680311 


LA 

E6 

F 

680311 


LA 

E5 

F 

680311 


LA 

E4 

A 

680311 

730316 

VS 

04 

F 

680311 


VN 

E4 

F 

680311 


LA 

02 

F 

680311 

681215 

VN 

E6 

F 

680311 


LA 

E6 

F 

680311 


LA 

E5 

F 

680311 


LA 

03 

N 

680312 


VN 

05 

N 

680312 


VN 

F? 

M 

680312 


VS 


964 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


BYRNE, JOSEPH HENRY 
GOLLINS. GUY FLETCHER 
EVANS, CLEVELAND JR 
HEITMAN, STEVEN W 
WATSON, JIMMY L 
WESTBROOK, DONALD E 
HAMM, JAMES E 
ERICKSON, DAVID W 
KRAUSHAN, EDWARD L 
barber, THOMAS DAVID 
BENSON, LEE DAVID 
MLLAZO, RAPHAEL LORENZO 
DOSS, DALE WALTER 
HENSLEY, THOMAS TRUETT 
HUBBS, DONALD RICHARD 
NIGHTINGALE, RANDALL JOHN 
ROSS, JLYNN JR 
SHUMAN, EDWIN ARTHUR 
DUNN, JOHN GALBREATH 
RAY, JAMES MICHAEL 
SWITZER, JERROLD ALLEN 
WILLIAMS, HOWARD K 
BLAIR, CHARLES EDWARD 
ROMERO, VICTOR 
FELLOWS, ALLEN E 
SAYRE, LESLIE BERKLEY 
HESFORD, PETER D 
STOWERS, AUBREY E JR 
GUY^, THEODORE WILSON 
LYON, DONAVAN L 
-franks, IAN JACK 
mattori, MASAKI (NHN) 
_ALL6000, FRANKIE EUGENE 
EVANCHO, RICHARD 
green, LARRY EDWARD 
KERR, ERNEST CLANEY JR 
LOMAX, RICHARD EUGENE 
^EY, GLENN WILLIAM 
BADLEY, JAMES LINDSAY 
CALHOUN, JOHNNY C 
WHITTEKER, RICHARD LEE 
archer, BRUCE RAYMOND 
BOYER, ALAN LEE 
brown, GEORGE RONALD 
graham, DENNIS L 
5S’ ‘^”«IST0PHER A JR 
HUSTON, CHARLES G 
|W«ANN, HENRY ELMER 
MONTAGUE, PAUL JOSEPH 
MICHAEL WALTER 

urn 

HIILLEAVEY. OUINTEN EMILE 


-!d IDAIE I'.fL.DAIt CTRT.ORii-, 


, G803I3. 

680313 

680313 

680313 

680313 

680313 

680314 

680316 

680316 

680317 

680317 

680317 

680317 730314 

6B0317 

680317 

680317 

680317 

680317 730314 
680318 730212 
680318 
680318 
680318 

680319 880406 

680319 

680320 

680320 

680321 

680321 

680322 730316 
680322 
680323 
- 680323 
680326 
680326 
680326 
680326 
680326 
680326 
680327 
680327 
680327 

680328 730316 

680328 

680328 

680328 

680328 

680328 

680328 

680328 730316 
680328 881216 
680330 
680403 


965 



966 


967 


€ 




Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

BORS, JOSEPH CHESTER 
COOK, WILLIAM RICHARD 
FINLAY, JOHN STEWART 
SAAVEDRA, ROBERT 
GUILLERMIN, LOUIS F 
PIETSCH, ROBERT E 
STAEHLI, BRUCE WAYNE 
' GERVAIS. DONALD PETER 
MARTIN, RICHARD 0 
WHITMIRE, WARREN T JR 
ENGLANDER, WWRENCE J 
AVERY, ROBERT DOUGl/S 
CHANEY, ARTHUR FLETCHER 
CLARK, STEPHEN WILLIAM 
CLEM, THOMAS DEAN 
HCKAIN, BOBBY LYN 
terry, ORAL R 
KING, PAUL CHESTER JR 
KUSTIGAN, MICHAEL J 
HITCHELL, HARRY E 
NORRINGTON, GILES RODERICK 
TANGEHAN, RICHARD GEORGE 
ALDRICH, LAWRENCE LEE 
BAIRD, BILL ALLEN 
BRANCH, MICHAEL PATRICK 
CONOREY, GEORGE THOMAS III 
DAYTON, JAMES LESLIE 
JENNE, ROBERT EARL 
JURECKO, DANIEL EDWARD 
LEOPOLD, STEPHEN RYDER 
VAN ARTSDALEN, CLIFFORD DA 
BLACKMAN, THOMAS JOSEPH 
COOK, JOSEPH FRANCIS 
■ CZERWONKA, PAUL STEVEN 
FLEMING, HORACE H III 
FRITSCH, THOMAS WILLIAM 
HEHPEL, BARRY LEE 
HEYNE, RAYMOND THOMAS 
KING, GERALD EUGENE 
LOPEZ, ROBERT CHARLES 
MCGONIGLE, WILLIAM DEE 
HILLER, GLENN EDWIN 
HITCHELL, DONALD WAYNE 
PERRY, THOMAS HEPBURN 
SARGENT, JAMES RAY 
• JIMENEZ, JUAN MACIAS 
BUCHER, BERNARD LUDWIG 
COEN, HARRY BOB 
CRAVEN, ANDREW JOHNSON 
HEPLER, FRANK MONROE 
LONG, GEORGE WENDELL 
•OMR '"I riis wni I PN .IB 
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LOSS.RK SERVICE lOATE REL.OATE CTRY.ORIG 


04 

F 

680428 

VS 

05 

F 

680428 

VS 

• 05 

F 

680428 730314 

VN 

04 

N 

680428 

VN 

03 

F 

680430 

LA 

03 

F 

680430 

U 

E3 

■ M 

680430 

VS 

ES 

A 

680501 

VS 

E4 

A 

680501 

VS 

W1 

A 

680501 

VS 

E5 

A 

680502 

VS 

02 

M 

680503 

VN 

W1 

A 

680503 

VS 

03 

H 

680503 

VS 

02 

M 

680503 

VN 

W2 

A 

680503 

VS 

E3 

A 

680503 

vs 

E3 

A 

680504 

LA 

E7 

N 

680505 

VN 

E8 

N 

680505 

VN 

03 

N 

680505 730314 

VN 

03 

N 

680505 730314 

VN 

E4 

A 

680506 

VS 

E4 

A 

6B0S06 730305 

VS 

£4 

A 

680506 730316 

VS 

W1 

A 

6B0508 

VS 

W1 

A 

680508 

VS 

E4 

A 

680508 

VS 

£4 

A 

680508 

VS 

03 

A 

680509 730305 

vs 

E4 

A 

680509 

• vs 

E2 

•'K 

680510 

vs 

E3 

M 

680510 

vs 

EZ 

H 

680510 

vs 

02 

M 

680510 

vs 

E3 

M 

680510 

vs 

£2 

M 

680510 

vs 

E3 

M 

680510 

vs 

E4 

M 

680510 

vs 

E2 

M 

680510 

vs 

E2 

M 

680510 

vs 

E5 

A 

680510 

vs 

E3 

M 

680510 

vs 

E4 

A 

680510 

vs 

E3 

M 

680510 

vs 

E4 

A 

680511 

vs 

04 

F 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

E5 

F 

680512 

vs 

E3 

F 

680512 

vs 

F4 

A 

680512 730316 

vs 


dit 


■ fc 

*1 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME. 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

Page 

REL_DATE 

35 

CTRY.ORIG 

MCELROY, JOHN LEE 

04 

F 

680512 


VS 

MOORE, MAURICE HENRY 

E4 

A 

680512 


VS 

MORELAND, STEPHEN CRAIG 

02 

F 

680512 


VS 

ORR, WARREN ROBERT JR 

03 

A 

680512 


VS 

RANSBOTTOM, FREDERICK J 

01 

A 

680512 


VS 

SANDS, RICHARD EUGENE 

E3 

A 

680512 


VS 

SIMPSON, JOSEPH L 

E5 

A 

680512 


VS 

SKIVINGTON, WILLIAM E JR 

E3 

A 

680512 


VS 

STULLER, JOHN CHARLES 

E6 

A 

680512 


VS 

WIMISON, INLAY SCOTT 

E4 

A 

680512 


VS 

WIDNER, DANNY L 

E3 

A 

680512 


vs 

WILLIAMS, ROY C 

E3 

A 

680512 


vs 

COTA, ERNEST KENO 

.E5 

N 

680514 


vs 

KARGER, BARRY EDWIN 

02 

N 

680514 


VN 

CROSSON. GERALD JOSEPH JR 

02 

F 

680516 


VN 

RICKEL, DAVID J 

03 

F 

680516 


VN 

YOUNG, CHARLES L 

E3 

A 

680517 


vs 

GIST, TOMMY E ' 

03 

F 

680518 


VN 

JAMES, CHARLIE NEGUS 

05 

N 

680518 

730314 

VN 

MONROE, VINCENT DUNCAN 

04 

N 

680518 

760823 

VN 

PADIUA, DAVID ESEQUIEL 

E3 

M 

680518 


vs 

UYEYAMA, TERRY JUN 

03 

F 

680518 

730314 

VN 

DAVIES, JOSEPH EDWIN 

MCCUBBIN, GLENN DEWAYNE 

03 

F 

680519 


VN 

02 

F 

680519 


VN 

ROBERTSON, JOHN HARTLEY 

LEMCKE. DAVID EARL 

E7 

A 

680520 


LA 

E4 

A 

680521 


VS 

ADAM, JOHN QUINCY 

CHAMBERS, JERRY LEE 

E3 

F 

680522 


LA 

04 

F 

680522 


LA 

CREWS, JOHN HUNTER III 

02 

F 

660522 


VN 

GLOVER, CALVIN C 

- E5 

F 

680522 


lA 

KNEDEL, THOMAS E 

E3 

F 

680522 


-LA - 

MASON, WiaiAM HENDER 

05 

F 

680522 


LA 

MCPHAIL, WILLIAM THOMAS 

03 

F 

680522 


LA 

MILLER, EDWIN FRANK 

MITCHELL, THOMAS 8 

02 

N 

680522 

730314 

VN 

03 

F 

680522 


LA 

PATE. GARY 

E4 

F 

680522 


LA 

RASH, MELVIN D 

E3 

F 

680522 


LA 

STPIERRE, DEAN PAUL 

03 

F 

680522 


VN 

COCHRAN, ISOM CARTER JR 

E3 

A 

680523 


VS 

LANE. GLEN 0 

E7 

A 

680523 


LA 

OWEN. ROBERT D 

SCHRDMP, RAIWND CECIL 

E6 

A 

680523 


LA 

04 

A 

680523 

730212 

VS 

RUCKER. EmETT JR 

05 

F 

680524 


VS 

SHANKS, JAMES LEE 

04 

F 

680524 


VS 

HILL. JOSEPH ARNOLD 

E3 

M 

680528 


vs 

INGVALSON, ROGER DEAN 

04 

F 

660528 

730314 

VN 

SMITH, LEWIS PHILIP II 

BERESIK, EUGENE PAUL 

02 

F 

680530 


LA 

04 

F 

680531 


VN 

GATEWOOD, CHARLES HUE 

E3 

H 

680531 


VS 

LEONARD, EDWARD W 

03 

F 

680531 

730328 

LA 

BRICE. ERIC PARKER 

03 

N 

680604 


VN 

MrWWIS. TRIMAH .1 

F3 

M 

680605 


vs 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

HARPER, RALPH LEWIS 
LAPLANT, KURT ELTON 
PAIACIOS, LUIS FERNANDO 
SANCHEZ, JOSE RAMON 
SPENCER, DEAN CALVIN III 
HOLDEN, ELMER LARRY 
LOCKER, JAMES D 
RITTICHIER, JACK COLUMBUS 
SCHMIDT, WALTER R JR 
YEENO, RICHARD CAROLINUS J 
FORD, RANDOLPH WRIGHT 
CARTER, JAMES DEVRIN 
BOWMAN, FRANK (NMN) 
CHANDLER, ANTHONY GORDON 
RUPINSKY, BERNARD FRANCIS 
WILBER. WALTER EUGENE 
BOOTH, JAMES ERVIN 
CASEY, DONALD FRANCIS 
CARPENTER, NICHOLAS MALLOR 
MOBLEY, JOSEPH SCOTT 
CORNELIUS, JOHNNIE CUYTON 
WOODS, ROBERT FRANCIS 
eiAMMERINO, VINCENT F 
JOHNS, PAUL F 
OWEN, TIMOTHY S 
TIPPING, HENRY ALBERT 
BURNS, MICHAEL THOMAS 
CRUMPLER, CARL BOYETTE 
DEWBERRY, JERRY DON 
LAWRENCE, BRUCE E 
SILVER, EDWARD D 
HAHONEY, THOMAS PATRICK 3D 
BIRO, LEONARD ADRIAN 
HURST, JOHN CLARK 
JAMES, GOBEL DALE 
MARTIN, LARRY E 
NECO-QUINONES, FELIX V 
CROSS. ARIEL LINDLEY 
PARRA, LIONEL 
SEABLOM, EARL FRANCIS 
FLANAGAN, SHERMAN £ JR 
WILLING, EDWARD ARLO 
GOSEN, LAWRENCE DEAN 
BUSH, JOHN ROBERT 
GREILING, DAVID SCOTT 
HACKEH. HARLEY B III 
BROWN. PAUL GORDON 
FANT, ROBERT ST CLAIR 
PARISH, CHARLES C 
FULLERTON, FRANK EUGENE 
PATTON. WARD KARL 

IIIYTCP .ifppy FDWARn. 
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LOSS.Rf, :,ERVICE IDATE REl.DATE CTRLORIG 


FULLNAME 


LOSS^RK SERVICE IDATE REL.DATE CTRY.ORIG 


E3 

M 

630606 

VS 

E3 

M 

680606 

VS 

E3 

' M . 

680606 

VS 

E2 

H 

680606 

vs 

E4; 

A 

680607 

vs 

E5 

F 

680609 

vs 

E4 

F 

680609 

vs 

03 

P 

680609 

vs 

02 

M 

680609 

vs 

03 

F 

680609 

vs 

04 

N 

680611 850814 

VN 

W1 

A 

680613 

vs 

E5 

N 

680616 

VN 

E5 

N 

680616 

VS 

02 

N 

6B0616 

VN 

05 

N 

680616 730212 

VN 

02 

F 

680623 

VN 

05 

F 

680623 

VN 

03 

N 

6B0624 900913 

VN 

02 

N 

680624 730314 

VN 

02 

F 

680626 

VN 

04 

F 

680626 

VN 

E3 

A 

680627 

VS 

04 

F 

680628 

LA 

E3 

A 

660629 

VS 

04 

F 

680702 

VS 

02 

F 

680705 730314 

VN 

05 

F 

- 680705 730314 

VN 

E4 

M 

-680705 

VS 

OZ 

F 

680705 

VN 

04 

F 

6Slp705 

VN 

E3 

M 

680706 

VS 

02 

M 

680713 

VS 

03 

M 

680713 

VS 

04 

F 

680715 730314 

VN 

03 

F 

680715 890731 

VN 

E3 

A 

680716 730212 

VS 

02 

M 

680717 

VS 

03 

M 

680717 

VS 

E3 

A 

660718 

VS 

05 

F 

680721 

VS 

E3 

M 

680721 

VS 

04 

N 

680723 

VS 

02 

F 

680724 

VN 

04 

N 

680724 

VN 

03 

F 

680724 

VN 

02 

M 

680725 730314 

VN 

03 

N 

680725 730314 

VN 

03 

N 

680725 

VN 

04 

N 

680727 

VN 

E6 

N 

680727 

VS 

E6 

A 

680729 

VS 


• • 


• • 


BEYER, THOMAS JOHN 
BROMS, EDWARD JAMES JR 
FOWLER, DONALD R 
HASTINGS, STEVEN H 
ROSS, JOSEPH S 
RUSSELL, PETER J 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM J 
WINN, DAVID WILLIAM 
WOLFKEIL, WAYNE B 
HICKS, TERRIN D 
SHANAHAN, JOSEPH FRANCIS 
ELBERT. FRED 

GRANIELA: JOSE ANTONIO JR 
MCELHANON, MICHAEL OWENS 
OVERLOCK, JOHN F 
HOFFSON, ARTHUR THOMAS 
MAYHEW, WILLIAM JOHN 
POWELL. WILLIAM E 
COLLINS. THEOTHIS 
HOFFMAN. TERRY ALAN 
LINDBLOOM, CHARLES DAVIO 
ACOSTA-ROSARIO. HUMBERTO 
BERGEVIN, CHARLES LEE 
FERGUSON, WALTER JR 
SEHERQUIST, FRANCIS L 
HEEP, WILLIAM ARTHUR 
LAOEWIG, MELVIN E 
READ, CHARLES HAROLD W JR 
JOHNSON. BOBBY LOUIS 
PICK. DONALD WILLIAM 
MILLER, ROBERT CHARLES 
-PHILLIPS, ELBERT AUSTIN 
ASHALL, ALAN FREDERICK 
DUNCAN, ROBERT RAY 
BARTOCCI, JOHN EUGENE 
KINKAOE. WILLIAM L 
FRAZIER. PAUL REID 
POSEY, GEORGE RAY 
COSKEY, KENNETH LEON 
DEICHELMANN, SAMUEL MACKAL 
PRIDEMORE, DALLAS REESE 
VAN DYKE, RICHARD HAVEN 
MAXWELL, SAMUEL C 
SHARK, EARL E 
DAVIS, EDGAR FELTON 
WOODS, BRIAN OUNSTAN 
CAPLIHG, ELWYN R 
HOLT, ROBERT ALAN 
LAVOO, JOHN ALLEN 
KUHLMANN, CHARLES F 
CALLAHAN, DAVIO FRANCIS JR 
rteRnOHr naic uadoi^dn 


03 

F 

680730 


VS 

02 

N 

680801 


VN 

E4 

A 

680801 


VS 

E5 

A 

680801 


VS 

02 

F 

680801 


VN 

02 

A 

680801 


VS 

04 

F 

680801 


VN 

06 

F 

680809 

730314 

VN 

04 

F 

680809 


W 

03 

F 

680815 


VN 

03 

F 

680815 

730314 

VN 

E3 

M 

680616 

730316 

VS 

E3 

A 

680816 


VS 

04 

F 

680816 


VN 

04 

F 

680816 


VN 

02 

F 

680817 

730314 

VN 

03 

N 

680817 

730314 

VN 

02 

F 

680817 

851204 

VN 

E3 

M 

680B19 


VS 

E4 

M 

680819 


VS 

E6 

N 

680820 


VS 

E3 

A 

680822 


VS 

02 

F 

680823 


VN 

E6 

A 

680823 


VS 

02 

F 

680823 


VN 

03 

N 

680824 


VN 

02 

F 

680824 


VN 

04 

F 

680824 


VN 

E4 

A“ 

680825 

730212 

VS 

04 

F 

680827 


VS 

04 

F 

680828 

— 

LA 

E6 

F ^ 

680828 


lA 

02 

N 

680829 


VN 

02 

N 

68(1829 


VN 

04 

N 

680831 


VS 

02 

F 

680901 


VN 

E5 

A 

680903 


VS 

E3 

N 

680905 


VS 

05 

N 

680906 

730314 

VN 

03 

F 

680906 


VS 

E6 

A 

680908 


VS 

02 

F 

680911 

810708 

VN 

04 

F 

680912 

890621 

VN 

E5 

A 

680912 


VS 

03 

F 

680917 


LA 

04 

N 

680918 

730212 

VN 

04 

F 

680919 

770318 

VN 

03 

H 

680919 


VN 

.03 

H 

680919 


W 

04 

. F 

680922 


LA 

04 

N 

680923 


VN 

04 

tl 

680923 

730212 

VN 


970 
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Page 38 


FULLNAHE 


L0SS_RI SERVICE IDATE REL.DATE CTRY_ORIG 


BREINER, STEPHEN EUGENE 
DRABIC, PETER E 
MCCONNELL, JERRY (NMI) 
OLSON, BARRY ALLEN 
SMITH, WILLIAM ARTHUR JR 
DIXON, DAVID LLOYD 
HALPIN, DAVID PAUL 
NEWBERRY. WAYNE ELLSWORTH 
FIESZEL, CLIFFORD W 
SMITH, HOWARD HORTON 
SPINELLI, DOHENICK ANTHONY 
VANRENSELAAR, LARRY JACK 
ERWIN, DONALD EDWARD 
SMITH, ROGER LEE 
LAWRENCE, GREGORY PAUL 
STRIDE, JAMES DANIEL JR 
WESTER, ALBERT DWAYNE 
HANORAKAN, EUGENE ALLEN 
HERREID, ROBERT D 
HUNT, JANES D 
HASTERSON, MICHAEL JOHN 
ORELL, QUINLAN ROBERTS 
NASON, JAMES PHILIP 
BRIDGES, JERRY GLEN 
DEITSCH, CHARLES EDWARD 
KNIGHT, HENRY C 
MELDAHL, CHARLES H 
STANTON, RONALD 
FINLEY, DICKIE W 
KNABB, KENNETH KEITH JR 
TYLER, GEORGE E 
THOMPSON, BENJAMIN ARTHUR 
EDMUNDS, ROBERT CLIFTON JR 
CONNOR, CHARLES RICHARD 
RICKER, WILLIAM ERNEST 
STONEBRAKER, KENNETH ARNOL 
STROVEN, WILLIAM HARRY 
BE20L0, STEVEN NEIL 
HARRISON, DONALD L 
HUNTER, JAMES D 
SWANSON. ROGER W 
KENNEY, HARRY JOHN 
SIMPSON, JAMES EDWARD 
turner, FREDERICK RAY 
ERSKINE, JACK D 
BIRCH IH, JAMES DOUGLAS 
COPLEY. WILLIAM MICHAEL 
KARST, CARL F 


WIECHERT. ROBERT CHARLES 
derby, PAUL DAVID 


CUTHBERT, BRADLEY GENE 


'“"MR m»ok .inMN 


E2 

H 

680924 

VS 

E3 

A 

680924 730316 

VS 

E2 

A 

680924 

vs 

E3 

A 

680926 

VS 

W1 

A 

680927 

vs 

E4 

N 

680928 

vs 

E3 

N 

680928 

vs 

03 

F 

680929 

w 

03 

F 

680930 

VN 

04 

F 

680930 

VN 

03 

N 

680930 

VN 

02 

H 

680930 890731 

VN 

05 

N 

681002 890731 

VN 

E4 

A 

681003 

VS 

E4 

F 

681005 

LA 

E6 

A 

6B1005 

LA 

04 

F 

681005 

LA 

E4 

A 

681010 

VS 

E5 

A 

681010 

VS 

03 

N 

681013 

VN 

03 

F 

681013 

LA 

05 

N 

681013 

VN 

E5 

A 

681017 

VS 

E5 

A 

681020 

VS 

W3 

A 

681020 

VS 

W1 

A 

681020 

VS 

E5 

A 

681020 

VS 

E4 

A 

681020 

VS 

E3 

A - 

681021 

VS 

03 

N 

681021 

VN 

04 

F 

681024 

VN 

E6 

A 

- 681025 

VS 

02 

F 

681027 880605 

VN 

03 

M 

681028 

VS 

03 

N 

681028 

VS 

03 

F 

681028 

VN 

03 

F 

681028 

VN 

02 

A 

681029 

VN 

03 

A 

681029 

VN 

E3 

A 

681029 

VS 

E3 

A 

681031 

VS 

E4 

N 

681101 

VS 

■■ 

V 

681105 

VS 

E3 

M 

681106 

VS 

*■ 

V 

681113 

VS 

02 

A 

681115 

VS 

E4 

A 

681116 

LA 

04 

F 

681116 

VS 

04 

F 

681116 

VS 

03 

H 

681117 

VS 

03 

F 

681123 

VN 

03 

r 

681123 730314 

VN 


• • 
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Thursday, 12 Decembtr 1991 


FULLNAME 

FRANCISCO, SAN OEWAYNE 
MORRISON, JOSEPH C 
STAMM, ERNEST ALBERT 
THUM, RICHARD COBB 
HARTNESS, GREGG 
STUIFBERGEN, GENE PAUL 
BADER, ARTHUR EDWARD JR 
FITTS, RICHARD A 
LABOHN, GARRY RUSSEL 
MEIN, MICHAEL HOWARD 
SCHOU, KLAUS 0 
STACKS, RAYMOND C 
TOOMEY, SAMUEL K III 
BERRY, JOHN ALVIN 
EVANS, BILLY KENNEDY JR 
MORALES. FRANK ADRIAN 
PIRRUCCELLO, JOSEPH S JR 
REX. ROBERT A 
FORD, EWARO (NHN) 

MINOR, CARROL WILLIAM 
SHIMEK, SAMUEL DALE 
GALBRAITH, RUSSELL D 
ALBRIGHT, JOHN SCOTT II 
CLARKE, FRED LEE 
DAILEY, DOUGLAS VINCENT 
DONAHUE, MORGAN JEFFERSON 
DUGAN, THOMAS WAYNE 
FANNING, JOSEPH PETER 
MCGOULDRICK, FRANCIS J JR 
WALKER. SAMUEL F JR 
BARRAS. GREGORY INMAN 
PAYNE, NORMAN 
BOUCHARD, MICHAEL LORA 
KENT, ROBERT 0 
MORIN, RICHARD G 
ALLEE. RICHARD KENNETH 
BROWNLEE. CHARLES RICHARD 
KING, CHARLES D 
MEHRER, GUSTAV ALOIS 
SCHERDIN, ROBERT F 
MCCANTS, LELAND S III 
CLACK, CECIL JAMES 
LANE, MITCHELL S 
NEELO. BOBBY G 
WELSH, URRY DON 
BYRD, HUGH MCNEIL JR 
O'BRIEN, KEVIN 
SPROTT, ARTHUR ROY JR 
EATON. NORMAN DALE 
6ETCHELL, PAUL E 
GUGGENBERGER, GARY JOHN 
FICKLER. EDWIN JAMES 


Page 39 


LOSS.RK SERVICE lOATE REL.DATE CTRY.ORIG 

02 F 681125 VN 

04 F 681125 VN 

05 N 681125 740313 VN 

02 N 681125 770930 VN 

03 F 681126 LA 

E5 F 681127 CB 

E5 A 681130 890326 LA 

E5 A 681130 890326 LA 

E4 A 681130 890326 LA 

E4 A 681130 B903Z6 LA 

E6 A 681130 890326 LA 

02 A 681130 890326 LA 

04 A 681130 890326 LA 

W1 A 681205 VS 

E5 A 681205 VS 

V 681206 VS 

03 F .681208 U 

02 F 681208 LA 

ES A 681209 VS 

E3 N 681209 VS 

E4 A 681209 VS 

03 F 681211 LA 

02 F 681213 LA 

E6 F 681213 LA 

E5 F 681213 LA 

02 F 681213 LA 

04 F 681213 LA 

02 F 681213 LA 

04 F 681213 LA 

E5 . F 681213 LA 

04 F 681218 LA- 

E5 A - 681219 LA 

03 N 681220 LA 

03 M 681220 LA 

02 M 681220 LA 

03 F 681221 LA 

04 F 681224 LA 

E4 F 681225 LA 

E2 A 681225 730316 VS 

E3 A 681229 CB 

02 A 681230 VS 

E3 A 690101 VS 

03 F 690104 VS 

04 F 690104 VS 

E5 A 690107 VS 

03 A 690109 VS 

02 A 690109 VS 

04 F 690110 VS 

05 F 690113 

03 F 690113 

E4 A 690114 730212 VS 

03 M 690117 VS 


55: 
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Thursday, 12 December 1931 



FULLNAHE . 

KUHLrtAN, ROBERT J Jl( 
SMITH, VICTOR A 
COADY, ROBERT FRANKLIN 
ROSS, DOUGLAS AWN 
SINGLETON, DANIEL E 
UTLEY, RUSSEL K 
CONGER, JOHN EDWARD JR 
CAMPBELL, WILLIAM EDWARD 
\ HOLTON. ROBERT E ' 

LUNA, DONALD A 
SWIGART, PAUL EUGENE JR 
BRIGGS, RONALD QANIEL 
CHRISTIANSEN, EUGENE F 
O'HARA, ROBERT CHARLES 
PADGETT, DAVID E 
PARKER, DAVID WAYNE 
PARSONS, DONALD E 
STANLEY. CHARLES I 
DELEIDI, RICHARD AUGUSTINE 
CLARK, THOMAS EDWARD 
FRITZ, JOHN J 
KALIL, TANOS E 
MACPHAIL, DON A 
NEWINGHAM, JAMES A 
WILKINS, CALVIN WAYNE 
MEYERS, ROGER ALLEN 
KROSKE, HAROLD W JR 
ZUKOWSKI. ROBERT JOHN 
CLARK, STANLEY SCOTT 
STEVENS, LARRY JAMES 
NIEOECKEN, WILLIAM CLINTON 
WALSH, RICHARD A III 
MOORE, JERRY L 
WOGAN, WILLIAM M 
8RUCHER, JOHN MARTIN 
CHAPMAN, ROONEY MAX 
JEROME, STANLEY MILTON 
SCHIMMELS, EDDIE RAY 
NEISLAR, DAVID PHILLIP 
MACKO, CHARLES 
PAXTON, DONALD E 
PEARSON, WAYNE E 
LONG, STEPHEN G 
CAMPBELL, CLYDE WILLIAM 
KELLER, WENDELL R 
LOVEGREN. DAVID EUGENE 
MERONEY, VIRGIL K III 
BOGIAGES, CHRISTOS C JR 
EVANS. WILLIAM ANTHONY 
may, MICHAEL FREDERICK 

smith, william M 
fni fman, jimmy I FF 


LOSS. 

.Rl ''Llw 

icr lOATE Kt.lj;F 

,:r i:if 

02 

P' . 

69011 

VS 

0? 

F 

69011? 

I.A 

03 

■ c 

69011S 

LA 

£S 

/■ 

C90122 

vs 

02 

F 

690126 

W 

04 

F 

690126 

LA 

E3 

A 

690127 

vs 

04 

F 

690129 

LA 

03 

F 

690129 

W 

03 

F 

690201 

LA 

02 

N 

690205 

VS 

02 

A 

690206 

VS 

£3 

A 

690206 

VS 

E5 

A 

690206 

VS 

02 

A 

690206 

VS 

E4 

A 

690206 

VS 

05 

A 

690206 

vs 

W1 

A 

690206 

vs 

03 

M 

690207 

vs 

03 

F 

69020B 

LA 

" 

V 

690208 730212 

VS 

“* 

V 

69020B 

VS 

E3 

A 

690208 730316 

VS 

" 

V 

690208 730212 

vs 

E3 

M 

690208 

vs 

04 

N 

690209 

VN 

02 

A 

690211 

CB 

02 

F 

690211 

LA 

05. 

F 

690214 

LA 

02 

N 

690214 

LA 

02 

N - 

690215 

U 

05 

F 

690215 

LA 

E3 

A 

690216 

VS 

E4 

A 

690216 

VS 

03 

F 

690218 

VN 

04 

N 

690218 

VN 

E6 

N 

690218 

VN 

EE 

N 

690218 

VN 

02 

N 

690220 

VN 

04 

F 

690222 

LA 

05 

F 

690222 

LA 

03 

F 

690222 

LA 

02 

F 

690228. 730328 

LA 

03 

F 

690301 

LA 

04 

F 

690301 

LA 

E4 

A 

690301 

VS 

02 

F 

690301 

LA 

04 

F 

690302 

LA 

E5 

A 

690302 

CB 

E4 . 

A 

690302 

CB 

E3 

A 

690303 

VS 

F3 

A 

690306 

VS 
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Thursday, 12 Decsmber 1991 P< 9 e 41 


FULLNAHE 

LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

lOATE REL.OATE 

CTRYJRIG 

MCDONNELL, JOHN TERRENCE 

03 

A 

690306 

VS 

REX, ROBERT F 

03 

F 

690309 

LA 

WALTERS, TIM LEROY 

E6 

A 

690309 

LA 

LUNA, CARTER PURVIS 

05 

F 

690310 

LA 

ROBINSON, FLOYD HENRY 

E5 

A 

690312 

VS 

BARNES, CHARLES RONALD 

03 

A 

690316 

VS 

BATT,. MICHAEL LERO 

E4 

A 

690316 

VS 

BOBE, RAYMOND EDWARD 

E3 

A 

690316 

VS 

FOSTER, MARVIN L 

04 

A 

6903.16 

VS 

SMITH, DAVID R 

03 

A 

690316 

VS 

ARMITSTEXD, STEVEN RAY 

02 

M 

690317 

lA 

DINAN, DAVID THOMAS III 

02 

F 

690317 

LA 

FINNEY, CHARLES E 

03 

M 

690317 

LA 

MURPHY, BARRY DANIEL 

E5 

A 

690318 

CB 

DAVIS, RICARDO GONZALES 

E7 

A 

690320 

LA 

DAVIS, ROBERT CHARLES 

03 

F 

690323 

U 

WIDOIS, JAMES W JR 

03 

F 

690323 

LA 

ARROYO-BAEZ, GERASIHO 

E6 

A 

690324 850320 

VS 

BOWERS, RICHARD LEE 

03 

A 

690324 

VS 

HERRERA, FREDERICK D 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

HICKS, PRENTICE W 

E3 

A 

69032S 

VS 

ROBERTS, RICHARD D ' 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

CZERWIEC, RAYMOND GEORGE 

E5 

A 

690327 

VS 

KERNS, GAIL M 

E5 

A 

690327 730305 

VS 

BELCHER, ROBERT ARTHUR 

04 

F 

690328 

VS 

HILLER, MICHAEL ANDREW 

02 

F 

690328 

VS 

HESS, FREDERICK WILLIAM JR 

02 

F 

690329 

LA 

UTIMER, CLARENCE ALBERT 

E4 

A 

690330 

VS 

CARPENTER, RAMEY LEO 

03 

H 

690331 

LA 

WHITE, DANFDRTH ELLITHORNE - 

05 

N 

690331 

LA 

POWERS, LOWELL S ~ 

W1 

A 

690402 

VS 

ECKLUND, ARTHDR G 

02 - 

A 

690403 

VS 

JEFFERSON, PERRY HENRY 

03 

F 

690403 

VS 

DE SOTO. ERNEST LEO 

04 

F 

690412 

VS 

HALL, FREDRICK M 

02 

F 

690412 

VS 

LAMP, ARNOLD WILLIAM JR 

03 

F 

690412 

VS 

PIERSON, WILLIAM C III 

W2 

A 

690413 

VS 

KONYU, WILLIAM MICHAEL 

W1 

A 

690416 

VS 

DAHILL, DOUGLAS EDWARD 

E4 

A 

690417 

VS 

HEWTDN, CHARLES V 

E6 

A 

690417 

VS 

PREVEDEL, CHARLES F 

E5 

A 

690417 

VS 

WILLETT. ROBERT VINCENT JR 

02 

F 

690417 

LA 

ELLIS, RANDALL S 

E4 

A 

690418 

VS 

SCOTT, VINCENT CALVIN JR 

02 

F 

690422 

LA 

VAN CLEAVE. WALTER SHELBY 

05 

F 

690422 

LA 

' SHRIVER, JERRY M 

E7 

A 

690424 

CB 

EAST, JAMES BOYD JR 

04 

F 

690426 

LA 

REARDON, RICHARD JOHN 

02 

N 

690428 

VS 

HASCARI, PHILLIP LOUIS 

02 

F 

690502 

LA 

BILLIPP, NORMAN KARL 

03 

H 

690506 

VS 

HAGAN, JOHN ROBERT 

02 

M 

690506 

VS 

npaulFIR WTI 1 IAN JAMES 

04 

F 

690508 

LA 



Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLN/U^E 

HUMOT, HENRY G II 
WALTERS, WILLIAM (NMN) 
DAUGHERTY,. LENARD EDWARD 
HORIO, THOMAS TERUO 
JACQUEZ, JUAN L 
RYAN, WILLIAM C JR 
BESSOR, BRUCE GARLETON 
BROOKS, JOHN HENRY RALPH 
HASUOA, ROBERT S 
MUNOZ, DAVID LOUIE 
SCOTT, MIKE JOHN 
STEWART, VIRGIL GRANT 
CUDLIKE, CHARLES JOSEPH 
BENTON, GREGORY REA JR 
RAMIREZ, ARMANDO (NKN) 
MANSKE, CHARLES JEROME 
HONTEZ, ANASTACIO (NMN) 
WEITZ, MONEK 

WILLIAMS, LEROY CHRISTOPHE 
STORY, JAMES CLELLON 
WARD. NEAL C 
GRACE, JAMES W 
KAHLER, HAROLD 
SPARKS, DONALD L 
TELLIER, DENNIS A 
ROBERSON, JOHN WILL 
CONDIT, WILLIAM HOWARD JR 
REED, TERRY MICHAEL 
SAGE, LEIANO CHARLES COOKE 
JABLONSKI, MICHAEL JAMES 
FRANSEN, ALBERT M JR 
FALLON, PATRICK M 
ANDRE, HOWARD VINCENT JR 
SIZEMORE, JAMES ELMO 
BANNON, PAUL WEDLAKE 
PIKE, PETER X 
BUTLER, DEWEY RENEE 
BOLSTER . HARMON 
WALKER, MICHAEL S 
DAWSON, JAMES VERNON 
SMILEY, STANLEY KUTZ 
BRENNING. RICHARD DAVID 
BURNS, MICHAEL PAUL 
NEAL, DENNIS PAUL 
BURD, DOUGLAS GLENN 
" CALLIES, TOMMY LEON 
TALKEN, GEORGE FRANCIS 
BECK, EDWARD EUGENE JR 
DOTSON, JEFFERSON SCOTT 
GOURLEY, LAURENT LEE 
JANOUSEK, RONALD JAMES 
i^auc PDiirp cnuien 
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page A2 

LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE fiEL_DATE CTRVJRIG 


02 

• F 

690508 


LA 

E3 

A 

690510 


VS 

E4 

A 

690511 

730327 

VS 

E4 

A 

690511 

730327 

VS 

E4 

A 

690511 

730327 

VS 

02 

M 

690511 


VS 

02 

A 

690513 


LA 

E4 

A 

690513 


VS 

E4 

A 

690513 


VS 

E3 

A 

690513 


VS 

E7 

A 

690513 


LA 

02 

F 

690517 


LA 

E4 

A 

690516 


VS 

E2 

M 

690523 


VS 

E5 

A 

690523 


CB 

03 

F 

690524 


VS 

E7 

A 

690524 


VS 

El 

M 

690525 


VS 

E2 

M 

690525 


VS 

E2 

A 

690613 


VS 

02 

F 

690613 


LA 

03 

F 

690614 


LA 

04 

F 

690614 


LA 

E3 

A 

690617 


VS 

E3 

H 

690619 

730327 

VS 

E3 

A 

690622 


VS 

04 

F 

690623 


VS 

02 

F 

690623 


VS 

02 

N 

690623 


LA 

E3 - 

A 

690627 


VS 

E4 

N 

690702 


VS 

06 

F 

690704 


LA 

D4 

F 

690708 


LA 

04 

F 

690708 


LA 

04 

F 

690712 


LA 

02 

F 

690712 


LA 

E3 

A 

690714 


VS 

02 

F 

690715 


LA 

03 

F 

690715 


LA 

03 

F 

690716 


VS 

03 

N 

690720 


LA 

03 

N 

690726 


VN 

E4 

A 

690731 


LA 

03 

A 

690731 


LA 

02 

F 

690801 


VS 

03 

F 

690801 


VS 

04 

N 

690802 


VN 

E2 

M 

690809 


VS 

02 

F 

690809 


LA 

03 

F 

690809 


LA 

02 

M 

690809 


VS 

F4 

M 

690809 


VS 










Thurjday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

MICKELSEN, WILLIAM EMIL JR 
HANSEN, LESTER ALAN 
DAVIS, DANIEL RICHARD 
BOHLIG, JAMES RICHARD 
FLANIGAN, JOHN NORLEE 
MORRISSEY, RICHARD THOMAS 
SMITH, ROBERT NORMAN 
GRAF, ALBERT STEPHEN 
ZIMMER, JERRY ALLEN . 
ESCOBEDO, JULIAN JR 
HELWIG, ROGER DANNY 
STEARNS, ROGER HORACE 
TRAHPSKl, DONALD JOSEPH 
CLINE, CURTIS ROY 
CECIL, ALAN BRUCE 
JACKSON, JANES W JR 
HUNTLEY, JOHN NORMAN 
CURRAN. PATRICK ROBERT 
LQNO, LUTHER A 
BECK. TERRY LEE 
BELL, RICHARD WILLIAM 
BOWMAN, MICHAEL LEE 
DAYAO, ROLANDO CUEVA 
DEAN, DONALD CHESTER 
DIL6ER, HERBERT HUGH 
ELLERO, CARL O 
FOWLER, JAMES JEWEL 
FOWLER, ROY 6 
GAN, LEONARDO M 
GORE. PAUL EDWIN 
GORSUCH, WILLIAM D 
HILL, RAYFORD J 
KOHLER, DELVIN LEE 
KOSLOSKY, HOWARD M 
LEONARD. ROBERT B 
LIVINGSTON, RICHARD ALLEN 
MONTGOMERY, RONALD WAYNE 
MOORE, WILLIAM R 
MOSER, PAUL KIERSTEAO 
PRENTICE, KENNETH M 
SALAZAR, FIDEL G 
TERRELL, KEAVIN LEE 
TYE, MICHAEL JAMES 
VIAOO, REYNALDO ROCILLO 
CUNNINGHAM, KENNETH LEROY 
^ GRAFFE, PAUL L 
BOWER. IRVIN LESTER JR 
ALTIZER, ALBERT HAROLD 
WATKINS, ROBERT JAMES JR 
DRIVER. OALUS ALAN 
GARBETT, JIMMY RAY 
larmpp, RarnMn rrfgdry 


Page 


43 


LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

RELOATE 

CTRV. 

03 

N 

690810 


VN 

W2 

A 

690813 


VS 

02 

F 

690818 


LA 

02 

M 

690819 


VS 

03 

M 

690819 


VN 

03 

H 

690819 


VS 

05 

H 

690819 


VN 

02 

M 

690829 


VS 

03 

M 

690829 


VS 

E3 

M 

690901 


VS 

03 

F 

690911 


LA 

03 

F 

690911 

900522 

LA 

E2 

A 

690916 


VS 

E2 

A 

690918 


VS 

E5 

A 

690921 


LA 

E3 

M 

690921 


VS 

E3 

A 

690927 


LA 

02 

M 

690929 


LA 

04 

M 

690929 


LA 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E6 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

03 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

E2 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E7 - 

N 

691002 


VN 

E6 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

Er 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E3 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

03 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

E5 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E4 

N 

691002 


VN 

E3 

N 

691002 


VN 

E2 

A 

691003 


VS 

02 

A 

691003 


VS 

E3 

H 

691006 


VS 

E3 

A 

691008 


VS 

W2 

A 

691008 


VS 

E4 

A 

691009 


VS 

E4 

A 

691009 


VS 

E4 

A 

691009 


VS 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 


Paqe 


44 


FULLNAHE 


LOSS, fir SERVICE lOATE PEL.DATf CTRT.ORIG 


SUYDAM, JAMES LAWRENCE 
turner, JAMES HENRY 
MAXWELL, CALVIN WALTER 
WEISNER, FRANKLIN LEE 
BOOTH, LAWRENCE RANDOLPH 
RATTIN, DENNIS H 
STUBBS, WILLIAM WENTWORTH 
COOK, GLENN RICHARD 
ESPENSHIED, JOHN L 
BYNUM, NEIL STANLEY 
WARREN, GRAY D 
HERRICK, JAMES W JR 
GAUTHIER, DENNIS L 
PARTINGTON, ROGER DALE 
CARROLL, PATRICK HENRY 
CHIRICHIGHO, LUIS GENARDO 
NOWICKI, JAMES ERNEST 
WHITFORO, LAWRENCE W JR 
BROWN, WILLIAM THEODORE 
NORTON, MICHAEL ROBERT 
SHUE, DONALD MONROE 
WALD, GUNTHER HERBERT 
ALFORD, TERRY LANIER 
CAVENDER, JIM RAY 
HANLEY, LARRY JAMES 
KLIMO, JAMES ROBERT 
WARE, JOHN ALAN 
ECHANIS, JOSEPH YGNACIO . 
LEFEVER, DOUGLAS PAUL 
BODAHL, JON KEITH 
OENNANY, JAMES EUGENE 
HELMICH, GERALD ROBERT 
SMITH, HARRY W 
TUCCI, ROBERT L 
RAY, RONALD E 
SUBER, RANDOLPH BOTHWELL 
GRAF, JOHN GEORGE 
WHITE, ROBERT THOMAS 
BALDRIDGE, JOHN ROBERT JR 
RENELT, WALTER A 
BEDINGER, HENRY JAMES 
COLLINS, RICHARD FRANK 
DEUTER, RICHARD CARL 
QUINN, MICHAEL EDWARD 
JONES, GRAYLAND (NMN) 

- BAIAMOTI, MICHAEL DIMITRI 
BROWN, EARL CARLYLE 
COMER, HOWARD BRISBANE JR 
DEWISPELAERE, REXFORO JOHN 
FELLEN2, CHARLES R 
GANLEY, RICHARD 0 
GREWELI.. LARRY I 


E5 

A 

691009 

VS 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

03 

A 

G91010 

VS 

02 

A 

691010 

VS 

03 

A 

691016 

LA 

£4 

A 

691016 

LA 

E5 

A 

691020 

LA 

02 

' F 

691021 

VS 

04 

F 

691021 890123 

VS 

02 

F 

691026 

LA 

03 

F 

691026 

LA 

02 

F 

691027 

LA 

E3 

A 

691031 

VS 

03 

M 

691101 

VS 

02 

F 

691102 

LA 

03 

A 

691102 730327 

VS 

VI 

A 

691102 730327 

VS 

05 

F 

691102 

LA 

E6 

A 

691103 

LA 

E2 

A 

691103 

VS 

E4 

A 

691103 

LA 

E5 

A 

691103 

LA 

WI 

A 

691104 

VS 

W1 

A 

691104 

VS 

03 

F 

691104 

LA 

E4 

A 

691104 

VS 

E4 

A 

691104 

VS 

03 

F 

691105 

_IA 

03 

F 

691105 

LA 

03 

F 

■ 691112 

LA 

04 

F 

691112 

LA 

04 

F 

691112 

LA 

03 

F 

691112 

LA 

03 

F 

691112 

LA 

E6 

A 

691113 

LA 

E5 

A 

691113 

LA 

04 

, N 

691115 

VS 

03 

A 

691115 730403 

VS 

02 

F 

691120 

LA 

05 

F 

691120 

LA 

02 

N 

691122 730328 

LA 

04 

N 

691122 

LA 

02 

N 

691122 

LA 

03 


691122 

LA 

E3 

A 

691123 

VS 

04 

F 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

LA 

W2 

A 

691124 

VS 

E4 

F 

691124 

LA 

E5 

F 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

LA 

E5 

F 

691124 

LA 
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LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL_DATE 

CTRY.ORIG 


i 

MATTHES, PETER R 

02 

F 

691124 


lA 

1 


WHITE, JAMES B 

03 

F 

691124 


lA 

WRIGHT, DONALD L 

ES 

F 

691124 


LA 


1 

ROGERS, BILLY LEE 

E3 

N 

691201 


VN 



DUNLAP, WILLIAM C 

W2 

A 

691202 

B90123 

VS 



SANDERLIN, WILLIAM D 

E5 

A 

691202 ' 

890123 

VS 


1 

SHANLEY, MICHAEL HENRY JR 

E5 

A 

691202 

890123 

VS 


:i 

VANDEN EYKEL, MARTIN D II 

W2 

A 

691202 

890123 

VS 


1 

CLARK, JOHN CALVIN II 

03 

F 

691205 


LA 


'! 

DANIELSON, BENJAMIN FRANKL 

03 

F 

691205 


LA 



HARROLO, PATRICK K 

02 

F 

691205 


lA 

i 

A 

BUCKLEY, VICTOR PATRICK 

03 

N 

691216 


VN 


LONG. CARL EDWIN 

03 

M 

691220 


VS 


.'i 

BURRIS, DONALD DEANE JR 

W2 

A 

691222 


LA 



KENNEDY, JAMES EDWARD 

TROWBRIDGE. DUSTIN COWLES 

E4 

A 

691222 


Cfi 



02 

N 

691226 


VS 



FEATHERSTON, FIELDING W 30 

03 

F 

691230 


U 



FERGUSON, DOUGLAS D 

02 

F 

691230 


LA 



BROOlU, NICHOLAS GEORGE 

03 

N 

700102 

B20203 

lA 



FRYAR, BRUCE C 

03 

N 

700102 


lA 



LINDSTROM, RONNIE G 

02 

F 

700102 


LA 

i 


WEST, JOHN THOMAS 

03 

F 

700102 


LA 

WALTON, WILBERT 

E2 

A 

700103 


VS 



6URNES, ROBERT WAYNE 

ROBINSON. LARRY WARREN 

02 

M 

700105 


LA 



04 

M 

700105 


LA 



HOFF. MICHAEL G 

04 

N 

700107 


LA 



OCHAB, ROBERT (WM) 

03 

F 

700107 


VS 



ALLEN. WAYNE CLOUSE 

ES 

A 

700110 

89012 

VS 



CROSBY. HERBERT CHARLES 

03 . 

A 

700110 


VS 



GRAZIOSI. FRANCIS GEORGE 

E4 

A 

700110 


VS 



HOWESy GEORGE ANDREWS 

CHORUNS. RICHARD DAVID 

V3 

A 

700110 


VS 

t 

• 

02 

F 

700111 


LA 

TUBBS, GLENN E 

E5 

A 

700113 


VS 



ANZALDUA, JOSE JESUS JR 

E4 

M 

700123 

730327 

VS 

1 


ANDERSON, GREGORY LEE 

E4 

F 

700128 


VN 

1 


BELL, HOLLY GENE 

04 

F 

700128 

881215 

VN 

1 


LEESER, LEONARD CHARLES 

03 

F 

700128 


VN 

1 


MALLON, RICHARD J 

03 

F 

700128 

881215 

VN 



PANEK, ROBERT J SR 

03 

F 

700128 

881215 

VN 



PRUEH, WILLIAM DAVID 

E8 

F 

700128 


VN 



SHINN, WILLIAM CHARLES 

E5 

F 

700128 


VN 


# 

SUnON. WILLIAM CARL 

HEFEL, DANIEL 

E7 

F 

700128 


VN 

E4 

A 

700205 

730327 

VS 



KOBASHIQAWA, TOM Y 

LYON, JANES MICHAEL 

E5 

A 

700205 

730327 

VS 



03 

A 

700205 


VS 

j 


PARSELS, JOHN WILLIAM 

03 

A 

700205 

730327 

VS 

i 


~ STEPHENSON, RICHARD CHARLE 

02 

N 

700205 


VN 



XIEFFER, WILLIAM L JR 

05 

F 

700211 


LA 

i 


BRADSHAW, ROBERT SAMUEL 3D 

02 

M 

700212 


VS 



BREEDING, MICHAEL HUGH 

02 

M 

700212 


VS 



DAFFRON, THOMAS CARL 

03 

F 

700218 


LA 

# 1 

# 

GILLEN, THOMAS ELDON 

04 

F 

700218 


U 
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NORLEY, CHARLES FRANK 

02 

F 

700218 

LA 

NOORE, scon FERRIS JR 

E4 

N 

700220 

VS 

SABOG, HATEO 

E8 

A 

700225 

VS 

BOYLE, WILUAN (NHN) 

E7 

A 

700228 

LA 

HCVEY, LAVOY DON 

03 

H 

700302 

VS 

SKIBBE, DAVID VILLIAH 

01 

M 

700302 

VS 

PARKER. JOHN JACKSON 

03 

N 

700304 

VH 

ROSENBACH, ROfiERT PAGE 

03 

F 

700305 

VS 

GATES, ALBERT HENRY JR 

03 

H 

700307 

VS 

COHEN, LARRY VILLIAH 

02 

F 

700309 

LA 

PARCELS. REX LEWIS jR 

02 

N 

700309 

VN 

ROBINSON, EDWARD (NHN) 

E6 

A 

700309 

VS 

SCHOEPPNER, LEONARD JOHN 

03 

N 

700309 

VN 

TERLA, LOTHAR GUSTAV T 

03 

F 

700309 

U 

SCULL, GARY BERNARD 

01 

A 

700312 

VS 

AYERS, DARRELL EUGENE 

E6 

M 

700319 

VS 

PUGH, DENNIS GERARD 

02 

F 

700319 

LA 

BUTLER, JAKES EDWARD 

Wl 

A 

700320 

VS 

COZART, ROBERT GORDON JR 

03 

A 

700320 890427 

VS 

GONZALES, DAVID 

ES 

M 

700321 

LA 

HUDGENS, EDWARD HONROE 

04 

F 

700321 

LA 

UNDERWOOD, THOHAS WAYNE 

E6 

M 

700321 

LA 

BECERRA. RUDY HORALES 

E4 

A 

700324 

CB 

BORONSKI, JOHN ARTHUR 

E6 

A 

700324 

CB 

QANDE, BERMAN JR 

E4 

A 

700324 

CB 

HARMED. GARY ALAN 

E5 

A 

700324 

CB 

HOSKEN, JOHN CHARLES 

VI 

A 

700324 

CB 

OOONNELL, MICHAEL DAVIS 

03 

A 

700324 

CB 

POOL, JERRY LYNN 

02 

A 

700324 

CB 

ALLEN, HENRY LEWIS 

02 

F 

.700326 

LA 

ELZINGA. RICKARD G 

03 

F 

700326 

LA 

DUFFY, JOHN EVEREH 

02 

F 

700404 

VS 

YOUNG, JEfFREY JEROME 

E3 

A 

700404 

VS 

CROPPER, CURTIS HENRY 

03 

N 

700405 

VN 

BRASSFIELO, ANDREW THOMAS 

E6 

A 

700406 

U 

FLYNN, SEAN LESLIE 

— 

V 

700406 

CB 

KLINGNER, MICHAEL LEE 

03 

F 

700406 

LA 

STONE, DANA 

— 

V 

700406 

CB 

BUSHNELL. BRIAN LEE 

E3 

N 

700409 

VH 

HORCHAR, ANDREW ANTHONY J 

£3 

N 

700409 

VN 

KNIGHT, LARRY COLEMAN 

03 

N 

700409 

VN 

PFAFFMANN, CHARLES BROOKS 

02 

N 

700409 

VN 

NELSON. JAN HOUSTON 

02 

H 

700411 

VS 

TABB, ROBERT ERNEST 

E6 

A 

700412 730327 

VS 

BIVENS, HERNDON ARRINGTON 

E4 

A 

700415 

VS 

HILLER, ROGER ALAN 

WI 

A 

700415 730305 

VS 

AYERS, RICHARD LEE 

04 

F 

700416 

LA 

RAUSCH, ROBERT E 

03 

F 

700416 

LA 

WHEELER, EUGENE LACY 

04 

H 

700421 

VS 

AOACHI. THOMAS YUJI 

E5 

F 

700422 

lA 

BROOKS, WILLIAM LESLIE 

04 

F 

700422 

U 

rUVTt TMARt tP RRnWN .IR 

05 

F 

700422 

U 
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FISHER. DONALD G 

04 

F 

700422 


LA 

GOLZ, JOHN BRYAN 

02 

N 

700422 


LA 

HARRIS, STEPHEN W 

HENSLEY, RONNIE L 

E5 

F 

700422 


U 

E5 

F 

700422 


LA 

IRELAND, ROBERT NEWELL 

E7 

F 

700422 


U 

LINT, DONALD H 

E2 

F 

700422 


LA 

ROWLEY, CHARLES S 

05 

F 

700422 


LA 

TOWLE, JOHN C 

02 

F 

700422 


LA 

EADS, DENNIS KEITH 

Wl 

A 

700423 


VS 

GOMEZ. ROBERT A 

02 

F 

700423 


LA 

LITTLE, DANNY LEONARD 

E6 

A 

700423 


VS 

LUCKI, ALBIN E 

03 

F 

700423 


LA 

HURPHY, lARRON D 

03 

A 

700423 


VS 

CROSS, JAMES EMORY 

03 

F 

700424 


LA 

REESE, GONER' DAVID III 

03 

F 

700424 


U 

ELLIDn, ARTICE W 

04 

A 

700426 

730327 

VS 

HILL, JOHN RICHARD 

03 

A 

700427 


VS 

SNIDER. HliGHIE FRANKLIN 

E4 

A 

700428 


VS 

BISHOP. EDWARD JAMES JR 

E3 

A 

700429 


VS 

CROWSON, FREDERICK H 

E4 

A 

700502 

730212 

CB 

GRIFFIN, RODNEY L 

E4 

A 

700502 


CB 

MASUNSKI, DANIEL F 

Wl 

A 

700502 

730212 

CB 

PRICE, BUNYAN DURANT 

E4 

A 

700502 


CB 

RICHARDSON, DALE W 

03 

A 

700502 


CB 

VARNAOO, MICHAEL B 

Wl 

A 

700502 

890427 

CB 

YOUNG. ROBERT M 

03 

A 

700502 


CB 

CHURCHILL, CARL RUSSELL 

03 

F 

700503 


LA 

CONAWAY, LAWRENCE VERGES 

05 

F 

700503 


U 

HERNANDEZ, FRANK SANCHEZ 

E5 

A 

700506 


VS 

KIER, LARRY GENE 

E3 

A 

700506 


VS 

TERAN, REFUGIO THOMAS 

E3 

A 

700506 


VS 

WORTHINGTON, RICHARD CHARL 

W2 

A 

700506 


VS 

HAIGHT, STEPHEN HAROLD 

E4 

A 

700509 


VS 

PREISS, ROBERT FRANCIS JR 

E6 

A 

700512 


LA 

HUBERTH. ERIC J 

02 

F 

700513 


CB 

TRENT, ALAN ROBERT 

03 

F 

700513 


CB 

CONNER. EDWIN RAY 

E8 

N 

700516 


VS 

SKEEN, RICHARD ROBERT 

05 

N 

700516 


VS 

WESTWOOD, NORMAN PHILIP JR 

03 

N 

700517 


VN 

ALBERT, KEITH ALEXANDER 

E4 

A 

700521 

730212 

VS 

SPRINGMAN, RICHARD 

E4 

A 

700525 

730212 

CB 

LEE, GLENN HUNG NIN 

02 

F 

700527 


CB 

DUKE. CHARLES R 

— 

V 

700530 


VS 

MARK, KIT T 

HANQEN. WELLES 

— 

V 

700530 


VS 

— 

V 

700531 


CB 

HUGGINS, BOBBY GENE 

04 

F 

700604 


VS 

WILSON, HARRY TRUMAN 

E5 

H 

700604 


LA 

ALLOWAY, CLYDE DOUGLAS 

E5 

F 

700607 


VS 

WILBRECHT, KURT MICHAEL 

02 

H 

700607 


VS 

ELLIOTT, ANDREW JOHN 

W2 

A 

700609 


VS 

HILBRICH, BARRY W 

03 

A 

700609 


VS 

PVnFP. JOHN L 

02 

F 

700609 


VS 




980 
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PIERCE, WALTER HELVIN (HI 

E3 

A 

700610 


CB 


COCHRANE, DEVERTON C 

E6 

A 

700617 


CB 

# 

LAKER, CARL JOHN 

DRAKE, CARL WILSON 

EA 

A 

■ 700617 


■CB 


OA 

F 

700618 


CB 


GREEN, JAHES ARVIL 

E3 

A 

700618 


CB 


HCLAH0, HARRY LAWRENCE 

04 

F 

70061B 


CB 


EARLE, JOHN STILES 

03 

N 

700622 


VS 


GUHBERT, ROBERT WILLIAM JR 

E3 

A 

700622 


VS 


PEDERSON, JOE PALMER 

E7 

A 

700623 


VS 


PHILLIPS, ROBERT PAUL 

E2 

A 

700623 


VS 


ROZO, JAMES MILAN . 

E4 

A 

700623 


VS 


ALOERN, DONALD DEANE 

05 

N 

700629 


LA 

' # 

BELL, MARVIN EARL 

E5 

F 

700630 


LA 


BURGESS. JOHN LAWRENCE 

E5 

A 

700630 


VS 


DEAN, MICHAEL FRANK 

60EGLEIN, JOHN WINFRED 

E5 

F 

700630 


LA 


04 

F 

700630 


LA 


HILL, GORDON C 

02 

F 

700630 


LA 


JENKINS, PAUL LAVERNE 

E7 

F 

700630 


U 


SADLER, MITCHELL 0 JR 

03 

F 

700630 


LA 


SANDERS, WILLIAM STEPHEN 

03 

F 

700630 


LA 


SCHANEBERG, LEROY CLYDE 

03 

F 

700630 


LA 


HARBER, STEPHEN J 

E4 

A 

700702 


VS 

• 

BOOKOUT. CHARLES FRANKLIN 

E7 

A 

700704 


LA 


BEALS, CHARLES ELBERT 

E4 

A 

700707 


VS 


HOWARD. LEWIS JR. 

E4 

A 

700707 


VS 


SCHULn, RONALD JAMES 

E3 

A 

700721 


VS 


BLOOOWORTH, DONALD BRUCE 

02 

F 

700724 


LA 


REED, JAMES WILLIAM 

03 

F 

700724 


LA 


GREGORY, PAUL ANTHONY 

03 

N . 

700725 


VN 


BROWN. DONALD ALAN 

03 

F 

700730 


LA 


CHAVEZ, GARY ANTHONY 

03 

F 

700730 


LA 


CRIMLEY. JOHN EDWARD 

E4 

A 

700810 


LA 

• 

BROWN. JAHES AUSTON 

BECKER, JANES CHRISTOF 

E4 

A 

700812 


VS 


02 

A 

700815 


LA 


SCHMIDT, PETER ALOEN 

E4 

A 

700815 


LA 


WELLONS, PHILLIP ROGERSON 

04 

F 

700817 


VS 


HAUER. ROBERT D 

02 

F 

700905 


VS 


PLASSMEYER, BERNARD HERBER 

02 

M 

700911 


VS 


MILLER, WYAH JR (NMH) 

E2 

A 

700913 


VS 


KEESEE. BOBBY JOE 


V 

700918 

730314 

VN 


DAVIDSON, DAVID ARTHUR 

E6 

A 

701005 

LA 


GASSMAN, FRED ALLEN 

E5 

A 

701005 


U 


on, WILLIAM A 

SHAY. DONALD EMERSON JR 

03 

F 

701008 


LA 


03 

F 

701008 


LA 


CHESTNUT, JOSEPH LYONS 

04 

F 

701013 


LA 


' MARTIN, JOHN BERNARD 11 

03 

N 

701016 


VS 


STRAIT, DOUGLAS F 

E4 

A 

701018 


VS 


WILSON. PETER JOE 

E6 

A 

701019 


LA 


HEIDEMAN, THOMAS EDWARD 

E7 

F 

701024 


LA 


DAY. DENNIS IRVIN 

E4 

A 

701103 


VS 


DORin, RICHARD CLAIR 

E4 

A 

701103 


VS 


GINN. DAVID LANDRELL 

E3 

A 

701103 


VS 

# 
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CTRYJ 

HANGUS, ARLIE ROBERT 

E4 

A 

701103 


VS 

MARTIN, JERRY DEAN 

E3 

A 

701103 


VS 

NORRIS, CALVIN ANDREW 

E5 

A 

701103 


VS 

PANTALL, JAMES ROBERT 

E3 

A 

701103 


VS 

SHEWMAKE, JOHN DANIEL SR 

E6 

A 

701103 


VS 

WOODS, DAVID WALTER 

E4 

A 

701103 


VS 

CORONA, JOEL (NMN) 

E3 

A 

701108 


VS 

BANCROFT, WILLIAM W JR 

02 

F 

701113 


VN 

WRIGHT, DAVID IRVIN 

04 

F 

701113 


VN 

KLUGG, JOSEPH RUSSELL 

03 

N 

701114 


VN 

MCINTOSH, IAN (NMI) 

W1 

A 

701124 


VS 

SMITH, RONALD EUGENE 

E7 

A 

701128 


CB 

STRINGER, JOHN CURTIS 11 

02 

A 

701130 


VS 

GREEN, GEORGE CURTIS JR 

E5 

' A 

701204 


LA 

TAYLOR, WALTER JOSEPH JR 

E3 

A 

7O1206 


VS 

DUCKETT, THOMAS ALLEN 

02 

F 

701212 


LA 

SKINNER. OWEN G 

04 

F 

701212 


LA 

DEUSO, CARROLL JOSEPH 

E9 

N 

701215 


VN 

MCCOY, MERIL OLEN JR 

03 

N 

701215 


VN 

OWEN, CLYDE C 

PIERSANTI, ANTHONY J JR 

E4 

N 

701215 


VN 

02 

N 

701215 


VN 

BOOTH, GARY PRESTON 

E4 

A 

701223 


VS 

MCANDREWS, MICHAEL WILLIAM 

WI 

A 

701223 


VS 

WISEMAN, BAIN WENDELL JR 

W1 

A 

701223 


VS 

LUNDY. AL6R0 LYNN JR 

04 

F 

701224 


LA 

BUNKER, PARK GEORGE 

03 

F 

701230 


LA 

AYRES, JAMES HENRY . 

04 

F 

710103 


LA 

HOLGUIN. LUIS GALLEGOS 

WI 

A 

710103 


VS 

MAGEE, PATRICK JOSEPH 

E6 

A 

710103 


VS 

OKERLUND, THOMAS RICHARD 

WI 

A 

710103 


VS 

OMELIA, DENNIS WILLIAM 

WI 

A 

710103 


VS . 

PALEN, CARL ANTHONY 

E5 

A 

710103 


VS 

PARSONS, MICHAEL 0 

02 

-A 

710103 


VS 

RHXES, FERRIS ANSEL JR 

03 

A 

710103 


VS - 

STRATTON, CHARLES W 

03 

F 

710103 


LA 

CRAMER. DONALD MARTIN 

W2 

A 

710105 


VS 

MILLER, CARLETON PIERCE JR 

02 

N 

710106 


VN 

CURRY, KEITH ROYAL WILSON 

05 

N 

710108 


VN 

HARWOOD, JAMES ARTHUR 

E5 

A 

710115 


VS 

KINSMAN, GERALD FRANCIS 

02 

A 

710115 


VS 

MIRRER, ROBERT HENRY 

04 

F 

710117 


VS 

CARTER, GERALD LYNN 

02 

N 

710126 


VN 

LINEBERGER, HAROLD B 

04 

F 

710129 


CB 

HIXTER, DAVID IVES 

E5 

A 

710129 


LA 

CARTWRIGHT, PATRICK G 

E4 

N 

710131 


VS 

'60THER, NOBERT A 

04 

F 

710203 

730328 

U 

STANOERWICK, ROBERT L 

05 

F 

710203 


U 

PAUL. JAHES LEE 

WI 

A 

710205 


VS 

STEWART, PAUL CLARK 

W2 

A 

710208 


LA 

PIETRZAK, JOSEPH RAY 

E5 

A 

710210 


VS 

ROBERTSON, HARK JOHN 

HI 

A 

710210 


VS 

MTIFnn ARTHUR EDWARD 

VI 

A 

710212 


VS 


Thursday, 12 Decatnbar 1991 


FULLNAHE 

WILKINSON, CLYDE DAVID 
CREAR, WILLIS CALVIN 
CRONE, DONALD EVERETT 
FIVELSON, BARRY FRANK 
LEONARD, MARVIN MAURICE 
POWERS, JOHN LYNN 
TAYLOR, JAMES HARRY 
HOSKINS, CHARLES L 
PAHILLO, RALPH NATHAN 
BERG, GEORGE PHILLIP 
CRANDALL, GREGORY STEPHEN 
PEMSEY. WALTER EDWARD JR . 
ENGEN, ROBERT JOSEPH 
JOHNSON, GARY LEE 
LEWELLEN, WALTER EDWARD 
LLOYD, ALLEN RICHARD 
WATSON, RONALD LEONARD 
WOODS, GERALD ERNEST 
HULL, JAMES LARRY 
ACALOnO, ROBERT JOSEPH 
JOHNSON, RANDOLPH L 
NAY, DAVID H 
REID, JOHN ERIC 
HARRISON, LARRY GENE 
SWANSON, JON EDWARD 
BABCOCK. RONALD LESTER 
LEWIS, LARRY GENE 
MOONEY, FRED (NHN) 

BLACK, PAUL VERNON 
ZUBKE, DELANO DWIGHT 
OUBBELO, ORIE JOHN JR 
DUNCAN, JAMES EDWARD 
ALGAARO, HAROLD LOWELL 
ALLWINE, DAVID FRANKLIN 
HEHTZ, RICHARD JAY 
MARKER, MICHAEL WAYNE 
OSBORNE, ROONEY DEE 
STRAWN, JOHN THOMAS 
HATLEY, JOEL CLINTON 
KING. MICHAEL ELI 
MOREIRA, RALPH ANGELO JR 
NELSON, DAVID LINOFORO 
HUMMEL, JOHN F 
MILLINER. WILLIAM PATRICK 
ARO, RANDOLPH JEFFERSON 
BURNEH, SHELDON JOHN 
ANSHUS, RICHARD CAMERON 
GRANTHAM, ROBERT EUGENE 
HALE, John oouglas 
PRATHER, PHILLIP DEAN 
SMOOT, CURTIS R 
.iFFPi; ri rvE G 






Page 

50 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL.OATE 

CTRVj 

03 

A 

710212 


VS 

E4 

A 

710215 


LA 

E4 

A 

710215 


LA 

W1 

A 

710215 


U 

W2 

A 

710215 


LA 

E4 

A 

710215 


LA 

01 

A 

710215 


lA 

02 

F 

710216 


LA 

04 

F 

710216 


LA 

W1 

A 

710218 


LA 

W1 

A 

710218 


LA 

E4 

A 

710218 


..LA. 

E4 

A 

710218 

910411 

LA 

E4 

A 

710218 


LA 

E4 

A 

710218 

910411 

U 

E5 

A 

710218 


U 

03 

A 

710218 


LA 

W1 

A 

710218 


LA 

02 

F 

710219 


LA 

E4 

A 

710220 


U 

E5 

A 

710220 


LA 

02 

A 

710220 


LA 

W1 

A 

710220 


U 

E6 

A 

710226 


CB 

03 

A 

710226 


CB 

03 

A 

710227 


LA 

02 

N 

710227 


VS 

E7 

A 

710227 


U 

W1 

A 

710301 


CB 

E5 

A . 

710301 


VS 

02 

A 

710303 


VS 

E7 

A 

710303 


VS 

W1 

A 

710304 


VN 

E5 

A 

710304 

730327 

VS 

ES 

A 

710304 


VN 

03 

A 

710304 


VN 

ES 

A 

710304 


VN 

E6 

A 

710304 


VN 

E4 

A 

710305 

900110 

LA 

E4 

A 

710305 

900110 

LA 

W1 

A 

710305 

900110 

LA 

03 

A 

710305 

900110 

LA 

W1 

A 

710306 


LA 

W1 

A 

710306 


LA 

W1 

A 

710307 


LA 

05 

A 

710307 


LA 

02 

A 

710308 

730327 

VS 

E4 

A 

710308 


VS 

02 

A 

710308 


VS 

W1 

A 

710308 

730327 

VS 

ES 

A 

710310 


CB 

02 

F 

710312 


VS 


i U 




Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

CREED, BARTON SHELDON 
SEXTON, DAVID MASON 
SCRIVENER, STEPHEN RUSSELL 
SEELEY, DOUGLAS MILTON 
BAUMAN, RICHARD LEE' 

DIX, CRAIG MITCHELL 
HARRIS, BOBBY GLENN 
HESTAND, JAMES HARDY 
LILLY, LAWRENCE EUGENE 
BOFFMAN, ALAN BRENT 
BRANDT, KEITH ALLAN 
CRISTMAN, FREDERICK LEWIS 
GARCIA, RICARDO MARTINEZ 
SPARKS, JON M 
BARKER. JACK LAMAR 
CHUBB. JOHN JACOBSEN 
DILLENDER, WILLIAM EDWARD 
DUGAN, JOHN FRANCIS 
CLEVE, REGINALD DAVID 
HALL, WALTER RAY 
KNUTSEN, DONALD PAUL 
MORIARTY, PETER GIBHEY 
TRAVER, JOHN GROVE III 
BECKWITH, HARRY MEDFOR III 
BUTCHER, JACK M 
MCDONELL, R D (NFN/NHN) 
PUENTES. MANUEL RAMERIZ 
ROSSANO, RICHARD JOSEPH 
SALLEY, JAMES JR 
TERRILL, PHILIP B 
SMITH, JOSEPH STANLEY 
LILLY, CARROLL B 
BUERK, WILLIAM CARL 
CHAMPION, JAMES ALBERT 
MALO, ISAAKO F 
LEMON, JEFFREY C 
SIGAFOOS, HALTER HARRI III 
KRUPA, FREDERICK 
BINGHAM, KLAUS JURGEN 
LUTTRELL, JAMES M 
WALTON, LEVIS C 
CROOK, ELLIOn 
FARLOW, CRAIG L 
JACOBSEN, TIMOTHY J 
NOLAN. JOSEPH PAUL JR 
PEARCE, DALE ALLEN 
SOYLANO, DAVID PECOR 
ENTRICAN, DANNY D . 
KNUCKEY, THOMAS WILLIAM 
TAYLOR, PHILLIP CHARLES 
CHAVIRA, STEPHEN (NHN) 
linniMART PAUL DEAN 





Page 

51 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL.OATE 

CTRVJ 

03 

N 

710313 


LA 

E5 

A 

.710315 


VS 

02 

F 

710316 


U 

03 

F 

710316 


LA 

W2 

A 

710317 


CB 

£4 

A 

710317 


CB 

E4 

A 

710317 


CB 

W1 

A 

710317 

730212 

CB 

02 

A 

710317 


CB 

02 

A 

710318 

900113 

LA 

03 

A 

710318 

900113 

LA 

W1 

A 

710319 


LA 

E5 

A 

710319 


LA 

W1 

A 

710319 


LA 

04 

A 

710320 


lA 

E3 

A 

710320 


LA 

■E4 

A 

710320 


LA 

03 

A 

710320 


W 

Wl 

A 

710322 


LA 

E4 

A 

710322 


LA 

E4 

A 

710322 


LA 

03 

F 

710322 


LA 

Wl 

A 

710322 


LA 

E5 

A 

710324 


VS 

02 

F 

710324 

730328 

LA 

E6 

A 

710325 


VS 

E3 

A 

710325 


VS 

E3 

A 

710325 


VS 

E7 

A 

710331 


VS 

E4 

A 

710331 


VS 

01 

F 

710404 


CB 

03 

F 

710409 


LA 

03 

F 

710411 


VS 

E3 

A 

710424 


VS - 

E3 

A 

710424 

730327 

VS 

03 

F 

710425 


LA 

02 

F 

710425 


LA 

06 

A 

710427 


VS 

E6 

A 

710510 


VS 

E6 

A 

710510 


VS 

E6 

A 

710510 


iVS 

E4 

A 

710516 


VS 

Wl 

A 

710516 


VS 

E4 

A 

710516 


VS 

02 

A 

710516 


VS 

Wl 

A 

710517 


VS 

Wl 

A 

710517 


VS 

02 

A 

710518 


VS 

02 

A 

710527 


CD 

E5 

A 

710527 


CB 

E4 

A 

710528 


VS 

03 

A 

710528 


VS 



Thursday. 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

BRUNSON, JACK WALTER 
HUSIL, CLINTON ALLAN SR 
MAGERS, PAUL GERALD 
WANN, DONALD LYNN 
CAVAIANI, JON R 
JONES, JOHN ROBERT 
WILSON, RICHARD JR (NHN) 
BIOWELL, BARRY ALAN 
DEBLASIO, RAYMOND VINCE JR 
PAINTER, JOHN ROBERT JR 
METZLER, CHARLES D 
STROHLEIN, MADISON ALEXAND 
BRIDGES, PHILIP WAYNE 
CARR, DONALD GENE 
THOMAS, DANIEL W 
TAYLOR, TED JAMES 
ASTON, JAY STEVEN 
ANTUNANO, GREGORY ALFRED 
DALTON. RANDALL DAVID 
WALDHAUS. RICHARD G 
BERG, BRUCE ALLAN 
BATES. PAUL JENNINGS JR 
DOLAN, THOMAS ALBERT 
KENNEDY, JOHN W 
KUYKENDALL, WILLIE CLYDE 
WEAKS, MELVIN LEE 
VENNIK, ROBERT NICHOLAS 
CORNWELL, LEROY JASON III 
IVAN. ANDREW JR 
BOND. RONALD LESLIE 
OOMOVAH, MICHAEL LEO 
GARRETT, MAURICE EDWIN JR“ 
fVELAHO. MICKEY EUGENE 
FINGER, SANFORD IRA 
GREEN, THOMAS FREDERICK 
LAUT2ENHEISER, MICHAEL (NM 
NICKOL, ROBERT ALLEN 
TRUDEAU, ALBERT RAYMOND 
OAKLEY. LINUS LABIN 
OECAIRE, JACK LEONARD 
ALTUS, ROBERT WAYNE 
PHELPS. WILLIAM 
THOMAS. JAMES R 
BEUTEL, ROBERT DONALD 
STEADMAN, JAMES E 
MCINTIRE, SCOTT WINSTON 
BOYANOWSKI, JOHN GORDON 
BREMHER, DWIGHT AMOS 
CALDWELL, FLOYD DEAN 
HOLLINGER, GREGG NEYHAN 
PERKINS, CECIL CARRINGTON 

DCRDV nTH» I CP 


984 





i 



-986 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 
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LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

REL_DATE 

■ CTRY.ORIG 
















FULLNAME 

LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

RELOCATE 

CTRYj 

W2 

A 

710531 


LA 









03 

A 

710531 


LA 



HILDEBRAND, LELANO 

04 

F 

711218 

730328 

VN 

02 

A 

710601 


VS 

t 

§ 

WELLS, KENNETH 

02 

F 

711218 

730328 

VN 

W2 

A 

710601 


VS 



FORAME, PETER CHARLES 

02 

A 

711219 


CB 

E5 

A 

710605 

730327 

VS 



JOHNSON, KENNETH 

04 

F 

711-219 

730314 

VN 

E5 

A 

710605 


VS 



POYNOR, DANIEL ROBERTS 

02 

F- 

711219 


LA 

E3 

A 

710614 


VS 



SKILES, THOMAS WILLIAM 

W1 

A 

711219 


CB 

E5 

N 

710618 


VN 



THOMAS, LEO TARLTON JR 

03 

F 

711219 


LA 

02 

N 

710618 


VN 



VAUGHN, SAMUEL R 

02 

F 

711219 

730328 

VN 

03 

N 

710618 


VN 



FINN, WILLIAM ROBERT 

02 

F 

711224 


LA 

05 

N 

710621 


VN 



TUCKER, TIMOTHY H 

02 

F 

711224 


LA 

E5 

A 

710622 


VS 



GUENTHER, LYNN 

03 

F 

711226 

730212 

VN 

E4 

A 

710630 


VS 

i 


KOOKS, DALE F 

02 

F 

711226 

880406 

VN 

03 

A 

710706 


lA 

r 

STOLZ, LAWRENCE G 

03 

F 

711226 

880406 

VN 

02 

F 

710706 


U 


I 

RITTER, GEORGE L 

— 

V 

711227 


LA 

03 

A 

710715 


VS 



TOWNLEY, ROY F 

— 

V 

711227 


LA 

W1 

A 

7107]-8 


VS 



WEISSENBACK, EDWARD J 

— 

V 

711227 


LA 

E5 

A 

710724 


CB 


1 

HOFFMAN, DAVID WESLEY 

04 

N 

711230 

730328 

VN 

E4 

A 

710724 


CB 



HOLMES, FREDERICK LEE 

04 

N 

711230 


VN 

— 

V 

710804 

730212 

VS 



DUGGAN, WILLIAM YOUNG 

04 

F 

711231 


LA 

E5 

A 

710807 


VS 



SUTTER, FREDERICK JOHN 

03 

F 

711231 


LA 

03 

A 

710810 


VS 



BERDAHL, DAVID DONALD 

E3 

A 

720120 


VS 

ES 

A 

710810 


VS 

i 

§ 

EDWARDS, HARRY JEROME 

E4 

A 

720120 


VS 

02 

F 

710816 


VS 



COOPER, DANIEL DEAN 

03 

N 

720204 


VN 

E3 

A 

710818 


VS 



GAUTI , RALPH W 

02 

F 

720216 

730328 

VN 

E3 

A 

710618 


VS 



LEE. ALBERT EUGENE 

EG 

N 

720216 


VS 

E6 

A 

710826 


VS 



SCHWERTFEGER, WILLIAM R 

03 

F 

720216 

730328 

VN 

03 

F 

710910 


LA 



CUTTER, JAMES D 

03 

F 

720217 

730328 

VN 

03 

F 

710910 


LA 



FRASER, KENNETH J 

03 

F 

720217 

730328 

VN 

02 

F- 

710930 


LA 



HAWLEY, EDWIN A JR 

03 

F 

720217 

J30212 

VN 

03 

F 

710930 


LA 7 



IRWIN. ROBERT HARRY 

04 

F 

720217 

890731 

VN 

03 ; 

A - 

711022- 


VS 



MORGAN, WILLIAM J 

04 

A 

720225 


VS 

E4 

A 

711026 


VS 

t 


HOWELL, CARTER A 

02 

F 

720307 


LA 

E6 

A 

711026 


VS 



RUSCH, STEPHEN A 

02 

F 

720307 


LA 

E2 

A 

711026 


VS 



HARDY, ARTHUR HANS 

02 

F 

720314 

830920 

lA 

E5 

A 

711026 


VS 



JACKSON, JAMES TERRY 

03 

F 

720323 


LA 

ES 

A 

711026 


VS 



PIKE, DENNIS STANLEY 

03 

N 

720323 


lA 

W1 

A 

711026 


VS 



WITT, JAMES EDWARD 

04 

F 

720323 


LA 

E4 

F 

711029 


VS 



CROW, RAYMOND JACK JR 

E3 

F 

720327 


CB 

E6 

A 

711103 


VS 



DREHER, RICHARD E 

03 

F 

720327 


CB 

03 

F 

711123 


LA 



MANOR, JAMES (NMH) 

E4 

F 

720327 


CB 

02 

F 

711123 


lA 



PANNABECKER, DAVID ERIC 

03 

F 

720327 


CB 

E6 

F 

711125 


VS 

$ 

# 

WAGNER, RAYMOND ANTHONY 

E3 

F 

720327 


CB 

02 

F 

711126 


LA 



HONG, EDWARD PUCK KOW JR 

E4 

A 

720327 


VS 

03 

F 

711126 


LA 



BRAUNER, HENRY PAUL 

04 

F 

720329 


LA 

05 

F 

711210 


lA 



CANIFORD, JAMES KENNETH 

E5 

F 

720329 


LA 

05 

A 

711214 


VS 



CASTILLO, RICHARD 

e 03 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 

E4 

A 

711214 


VS 



HALPIN. RICHARD C 

03 

F 

720329 

660301 

LA 

E6 

A 

711214 


VS 



HILLER, CURTIS D 

03 

F 

720329 


LA 

03 

A 

711214 


VS 



PAULSON, HERLYN L 

E5 

F 

720329 

B6030I 

LA 

03 

A 

711214 


vs 



PEARCE, EDWIN JACK 

E5 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 

W 

A 

711214 


vs 



RAMSOWER, IRVING B II 

04 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 






f 

• 

SIMMONS, fiORFPT F 

E3 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 



986 


Thuriday; 12 Ofcembtr 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSS_Ri: 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

RELOATE 

54 

CTRYJRIG 

SMITH, EDWARD D JR . 

E5 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 

STEPHENSON, HOWARD D 

04 

F 

720329 


LA 

TODD, WILLIAM ANTHONY 

E3 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 

WANZEL, CHARLES J III 

02 

F 

720329 

860301 

LA 

YOUNG, BARCLAY B 

03 

F 

720329 


LA 

CROSBY, BRUCE ALLEN JR 

E4 

A 

720330 


VS 

FINCH, MELVIN W 

03 

A 

720330 

850814 

VS 

WESTCOn, GARY PATRICK 

E5 

A 

720330 


VS 

WORTH, JAMES F 

E4 

M 

720401 


VS 

ASTORGA, JOSE MANUEL 

E4 

A 

720402 

730305 

VS 

BOLTE, WAYNE LOUIS 

04 

F 

720402 


VS 

FRINK, JOHN W 

W1 

A 

720402 


VS 

GATWOOD, ROBIN F JR 

02 

F 

720402 


VS 

6IANNANGELI, ANTHONY ROGER 

05 

F 

720402 


VS 

KULLAND, BYRON K 

02 

A 

720402 


VS 

LEVIS, CHARLES ALLEN 

05 

F 

720402 


VS 

PASCHALL, RONALD PAGE 

E5 

A 

720402 


VS 

SEREX, HENRY MUIR 

04 

F 

720402 


VS 

CHRISTENSEN, ALLEN DUANE 

E5 

A 

720403 


VS 

HENDERSON, WILLIAM J 

02 

F 

720403 

730327 

VS 

HUREN, THOMAS R 

E2 

N 

720403 


VN 

ONEILL, DOUGLAS LEE 

W2 

A 

720403 


VS 

WILLIAMS, EDWARD W 

W1 

A 

720403 


vs 

ZICH, LARRY ALFRED 

W2 

A 

720403 


vs 

SPENGLER, HENRY MERSHON 3D 

03 

A 

720405 

890427 

vs 

WINDELER, CHARLES CARL JR 

W2 

A 

720405 

890427 

vs 

ALLEY, JAMES HAROLD . 

E4 

F 

720406 


vs 

AVERY, ALLEN JONES 

E6 

F 

720406 


vs 

CALL, JOHN HENRY III 

02- 

f 

720406 


vs 

CHAPMAN, PETER HAYDEN II 

03 

F 

720406 


vs 

DUNLOP, THOMAS EARL ~ 

05 

N 

720406 


VN 

PEARSON, WILLIAM ROY 

E4 

F 

720406 


vs 

PRATER, ROY. DEWITT 

E6 

F 

720406 


vs 

CARLSON. ALBERT E 

04 

A 

720407 

730212 

vs 

LULL, HOWARD B JR 

E7 

A 

720407 


vs 

POTTS, LARRY FLETCHER 

02 

H 

720407 


vs 

SCHOTT, RICHARD S 

05 

A 

720407 


vs 

SMITH, MARK A 

03 

A 

720407 

730212 

vs 

WALKER. BRUCE C 

02 

F 

720407 


vs 

WALLINGFORD, KENNETH 

E8 

A 

720407 

730212 

vs 

RAY, JOHNNIE L 

03 

A 

720408 

730212 

vs 

WANAT, GEORGE K JR 

03 

A 

720408 

730212 

vs 

KETCHIE. SCOTT DOUGLAS 

02 

M ■ 

720409 


LA 

CHRISTENSEN, JOHN MICHAEL 

02 

M 

720413 


VN 

LEET, DAVID LEVERETT 

03 

M 

720413 


VN 

GREENLEAF. JOSEPH G 

03 

fl 

720414 


VS 

MCKINNEY, CLEMIE 

03 

N 

720414 

B50B14 

vs 

OESPIEGLER, GALE A 

04 

F 

720415 

730328 

VN 

TRIMBLE, LARRY ALLEN 

02 

F 

720415 

890621 

VN 

JONES, ORVIN C JR 

03 

F 

720416 


VN 

MATEJA, ALAN PAUL 

03 

F 

720416 


VN 

41404 THOMAS HUGH 

03 

F 

720420 


VS 


987 




Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

BURNHAM, MASON IRWIN 
_ CARTER, GEORGE WILLIAMS 

d ELLEN, WADE LYNN 

HUNSICKER, JAMES EDWARD 
JONES, JOHNNY WCK 
YONAN, KENNETH JOSEPH 
ZOLLICOFFER, FRANKLIN 
BROWNLEE, ROBERT WALLACE 
i AMESBURY, MRRY ARLO JR 

I COOKE. CALVIN C JR 

\ DUNN, RICHARO EDWARD 

_ HOSKINS, DONALD RUSSELL 

d REYNOLDS, TERRY L 

RUSSELL, RICHARD LEE 
MOLINARE, ALBERT R 
I SOUDER, JAMES BURTON 

SEAGRAVES. MELVIN 0 
! AYRES. TIMOTHY ROBERT 

MCDONALD, JOSEPH WILLIAM 
SIENICKI, THEODORE S 
WILLIAMS, DAVID BERYL 
_ WILES, MARVIN BENJAMIN C 

d CONSOLVO, JOHN WAOSWORT JR 

KERNAN, JOSEPH EUGENE 
POLFER, CLARENCE 
LEAVER, JOHN MURRAY JR 
TAYLOR, EDMUND BAHELLE JR 
REEDER, WILLIAM S 
BLACKBURN. HARRY LEE JR 
HARRIS, JEFFREY L 
LODGE, ROBERT A 
^ RUOLOFF, STEPHEN A 

d WILKINSON, DENNIS E 

BIASSIE, MICHAEL JOSEPH 
KITTINGER, JOSEPH W JR 
PADGETT, JAMES P 
REICH, WILLIAM J 
STROBRIDGE, ROONEY L 
TALLEY. WILLIAM H 
WILLIAMS, ROBERT J 
BOGARD, LONNIE PAT 
OSTERMEYER, WILLIAM HENRY 
d 6EDNAREK, JONATHAN BRUCE 

RATZEL. WESLEY D 
MOn, DAVID P 
NICHOLS. AUBREY ALLEN 
THOMAS. WILLIAM E 
WILLIAMS, JAMES W 
BARNETT, CHARLES EDWARD 
BEAN, WILLIAM RAYMOND JR 
BYRNS, WILLIAM 6 
RFFIYR r*RRni.l RDRFRT 


Page 55 


LOSS.RK SERVICE I DATE REL_DAT£ CTRY_0RIG 

03 F 720420 VS 

04 A 720424 VS ' 

W1 A 720424 VS 

02 A 720424 VS 

02 A. 720424 VS 

03 A 720424 880406 VS 

£4 A 720424 VS 

05 A 720425 VS 

04 F 720426 VS 

£5 F 720426 VS 

E6 F 720426 VS 

E6 F 720426 VS 

V 720426 CD 

02 F 720426 VS 

03 N 720427 730328 VN 

04 N 720427 730328 VN 

E3 N 720430 VN 

03 F 720503 730328 VN 

02 M 720503 VN 

02 F 720503 730328 VN 

03 M 720503 890621 VN 

03 N 720506 VN 

03 M 720507 VS 

02 N 720507 730328 VN 

05 N 720507 730328 VN 

05 N 720508 VN 

06 N 720508 VN 

03 A 720509 730327 VS 

OS N 720510 860410 VN 

03 F 720510 VN 

04 F 720510 770930 VN 

03 N 720510 730328 VN 

03 F 720510 780823 VN 

02 F 720511 VS 

05 F 720511 730328 VN 

04 F 720511 730328 VN 

02 F 720511 730328 VN 

03 A 720511 VS 

04 F 720511 730328 VN 

03 A 720511 VS 

03 r 720512 

02 F 720512 

02 F 720516 881215 VN 

02 F 720516 881215 VN 

03 F 720519 730327 VS 

03 N 720519 730328 VN 

W2 H 720519 730327 VS 

03 F 720520 730328 VN 

05 N 720523 881103 VN 

03 F 720523 730328 VN 

03 F 720523 730328 VN 

03 H 720524 730328 VN 


d 


55 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSSjK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

REL.DATE 

56 

CTRY. 

HENN, JOHN ROBERT JR 

WZ 

A 

720524 


VS 

STRONG, HENRY HOOKER JR 

05 

N 

720525 


VN 

lATENDRESSE, THOMAS B 

03 

N 

720527 

730328 

VN 

Morrow, larry k 

E4 

A 

720529 


VS 

KRANER, DAVID S 

E3 

N 

720605 


VN 

PAYNE, KYLIS THEROD 

E2 

N 

720605 


VN 

FOWLER, JAMES ALAN 

04 

F 

720606 


VN 

SEUELL, JOHN W 

03 

F 

720606 


VN 

MURPHY, JOHN S.’ JR 

03 

F 

720608 

730327 

VS 

ANGUS, WILLIAM KERR 

03 

M 

720611 

730328 

VN 

BIBBS, WAYNE (NMN) 

E3 

A 

720611 


VS 

HACKEn, JAMES EDWARD 

E4 

A 

720611 


VS 

HOLM. ARNOLD EDWARD JR 

03 

A 

720611 


VS 

MCQUAOE, JAMES RUSSELL 

02 

A 

720611 


VS 

WILSON, ROGER E 

03 

M 

720611 

880713 

VN 

YEAKLEY, ROBIN RAY 

E4 

A 

720611 


VS 

WILEY, RICHARD DENNIS 

E4 

A 

720612 


VS 

FULTON, RICHARD J 

02 

F 

720613 

730328 

VN 

HANSON, GREGG 0 

02 . 

F 

720613 

730328 

VN 

DAVIS, FRANCIS JOHN 

04 

N 

720614 


VN 

AYRES, GERALD FRANCIS 

04 

F 

720618 


VS 

COLE, RICHARD MILTON JR 

E6 

F 

720618 


VS 

DANIELSON. MARK GILES 

03 

F 

720618 


VS 

GILBERT, PAUL F 

02 

F 

720618 


VS 

HARRISON, ROBERT HEERHAN 

04 

F 

720618 


VS 

HUNT. LEON ANDREW 

E7 

F 

720618 


VS 

KILPATRICK, LARRY R 

03 

N 

720618 


VN 

KLINKE, DONALD HERMAN 

E5 

F 

720618 


VS 

LEHRKE, STANLEY L 

E4 

F 

720618 


VS 

MERCER, JACOB E 

E7- 

F 

720618 


VS 

HEyWAH, LARRY J 

E5 

F 

7206ir 

— “ 

VS 

NYHOF, RICHARD E 

E5 

F - 

720618 


VS 

WILSON, ROBERT ALLAN 

03 

F 

720618 


vs 

CALLAGHAN, PETER A 

02 

F 

720621 

730328 

VN 

ROSE, GEORGE A 

03 

F 

720621 

730328 

VN 

beekhan. william OAVIO 

03 

F 

720624 

730328 

VN 

GRANT, DAVID 8 

03 

F 

720624 

730328 

VN 

JACKSON. CHARLES A 

02 

F 

720624 

73G212 

VN 

MCCARTY, JAMES L 

02 

F 

720624 


VN 

SHUHWAY, GEOFREY RAYMOND 

03 

N 

720625 


VN 

BAKER. DAVID EARLE 

03 

F 

720627 

730212 

CB 

CERAK, JOHN P 

03 

F 

720627 

730328 

VN 

DINGEE, OAVIO 6 

03 

F 

720627 

730328 

VN 

FRANCIS, RICHARD L 

03 

F 

720627 

730328 

VN 

HANTON, THOMAS J 

03 

F 

720627 

730328 

VN 

MCOOW. RICHARD H 

02 

F 

720627 

730328 

VN 

SULLIVAN, FARRELL JUNIOR 

05 

F 

720627 

830603 

VN 

CHENEY, KEVIN J 

03 

F 

720701 

730328 

VN 

ROBINSON, PAUL K 

04 

F 

720701 

730328 

VN 

CUTHBERT, STEPHEN HOWARD 

03 

F 

720703 

900913 

VN 

MARSHALL, MARION A 

03 

F 

720703 

730329 

VN 

FIAHDFR. WTItlAM J JR 

04 

F 

720705 

730329 

VN 


Thur$d«y, 12 December 1991 


Page 57 


# 


# 


FULLNAMf 


LOSS_RK SERVICE IDATE REL.DATE CTRV_ORIG 








• • 




• • 


LOOAN, DONALD K 
SEEK, BRIAN J 
SPENCER, WILLIAM A 
KROBOTH, ALAN J 
ROBERTSON, LEONARD 
GREEN, FRANK CLIFFORD JR 
CRODY, KENNETH LLOYD 
HENDRIX, JERRY WAYNE 
LESESNE, HENRY D 
HASTERSON, FREDERICK J 
RANDALL, ROBERT I 
HUARO, JAMES L 
ODONNELL, SAMUEL JR 
SHIHKIN, ALEX 
BROWN, WAYNE GORDON II 
HAAS, LEON FREDERICK 
PAIGE, GORDON CURTIS 
SHANK, GARY LESLIE 
KULA, JAMES D 
MATSUI, MELVIN K 
BRECKNER, WILLIAM J JR 
PRICE, LARRY D 
PENN, MICHAEL GENE JR 
SANSONE, JAMES J 
THOMPSON, DAVID MATHEW 
GAUNTT, WILLIAM A 
TOWNSEND, FRANCIS WAYNE 
PENDER, ORLAND JAMES JR 
PITZEN, JOHN RUSSELL 
RAEBEL, DALE V 
BEHNFELOT, ROGER ERNEST- 
SHINGAKJ, TAHOTSU 
LESTER, RODERICK B - 
HOSSMAN, HARRY SEEBER 
CROCKETT, WILLIAM JAMES 
TI6NER, LEE MORROW 
DOYLE, MICHAEL WILLIAM 
ENSCH, JOHN C 
CORDOVA, SAM GARY 
EVEREH, DAVID A 
TRIEBEL, THEODORE W 
GREENWOOD, ROBERT R JR 
HEROLD, RICHARD WALTER 
WOOD, WILLIAM C JR 
LERSETH, ROGER G 
LINOIAND, DONALD FREDERICK 
GERSTEL, DONALD ARTHUR 
MUSSELMAN, STEPHEN 0 
HEEREN, JEROME D 
RATZIAFF, BRIAN M 
MCMURRAY, FREDERICK C 
7IIRPRBIIHI.ER. RimniPH U 


02 F 720705 730329 VN 

02 F 720705 730329 VN 

03 F 720705 730329 VN 

02 M , 720707 730327 VS 

03 M 720707 VS 

05 N 720710 VN 

E4 M 720711 VS 

E6 M 720711 VS 

04 N 720711 730329 VN 

03 N 720711 730329 VN 

03 N 720711 730329 VN 

02 F 720712 VN 

03 F 720712 VN 

V 720712 VS 

03 F 720717 VS 

03 N 720717 VN 

04 N 720722 730329 VN 

02 N 720723 840717 VN 

03 F 720729 730329 VN 

03 F 720729 730329 VN 

05 F 720730 730329 VN 

02 F 720730 730329 VN 

02 N 720806 730329 VN 

E3 N 720810 VN 

03 N 720812 VN 

03 F 720813 730327 VS 

02 F 720813 VN 

03 N 720817 VN 

OS N 720817 VN 

04 N 720817 730329 VN 

03 F 720819 870924 VN 

04 F 720819 730329 VN 

02 N 720820 VN 

03 N 720820 VN 

02 F 720822 VS 

04 F 720822 VS 

04 N 720825 050814 VN 

03 N 720825 730329 VN 

02 M 720826 881215 LA 

02 N 720827 730329 VN 

04 N 720827 730329 VN 

04 F 720902 

03 F 720902 

03 F 720902 

03 H 720906 730212 VN 

04 N 720906 830603 VN 

04 H 720908 VN 

02 H 720910 810708 VN 


03 F 720911 730329 VN 

03 F 720911 730329 VN 

03 F 720912 730329 VN 

03 F 720912 730329 VN 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 


LOSSJi; SERVICE lOATE RELJATE ' CTRY.ORIG 


BUELL, KENNETH RICHARD 

04 

N 

720917 


VN 

DONNELLY, VERNE GEORGE 

05 

N 

720917 

900911 

VN 

60ETSCH, THOMAS AUGUST 

E2 

N 

720917 


VN 

TUROSE, MICHAEL STEPHEN 

02 

F 

720917 


VN 

ZORN, THOMAS ONEAL JR 

03 

F 

720917 


VN 

CARROLL. ROGER WILLIAM JR 

04 

F 

720921 


LA 

COOK, DWIGHT WILLIAM 

BORAH, DANIEL VERNOR JR 

02 

F 

720921 


LA 

03 

N 

720924 


VS 

CHAN, PETER 

E2 

N 

720925 


VS 

WALSH, JAMES P . 

03 

H 

720926 

730212 

VS 

BOSILJEVAC, MICHAEL JOSEPH 

03 

F 

720929 

870924 

VN 

BRETT, ROBERT ARTHUR JR 

02 

F 

720929 


VN 

COLTMAN, WILLIAM CLARE 

04 

F 

720929 


VN 

ONEIL, JAMES W 

05 

F 

720929 

730329 

VN 

ALPERS, JOHN HARDESTY JR 

03 

F 

721005 

730329 

VN 

BATES, RICHARD LYMAN 

02 

F 

721005 

730329 

VN 

LATHAM, JAMES 0 , 

03 

F 

721005 

730329 

VN 

LEWIS, KEITH H 

03 

F 

721005 

730329 

VN 

ANDERSON, ROBERT DALE 

05 

F 

721006 


VN 

BAKER. VETO HUAPILI 

E5 

A 

721006 

7511?? 

VS 

BOLTZE, BRUCE EDWARD 

W2 

M 

721006 


VS 

lATELlA, GEORGE F. 

02 

F 

721006 

730329 

VN 

MCCORMICK, CARL OHIS 

05 

F 

721006 


VS 

CLEARY, PETER MCARTHUR 

03 

F 

721010 


VN 

LEONOR, LEONARDO C 

03 

F 

721010 


VN 

BRUNSON. CECIL H 

02 

F 

721012 

730329 

VN 

PEACOCK, JOHN ROBERT II 

03 

H 

721012 


VN 

PRICE. WILLIAM MARSHALL 

02 

H 

721012 


VN 

YOUNG. MYRON A 

03 

F 

721012 

730329 

VN 

GRAHAM, ALAN U 

r 02 

■ F - 

.721017 

770930 

VN 

HOCKRIOGE, JAMES ALAN - 

03 

-F - 

721017 

770930 

VN 

BIXEL, MICHAEL SARGENT 

02 

N 

721024 


VN 

MATTIX, SAM 

— 

V-- 

721027 

730328 

LA 

HALL, JAMES WAYNE 

04- 

N 

721028 


VN 

SULLIVAN, JAMES EDWARD 

04 

N 

721029 

850814 

VN 

TOLBERT, CLARENCE ORFIELD 

06 

N 

721106 

881103 

VN 

BROWN. ROBERT HACK 

04 

F 

721107 


VN 

CARROLL, JOHN LEONARD 

04 

F 

721107 


LA 

MORRISSEY. ROBERT D 

04 

F 

721107 


LA 

WRIGHT, FREDERICK WILLISTO 

04 

N 

721110 

900913 

VN 

BREUER, DONALD CHARLES 

03 

M 

721120 


LA 

CAFFARELLI, CHARLES JOSEPH 

03 

F 

721121 


VS 

STAFFORD, RONALD DEAN 

03 

F 

721121 


VS 

EARNEST, CHARLES M 

05 

N 

72112B 


VN 

HARVEY. JACK ROCKWOOD 

,02 

F 

721128 


VS 

JONES. BOBBY M 

03 

F 

721128 


VS 

SHINE. ANTHONY C 

03 

F 

721202 


VN 

ACOSTA, HECTOR MICHAEL 

02 

F 

721209 

730329 

VN 

WILLIAMS, BILLIE J 

04 

F 

721209 

900913 

VN 

CERTAIN, ROBERT G 

03 

F 

721218 

730329 

VN 

FERGUSON, WALTER L 

E7 

F 

721218 

760823 

VN 

•lOHN^nN, RICHARD F 

04 

F 

721218 

730329 

VN 
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-Thursday, 12 December 1991 



Page 

59. 

FULLNAME 

LOSSJK SERVICE 

I DATE 

REL.DATE 

CTRY. 

MCELVAIH, JAMES RICHARD 

04 F 

721210 


VN 

RISSI, DONALD L 

05 F 

721218 

780823 

VN 

SIMPSON, RICHARD T 

03 F 

721218 

730329 

VN 

THOMAS, ROBERT J 

02 F 

721218 

780823 

VN 

WARD, RONALD J 

05 F 

721218 


VN 

ALEXANDER. FERNANDO 

04 F 

721219 

730329 

VN 

BARROWS, HENRY CHARLES 

03 F 

721219 

730329 

VN 

BROWN, CHARLES A JR 

03 F 

721219 

730329 

VN 

COOPER, RICHARD WALLER JR 

03 F 

721219 


VN. 

POOLE, CHARLIE S 

E6 F 

721219 


VN 

WILSON, HAL K 

03 F 

721219 

730329 

VN 

ARCURI, WILLIAM YOUL 

02 F 

721220 

730212 

VN 

GELONECK, TERRY M 

03 F 

721220 

730212 

VN 

GRANGER, PAUL L 

02 F 

721220 

730329 

VN. 

KLOMANN, THOMAS J 

03 F 

721220 

730212 

VN 

LERNER, IRWIN S 

03 F 

721220 


VN 

MADDEN, ROY JR 

E5 F 

721220 

730212 

VN 

MARTINI, MICHAEL R 

02 F 

721220 

730329 

VN 

MCLAUGHLIN, ARTHUR V JR 

E7 F 

721220 


VN 

PAUL, CRAIG A 

03 F 

721220 

770930 

VN 

PERRY, RANDOLPH ALLEN JR 

04 F 

721220 


VN 

SPENCER, WARREN R 

03 F 

721220 

770930 

VN 

STUART, JOHN F 

04 F 

721220 


VN 

WIELANO, CARL T 

03 N 

721220 

730329 

VN. 

BEBUS, CHARLES JAMES 

E3 F 

721221 

861215 

VN 

BEENS, LYNN RICHARD 

03 F 

721221 

730329 

VN 

CRADDOCK, RANDALL JAMES 

03 F 

721221 

881215 

VN 

DARR; CHARLES EDWARD 

02 F 

721221 

881215 

VN 

DICKENS, OELMA ERNEST 

02 «F 

721221 

850221 

U 

ELLIOn, ROBERT THOMAS " 

E6 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

FENTER, CHARLES FREDERICK 

E3 .. F 

721221 

050221 

LA 

FULLER. JAMES R 

- E6 F 

721221 

650221 

LA ■ 

GOULD, FRANK ALTON 

04 F 

721221 


LA 

QRAUSTEIN, ROBERT S 

04 N 

721221 

851204 

VN 

HART, THOMAS TRAMMELL III 

03 F 

721221 

650221 

LA 

HEGGEN, KEITH R 

05 F 

721221 

740313 

VN 

HIGOON, KENNETH H 

03 N 

721221 

730212 

VN 

JOHNSON, EDWARD HARVEY 

04 F 

721221 

881215 

VN 

KIRBY, BOBBY ALEXANDER 

04 F 

721221 

881215 

VN 

KROBOTH, STANLEY NEA 

03 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

LAGERWALL, HARRY R 

03 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

LILES, ROBERT L JR 

03 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

LOCKHART, GEORGE B 

03 F 

721221 

881215 

VN 

LOLLAR, JAMES L 

E5 F 

721221 

730329 

VN 

LYNN, ROBERT R 

03 F 

721221 

881215 

VN 

MACDONALD, GEORGE DUNCAN 

01 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

MEOER, PAUL OSWALD 

04 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

NAGAHIRO, JAMES Y 

05 F 

721221 

730329 

VN 

NAKAGAWA, GORDON R 

OS H 

721221 

730329 

VN 

PERRY, RONALD 0 

01 F 

721221 

751221 

VN 

REAID, ROLLIE K 

E3 F 

721221 

850221 

LA 

WADE. BARTON SCOTT 

04 N 

721221 

851204 

VN 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 


P>9e 


60 


FULLNAHE 


LOSSJC SERVICE IDATE RELJATE CTRY.ORIG 


WALSH, FRANCIS A JR 
WALTERS, DONOVAN K 
WINNINGHAH, JOHN Q 
ALLEY, GERALD WILLIAM 
BENNETT, THOMAS WARING JR 
BERNASCONI, LOUIS HENRY 
CAHEROTA, PETER P 
CONLEE, WILLIAM W 
COPACK, JOSEPH BERNARD JR 
DRIMIONO, DAVID I. 

GIROUX, PETER J 
LEBIANC, LOUIS E JR 
KAYALL, WILLIAM T 
MORGAN. GARY L 
SP0NEY6ERGER, ROBERT D 
WILSON, WILLIAM ,W 
YUILL, JOHN H 
CLARK, PHILLIP SPRATT JR 
JACKSON, PAUL VERNON III 
RIESS, CHARLES F 
RICKMAN, DWIGHT G 
COOK, JAMES R 
HUDSON, ROBERT M 
lABEAU, MICHAEL H 
MORRIS, ROBERT J JR 
VAVROCH, DUANE P , 
WIMBROW, NUTTER J 
ANDERSON, JOHN WESLEY 
CHIPMAN, RALPH JIM 
FORRESTER, RONALD W 
JEFCOAT, CARL H 
TRIMBLE, JACK R 
WARD, BRIAN H 
AGNEW, ALFRED HOWARD 
CONDON, JAMES C 
CUSIMAHO, SAMUEL B 
FRYER, BEN L 
GOUGH, JAMES W 
HAIFLEY, MICHAEL F 
JOHNSON. ALLEN L 
LEWIS, FRANK D 
SCAIFE, KENNETH 0 
JOHNSTON. STEVEN BRYCE 
LINDAHL, JOHN CARL 
BUSH, ELBERT WAYNE 
DEANE, WILLIAM LAWRENCE 
KNUTSON, RICHARD ARTHUR 
LAUTERIO, MANUEL ALONZO 
STINSON, WILLIAM SHERRI L 
WILSON, MICKEY ALLEN 
CLARK, ROBERT ALAN 

HrroRMire MtrKAFi. t 


04 F 721221 850221 LA 

03 ■ F 721221 881215 VN 

E6 F 721221 850221 LA 

05 F 721222 881215 VN 

03 F 721222 VN 

05 F 721222 730329 VN 

03 F 721222 .730329 VN 

05 F 721222 730329 VN 

02 F 721222 881215 VN 

03 F 721222 730329 VN 

03 F 721222 730212 VN 

E7 F 721222 730329 VN 

02 F 721222 730329 VN 

E5 F 721222 730329 VN 

03 F 721222 730329 VN 

02 F 721222 730329 VN 

05 F 721222 730329 VN 

03 N 721224 881103 

03 F 721224 

03 F 721224 730328 

02 M 721225 VS 

£6 F 721226 730212 VN 

02 F 721226 730329 VN 

03 F 721226 730329 VN 

03 F 721226 770930 VN 

02 F 721226 730329 VN 

03 F 721226 770930 VN 

03 F 721227 730212 VN 

03 M 721227 VN 

02 - M 721227 VN 

04 - F 721227 730329 VN 

02 F 721227 730329 VN 

' Ot- F 721227 730329 VN 

04 N 721228 730329 VN 

04 F 721228 730329 VN 

03 F 721228 730329 VN 

02 F 721228 770930 VN 

E7 F 721228 730329 VN 

03 N 721228 850814 VN 

04 F 721228 851204 VN 

03 F 721228 730329 VN 

E2 N 730103 VS 

03 F 730104 LA 

03 N 730106 VN 

E6 A 730108 VS 

04 A 730108 VS 

W1 A 730108 VS 

E5 A 730108 VS 

E5 A 730108 VS 

U1 A 730108 VS 

02 N 730110 VN 

03 N 730110 VN 
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• ■ ■ 

Thurjd8y,,a2 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

CHRI5T0PHERSEN, , KEITH ALLE 
PARKER, CHARLES LESLIE JR 

* WIEHR, RICHARD DANIEL 

# HALL, HARLEY HUBERT 
KIENTZLER, PHILLIP A 
MORRIS, GEORGE WILLIAM jR 
PETERSON, MARK ALLEN 


Number of Records Output: 3128 


Page 61 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE REL.DATE CTRY.ORIG 

02 N 730121 VN 

04 N 730121 VN 

E5 N 730121 VN. . 

05 N 730127 VS 

04 N . 730127 730327 VS 

03 F 730127 VS 

02 F 730127 VS 
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27 Januiry 1973 and 2 April 1973, and body not recovered by 
U.S. forces and subsequently Identified. t vu ly 


DUENSING, JANES ALLYN 
HAVlLAND, ROY ELBERT 
STRINGIIAN, WILLIAM S 
BOLLINGER, ARTHUR RAY 
BRANDENBURG, DALE 
CRESSNAN, PETER RICHARD 
HATEJOV, JOSEPH A 
MELTON, TODD M 
PftIHH, SEVERO J III 
SPITZ, GEORGE R 
ACKLEY, JAMES H 
DRIVER, CLARENCE N 


LOSS.RK SERVICE ■ IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


Number of Records Output: 12 
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TAB C: POWs returned during Operation 
1 April 1973 

FULLNAME 

DOWNEY, JOHN T 
THOMPSON, FLOYD JAMES 
ALVAREZ, EVERETT 
SHUMAKER. ROBERT HARPER 
LOCKHART, HAYDEN JAMES 
MORGAN, HERSCHEL SCOTT 
VOHDEN, RAYMOND ARTHUR 
HARRIS, CARLYLE SMITH 
BUTLER. PHILLIP NEAL 
BRACE, ERNEST C 
PEEL, ROBERT D 
MCKAMEY, JOHN BRYAN 
GUARINO, LAWRENCE NICHOLAS 
KARI , PAUL ANTHONY 
DENTON, JEREMIAH ANDREW 
TSCHUOY, WILLIAM MICHAEL 
KEIRN, RICHARD PAUL 
BERG, KILE DAG 
PURCELL, ROBERT BALDWIN 
DAUGHTREY, ROBERT NORLAN 
BRUNHAVER, RICHARD MARVIN 
DOREMUS. ROBERT HARTSCll 
FRANKE. FRED AUGUSTUS 
DAVIS, EDWARD ANTHONY 
SCHIERMAN, WESLEY DUANE 
BYRNE, RONALD EDWARD JR 
COLLINS, JAMES QUINCY 
STOCKDALE, JAMES BOND 
filVERi, WENDELL BURKE 
MERRITT, RAYMOND JAMES 
RISNER, ROBINSON 
BLACK, ARTHUR NEIL 
CURTIS, THOMAS JERRY 
FORBY. WILLIS ELLIS 
ROBINSON, WILLIAM ANDREW 
SMITH. PHILIP E 
HALL, GEORGE ROBERT 
BARRETT, THOMAS JOSEPH 
HIVNER, JAMES OTIS 
SEEBER, BRUCE G 
SIMA, THOMAS WILLIAM 
BELL, JAMES FRANKLIN 
HUTTON, JAMES LEO 
GAITHER. RALPH ELLIS 
HALYBURTON, PORTER ALEX 
KNUTSON. RODNEY ALLEN 
WHEAT, DAVID ROBERT 
BRUDNO, EDWARD ALAN 
COLLINS, THOMAS EDWARD III 
CHERRY, FRED VANN 
MOORE, DENNIS ANTHONY 
CHAPMAN, HARLAN PAGE 
80LSTAD. RICHARD EUGENE 


llomecoralnn, 1? February 1973- 


LCSS_RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 

V 521129 CH 

03 A 640326 VS 

02 N 640805 VN 

04 N 650211 VN 

03 F 650302 VN 

03 F 650403 VN 

04 N 650403 VN 

03 F 650404, VN 

03 N 650420 VN 

V 650521 LA 

03 F 650531 VN 

03 N 650602 VN 

04 F 650614 VN 

03 F 650620 VN 

05 N 650718 VN 

02 N 650718 VN 

03 F 650724 VN 

03 F 650727 VN 

03 F 650727 VN 

03 • F 650802 VN 

02 N 650824 VN- 

04 N 650824 VN 

05 II 650824 VN 

02 N 650820 VN 

03 F 650828 VN 

04 F 650829 VN 

03 F 650902 „VN 

05 N 650909 VN 

05 _ N 650910 VN 

04 F 650916 VN 

05 F 650916 VN 

E2 F 650920 VN 

03 F 650920 VN 

03 F 650920 VN 

£5 F 650920 VN 

03 F 650920 CH 

03 F 650927 VN 

02 F 651005 VN 

03 F 651005 VN 

03 F 651005 VN 

03 F 651015 VN 

04 H 651016 VN 

04 N 651016 VN 

02 N 651017 VN 

02 N 651017 VN 

02 N 651017 VN 

02 N 651017 VN 

02 F 651018 VN 

03 F 651010 VN 

04 F 651022 VN 

03 N 651027 VN 

03 H 651105 VN 

03 F 651106 VN 


FULLNAME 

CORMIF.R, ARTHUR 
LILLY, WARREN E 
MCKNIGHT, GEORGE GRiGSBY 
SINGLETON, JERRY, ALLEN 
JENKINS, HARRY TARLETON 
REYNOLDS, JON ANZUENA 
RUTLEDGE, HOWARD ELMER 
DUNN, JOHN HOWARD 
JEFFREY, ROBERT DUNCAN 
PITCHFORO, JOHN JOSEPH 
ALCORN, WENDELL REED 
DAIGLE, GLENN HENRI 
SHANKEL, WILLIAM LEONARD 
RAMSEY, DOUGLAS 
COFFEE, GERALD LEONARD 
CRAYTON, RENDER 
SPENCER, LARRY HOWARD 
BALDOCK, FREDERICK CHARLES 
MULLIGAN, JAMES ALFRED 
RATZLAFF, RICHARD RAYMOND 
BURER, ARTHUR WILLIAM 
SMITH, BRADLEY EDSEL 
DOUGHTY, DANIEL JAMES 
CHESLEY, LARRY JAMES 
JOHNSON, SAMUEL ROBERT 
BOYD, CHARLES GRAHAM 
BRUNSTROM, ALAN LESLIE 
DRISCOLL, JERRY DONALD 
RUNYAN, ALBERT EDWARD 
HEILIG, JOHN 
LAMAR, JAMES lASLEY 
RAY, JAMES EDWIN 
HATCHER, DAVID BURNETT 
BORLING, JOHN LORIN 
MYERS, ARHAND JESSE 
LURIE, ALAN PIERCE 
PYLE, DARREL EDWIN 
KOPFMAN, THEODORE FRANK 
GALANTI, PAUL EDWARD 
BLACK, COLE 

EASTMAN, LEONARD CORBETT 
JONES, MURPHY NEAL 
CAMPBELL, BURTON WAYNE 
YOUNG, JAMES FAULDS 
TOMES, JACK HARVEY 
browning, RALPH THOMAS 
SHATTUCK, LEWIS WILEY 
BARBAY, LAWRENCE 
HUBBARD, EDWARD LEE 
MCDANIEL, NORMAN ALEXANDER 
MEANS, WILLIAM HARLEY 
PERKINS. GLENDON WILLIAM 


996 



■ 

!• 


997 




LOSS..RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE CTRY_0RIG 

B 


FULLNAME 

lOSS_Rf: 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY.ORIG 

E5 

F 

C5IID6 VN 


i 

MCSWAIN, GEORGE PALMER 

01 

N 

660726 

VN 

03 

F 

65’ I Of, v’N 



BURROUGHS, WILLIAM DAVID 

04 

F 

660731 

VN 

03 

F 

651106 VN 



NORTH, KENNETH WALTER 

•03 

F 

660801 

VN 

02 

F' 

651 106 VN 



BRAZELTON,. MICHAEL Lee 

02 

F 

660807 

VN 

05 

N 

0511 13 VN 

« 

i A 

GIDEON, WILLARD SELLECK 

04 

r 

660807 

VN 

03 

F ■ 

651128 , VN 


PYLE, THOMAS SHAW 

03 

F 

660807 

VN 

05 

N 

65112S VN 



SANDVICK, ROBERT JAMES 

03 

F 

660807 

VN 

04 

M 

651207 VN 



WENDELL, JOHN HENRY 

03 

F 

660807 

VN 

03 

F 

651220 VN 



FLOM, FREDRIC R 

02 

F 

660808 

VN 

03 

F 

651220 VN 



KASLER, JAMES HELMS 

04 

F 

660808 

VN. 

02 

N 

651222. VN 



NEUENS, MARTIN JAMES 

02 

F 

660812 

VN 

02 

N 

651222 VN 



BRODAK, JOHN WARREN 

03 

F 

660814 

VN 

02 

N 

651223 ,VN 



COKER, GEORGE THOMAS 

02 

N 

660827 

VN 


V 

660117 VS 



FELLOWES, JOHN HEAPHY 

04 

N 

660827 

VN 

03 

N 

660203 VN 

t 


WELLS, NORMAN LOUROSS 

03 

F 

660829 

VN 

04 

N 

660207 VN 



BLISS, RONALD GLENN 

02 

F 

660904 

VN 

02 

N 

660218 VN 



MCNISH, THOMAS MITCHELL 

02 

F 

660904 

VN 

02 

N 

660317 VN 



NASMYTH, JOHN HERBERT 

02 

F 

660904 

VN 

05 

N 

660320 VN 



ABBOTT, WILFRED KESSE 

03 

F 

660905 

VN 

03 

N 

660320 VN 



BLEVINS, JOHN CHARLES 

03 

F 

660909 

VN 

03 

F 

660321 VN 

i 


PETERSON, DOUGLAS BRIAN 

03 

F 

660910 

VN 

02 

N 

660325 VN 



TALLEY, BERNARD LEO 

02 

F 

660910 

VN 

03 

F 

660402 VN 

J 

'■ 

WAGGONER. ROBERT FROST 

03 

F 

660912 

VN 

02 

F 

660416 VN 

1 


BUCHANAN, HUBERT ELLIOT 

02 

F 

660916 

VN 

04 

F 

660416 VN 

1 


WALTMAN, DONALD G 

03 

F 

660919 

VN 

03 

F 

660422 VN 

f 


BURGESS, RICHARD GORDON 

E4 

M 

660925 

VS 

04 

F 

660422 VN 

1 


BALLARD, ARTHUR T JR 

03 

F 

660926 

VN 

02 

F 

660424 VN 

1; 


NIX, COWAN GLENN 

03 

F 

661001 

VN 

04 

F 

660429 VN 

« 


BURNS, JOHN DOUGLAS 

04 

N 

661004 

VN 

03 

N 

660505 VN 

4 


MAKOWSKI, LOUIS FRANK 

04 

F 

661006 

VN 

05 

F 

660506 VN 



TANNER, CHARLES ‘NELS 

04 

N 

-661009 

VN. 

02 

F 

660508 VN 

It 


TERRY, ROSS RANDLE 

03 

N 

661009 

VN 

■03 

F - 

660530 VN 



WOODS, ROBERT DEANE 

03 

N 

661012 

VN - 

02 

F 

660601 VN 

% 

PURRINGTON, FREDERICK RAYM 

02 

N 

661020 

VN 

03 

F 

660601 VN 

V 

% 


CARPENIER, ALLEN RUSSELL 

03 

N 

661101 

VN 

03 

F 

660613 VN 



BISS, ROBERT IRVING 

03 

F 

661111 

VN 

02 

F 

660613 VN 

1 


MONLUX, HAROLD DELOSS 

02 

F 

661111 

VN 

04 

N 

660615 VN 



RINGSDDRF, HERBERT BENJAMI 

02 

r 

661111 

VN 

03 

N 

660617 VN 

i 


SWINDLE, ORSON GEORGE 111 

03 

M 

661111 

VN 

04 

N 

660621 VN 

\ 


CRECCA, JOSEPH 

02 

F 

661122 

VN 

03 

N 

660621 VN 



BERGER. JAMES ROBERT 

03 

F 

661202 

VN 

03 

F 

660629 VN 

m 

r • 

BURNS, DONALD RAY 

04 

F 

661202 

VN 

02 

F 

660701 VN 

w, 

1; • 

COROIER, KENNETH WILLIAM 

03 

F 

661202 

VN 

04 

F 

660706 VN 


r. 

FLESHER, HUBERT KELLY 

04 

F 

661202 

VN 

03 

F 

660707 VN 


U 

LANE, MICHAEL CHRISTOPHER 

02 

F 

661202 

VN 

02 

F 

660708 VN 



REHMANN, DAVID GEORGE 

02 

N 

661202 

VN 

03 

F 

660711 VN 


f- 

STUTZ, LEROY WILLIAM 

02 

F 

661202 

VN 

03 

F 

660720 VN 



GLENN, DANNY ELLOY 

02 

N 

661221 

VN 

02 

F 

660720 VN 



STRATTON, RICHARD ALLEN 

04 

N 

670105 

VN 

03 

F 

660720 VN 



MULLEN. RICHARD DEAN 

04 

N 

670106 

VN 

03 

F 

660720 VN 

At' 

f • 

1' 

CRONIN. MICHAEL PAUL 

02 

N 

670113 

VN 

03 

F 

660720 VN 


KERR. MICHAEL SCOTT 

02 

F 

670116 

VN 


I 


fuLlname 

HASTIN, RONALD LAKBERT 
STOREY. THOMAS GORDON 
BRADY, ALLEN COLBY 
JAYROE, JULIUS SKINNER 
KRAMER, GAUND DWIGHT 
BAUGH,, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
SPOON, DONALD RAY 
BRIDGER, BARRY BURTON 
GRAY, DAVID FLETCHER 
BOMAR, jack WILLIAMSON 
DAVIES, JOHN OWEN 
FER, JOHN 

SOOTER. DAVID WILLIAM 
DUART, DAVID HENRY 
JENSEN, JAY ROBERT 
THORNTON, GARY LYNN 
EVERSON, DAVID 
LUNA. JOSE DAVID 
GREENE, CHARLES E 
HITESHEW, JAMES EDWARD 
MOORE, ERNEST HILVIN 
CL/RK, JOHN WALTER 
CROW, FREDERICK AUSTIN 
FOWLER, HENRY POPE 
ORAMESI , JOHN ARTHUR 
MADISON. THOMAS MARK 
STERLING, THOMAS JAMES 
CHRISTIAN. MICHAEL DURHAM 
WILLIAMS, LEWIS IRVNG 
STACKHOUSE. CHARLES DAVID 
MEYER, ALTON BENNO 
RIATE, ALFONSO RAY 
SIGLER, GARY RICHARD 
TORKELSON, LOREN H 
ABBOTT, JOSEPH S JR 
ABBOTT, ROBERT ARCHIE 
JOHNSON, HAROLD E 
THORSNESS, LEO KEITH 
HUGHES. JAMES LINDBERG 
LARSON. GORDON ALBERT 
SHIVELY, JAMES RICHARD 
WIDEMAN, ROBERT EARL 
MCCUISTION, MICHAEL K 
GADDIS, NORMAN CARL 
ROLLINS, DAVID JOHN 
SOUTHWICK, CHARLES EVERETT 
HEILIGER, DONALD LESTER 
POLLARD, BEN M 
NAUGHTON, ROBERT JOHN 
ANDERSON, GARETH UVERNE 
MCDANIEL, EUGENE BAKER 
METZGER, WILLIAM JOHN 


m 



i 

r 

h 


999 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE CTRY.ORIG 



~ FULLNAME 

LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

02 

F 

670116 VN 



PLUMB, JOSEPH CHARLES 

02 

N 

. 03 

F 

670116 . VN 



RUSSELL. KAY 

04 

N 

05 

N 

670119 VN, 



STARK, WILLIAM ROBERT 

04 

N 

03 

F 

670119 VN 

- 

p 

MILLIGAN, JOSEPH EDWARD 

02 

F 

02 

F 

670119 VN 

§ 


VANLOAN, JACK LEE 

04 

F 

03 

F 

670121 VN 


?• 

VOGEL, RICHARD DALE 

04 

F 

02 

F 

670121 VN 


i' 

MECLEARY, READ BLAINE 

02 

N 

03 

F 

670123 VN 


) 

MEHL, JAMES PATRICK 

05 

N 

02 

F 

670123 VN 



CHAUNCEY, ARVIN RAY 

04 

N 

04 

F, 

670204 VN 


1 

SMITH, DEWEY LEE 

04 

F 

02 

F 

670204 VN 



CIUS, FRANK E 

E3 

M 

03 

F 

670204 VN 


f, 

£ 

HAINES, COLLINS HENRY 

04 

N 

W1 

A 

670217 VS 



HALL, THOMAS RENWICK 

02 

N 

03 

F 

670218 VN 


1 § 

STOCKMAN, HERVEY STUDDIE 

05 

F 

03 

F 

670218 VN 



WEBB, RONALD JOHN 

03 

F 

.01 

N 

670220 VN 



MCMANUS, KEVIN JOSEPH 

02 

F 

04 

F 

670310 VN 



MECKENBIER, EDWARD JOHN 

02 

F 

03 

F 

670310 VN 



PIRIE, JAMES GLENN 

04 

N 

03 

F 

670311 VN 



BAILEY, JAMES WILLIAM 

02 

N 

04 

F 

670311 VN 



LAWRENCE, WILLIAM PORTER 

05 

N 

05 

N 

670311 VN 


f. 

HARDY, WILLi;J4 H 

03 

A 

03 

F 

670312 VN 



MCGRATH, JOHN MICILAEL 

03 

N 

05 

F 

670326 VN 



RAYFORD, KING DAVID JR 

E3 

A 

02 

F 

670326 VN 


w 

WADDELL, DEWEY WAYNE 

04 

F 

03 

F 

670402 VN 

f 


HUGHEY, KENNETH RAYMOND 

04 

F 

04 

F, 

670419 VN 

? 


POLLACK, MELVIN 

02 

F 

04 

F 

670419 VN 

1 


MARTIN, EDWARD HOLMES 

04 

N 

02 

N 

670424 VN 

Si 


FRANK, MARTIN S 

E5 

A 

02 

N 

670424 VN 



HENRY, NATHAN BARNEY 

E4 

A 

03 

N . 

'670425 VN 

- i 


MCMURRAY, COROINE 

E5 

A . 

03 

F 

670426 VN 



NEWELL, STANLEY ARTHUR 

E4 

A 

E4 

M- - 

670426 VS 

d 

A 

PERRICONE, RICHARD ROBERT 

E4 

A 

02 

F 

670429 VN 

5 


FULLER, ROBERT BYRON 

05 

N 

02 

F 

670429 VN 



COPELAND, HC 

04 

F 

03 

F 

670430 VN 



FLORA, CARROLL E 

E6 

A 

02 

F 

670430 VN 

f 


ZUHOSKI, CHARLES PETER 

02 

N 

03 

F 

670430 VN 



NEWCOMB, WALLACE GRANT 

03 

F 

04 

F 

670430 VN 



CHAMBERS, CARL DENNIS 

02 

F 

05 

r 

670505 VN 



WILSON, GLENN HUBERT 

03 

F 

05 

F 

670505 VN 



LENQYEL. LAUREN ROBERT 

03 

F 

02 

F 

670505 VN 



MYERS, GLENN LEO 

02 

F 

02 

N 

670506 VN 


NORRIS, THOMAS ELMER 

03 

F 

03 

F 

670508 VN 



PARROTT, THOMAS VANCE 

03 

F 

06 

F 

670512 VN 



GOODERMOTE, WAYNE KEITH 

02 

N 

03 

N 

670514 VN 



HYATT. LEO GREGORY 

04 

N 

04 

N 

670514 VN 



BUDD, LEONARD R JR 

E3 

M 

03 

F 

670515 VN 


1 

FLYNN, ROBERT J 

03 

N 

03 

F 

670515 VN 


; 

HARDMAN, WILLIAM MORGAN 

04 

N 

03 

N 

670518 VN 



PROFILET, LEO TWYMAN 

05 

N 

02 

N 

670519 VN 



BAKER, ELMO CLINNARD 

04 

F 

04 

N 

670519 VN 


'1; • 

CARRIGAN, LARRY EDWARD 

03 

F 

02 

N 

670519 VN 



' GERNDT, GERALD LEE 

02 

F 


IDATE CTRY_ORIG 

670519 VN 
670519 VH 
670519 VN 
670520 VN 
670520 VN 
670522 VN 
670526 VN 
670530 VN 
670531 VN 
670602 VN 
670603 U 
670605 VN 
670610 VN 
670611 VN 
670611 VN 
670614 VN 
670614 VN 
670622 VN 
670628 VN 
670628 VN 
670629 VS 
670630 VN 
670702 VS 
670705 VN 
670706 VN 
670706 VN 
670709 VN 
670712 VS 
670712 VS 
670712 VS 
-670712 VS 
670712 VS 
670714 VN 
670717 VN 
670721 VS 
670731 VN 
670803 VN 
670807 VN 
670807 VN 
670809 VN 
670809 VN 
670812 VN 
670812 VN 
670813 VN 
670813 VN 
670821 VS 
670821 CH 
670821 VN 
670821 VN 
670823 VN 
670823 VN 
670823 VN 



FULLNAME 

SAWHILL, ROBERT RALSTON 
TYLER, CHARLES ROBERT 
HESS, JAY.CRIDDLE 
DAY. GEORGE EVERETTE 
CAREY, DAVID JAY 
STAFFORD, HUGH ALLEN 
BA6LEY, BOBBY RAY 
STAVAST, JOHN EDWARD 
VENANZI, GERALD SANTO 
BARNETT, ROBERT WARREN 
SCHOEFFEL. PETER VANRUYTER 
TRAUTHAN, KONRAD WIGAHD 
AUSTIN, WILLIAM RENWICK 
CLEMENTS, JAMES ARLEN 
MILLER, EDISON WAINRIGHT 
WARNER. JAMES HOIE 
ANDREWS, ANTHONY CHARLES 
ODELL. DONALD EUGENE 
SULLIVAN, DWIGHT EVERETT 
GILLESPIE, CHARLES R 
LEWIS, EARL GARDNER 
HORINEK, RAMON ANTON 
SMITH, RICHARD EUGENE 
DANIELS, VERLYNE WAYNE 
MCCAIN, JOHN SIDNEY 
RICE, CHARLES DONALD 
FLYNN, JOHN PETER 
STIRH, ROBERT LEWIS 
TEMPERLEY, RUSSELL EDWARD 
KIRK, THOMAS HENRY 
DUnON, RICHARD ALLEN 
ELLIS, LEON FRANCIS 
FISHER. KENNETH 
BRENNEMAN, RICHARD CHARLES 
SCHULZ, PAUL HENRY 
SULLIVAN, TIMOTHY BERNARD 
KEY, WILSON DENVER 
GLOWER, CLAUDE DOUGLAS 
FORD, DAVID EDWARD 
LIGON, VERNON PEYTON 
STIER, THEODORE GERHARD 
VISSOTZKY, RAYMOND WALTON 
BUTLER, WILLIAM WALLACE 
KUSHNER, FLOYD HAROLD 
SEHORN, JAMES ELDON 
HILL, HOWARD JOHN 
BOYER, TERRY LEE 
ELLIS, JEFFREY THOMAS 
FLEENOR, KENNETH RAYMOND 
CRANER, ROBERT ROGER 
6RUTERS, GUY DENNIS 
HICKERSON, JAMES MARTIN 


I 


1000 


1001 


LOSSJK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


04 

F 

670823 

VN 

04 

F 

670823 

VN 

03 

F 

670824 

VN 

04 

F 

670826 

VN 

02 

N 

670831 

VN 

04 

N 

670831 

VN 

04 

F 

670916 

VN 

04 

F 

670917 

VN 

02 

F 

670917 

VN 

04 

F 

671003 

VN 

04 

N 

671004 

VN 

03 

F 

671005 

VN 

03 

F 

671007 

VN 

04 

F 

671009 

VN 

05 

M 

671013 

VN 

02 

M 

671013 

VN 

03 

F 

671017 

VN 

04 

F 

671017 

VN 

04 

F 

671017 

VN 

05 

N 

671024 

VN 

02 

N 

671024 

VN 

04 

F 

671025 

VN 

04 

F 

671025 

VN 

05 

N 

671026 

VN 

04 

N 

671026 

VN 

02 

N 

671026 

VN 

06 

F 

671027 

VN 

04 

F 

671027 

VN 

03* 

■ F 

671027 

VN 

•05 

F - 

A71028 

VN 

04 

F 

671105 

VN 

03 

F 

671107 

VN 

03 

F 

671107 

VN 

02 

F 

671108 

VN 

04 

N 

671116 

VN 

02 

N 

671116 

VN 

03 

N 

671117 

VN 

04 

N 

671119 

VN 

03 

F 

671119 

VN 

05 

F 

671119 

VN 

02 

N 

671119 

VN 

04 

F 

671119 

VN 

03 

F 

671120 

VN 

03 

A 

671130 

VS 

03 

F 

671214 

VN 

02 

F 

671216 

VN 

02 

F 

671217 

VN 

03 

F 

671217 

VN 

04 

F 

671217 

VN 

04 

F 

671220 

VN 

03 

F 

671220 

VN 

04 

N 

671222 

VN 


«;• 






* • 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY.ORIG 

BEAN, JAMES ELLIS 


06 

F 

680103 

VN 

ESTES, EDWARD DALE 


04 

N 

680103 

VN 

ANTON, FRANCIS GENE 


W2 

A 

680105 

VS 

LEWIS, ROBERT 


E4 

A 

680105 

VS 

PFl STIR, JAMES F JR 


13 

A 

680105 

VS 

SCHWEITZER, ROBERT JAMES 


05 

N 

680105 

VN 

MARKER, DAVID NORTHRUP 


E3 

A 

680108 

VS 

DALY, JAMES ALEXANDER JR 


E3 

A 

680109 

VS 

HALL, KEITH NORMAN 


03 

F 

680110 

VN 

LEBERT, RONALD MERL 


02 

F 

680114 

VN 

SUMPTER, THOMAS WRENNE 


04 

F 

680114 

VN 

TERRELL, IRBY DAVID 


04 

F 

680114 

VN 

WALKER, HUBERT C 


03 

F 

680114 

VN 

MOE, THOMAS NELSON 


02 

F 

680116 

VN 

HINCKLEY, ROBERT BRUCE 


03 

F 

680118 

VN 

JONES, ROBERT CAMPBELL 


02 

F 

680118 

VN 

SIMONET, KENNETH ADRIAN 


04 

F 

680118 

VN 

SMITH, WAYNE OGDEN 


02 

F 

680118 

VN 

BENGE. MICHAEL 


— 

V 

680128 

VS 

KJOME, MICHAEL H 


— 

V 

680131 ' 

VS' 

YOUNG, JOHN ARTHUR 


E4 

A 

680131 

VS 

ADKINS, CLODEN 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

DAVES, GARY LAWRENCE 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

GOSTAS, THEODORE W 


03 

A 

680201 

VS 

HENDERSON, ALEXANDER 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

MANHARO, PHILLIP W 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

MEYER, LEWIS E 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

OLSEN. ROBERT F 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

PAGE, RUSSELL J 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

RANDER, DONALD J 


E6 

A 

680201 

VS 

RUSHTON, THOMAS 

- 

— 

V 

680201 

vs 

SPAULDING, RICHARD 


— 

V 

680201 

-VS 

STARK, LAWRENCE J 


“ 

V 

680201 

vs 

WEAVER, EUGENE 


— 

V 

680201 

VS 

WILLIS. CHARLES E 


— 

V 

680201 

vs 

ANDERSON, JOHN THOMAS 


E7 

A 

680203 

vs 

DEERIN6, JOHN ARTHUR 


E4 

M 

680203 

vs 

OIBERNARDO, JAMES VINCENT 


02 

M 

680203 

vs 

ETTMUELLER, HARRY L 


E5 

A 

680203 

vs 

GOUIN, OONAT JOSEPH 


E7 

A 

680203 

vs 

BROOKENS, NORMAN J 


— 

V 

680204 

vs 

OCONNOR, MICHAEL FRANCIS 


W2 

A 

680204 

vs 

UTECHT, RICHARD W 


— 

V 

680204 

vs 

LASITER, CARL WILLIAM 


03 

F 

680205 

VN 

ROLLINS, JAMES U 


— 

V 

680205 

vs 

BRANDE, HARVEY G 


E7 

A 

680207 

vs 

MCMURRY, WILLIAM G 


E4 

A 

680207 

vs 

THOMPSON, DENNIS L 


E6 

A 

680207 

vs 

CHENOWETH, ROBERT PRESTON 


E5 

A 

680208 

vs 

LINKER. MICHAEL ROBERT 


E4 

A 

680208 

vs 

PURCELL, BENJAMIN H 


05 

A 

680208 

vs 

ROSE, JOSEPH 


W2 

A 

680208 

vs 



FULLNAME 

ZIEGLER. ROY ESPER II 
WRITER, LAWRENCE DANIEL 
DONALD, MYRON LEE 
GUTTEfiSON, LAIRD 
FRIESE, LAWRENCE VICTOR 
MARVEL, JERRY WENDELL 
RIDGEWAY, RONALD LEWIS 
DAVIS, THOMAS JAMES 
MCMILLAN, ISIAH 
DOSS, DALE WALTER 
SHUMAN, EDWIN ARTHUR 
DUNN, JOHN GAL8REATH 
GUY, THEODORE WILSON 
ARCHER, BRUCE RAYMOND 
MONTAGUE, PAUL JOSEPH 
STISCHER. WALTER MORRIS 
RODRIQUEZ, FERDINAND A 
HELLE, ROBERT R 
KAVANAUGH, ABEL L 
SPARKS, JOHN G 
FINLAY, JOHN STEWART 
NORRINGTON, GILES RODERICK 
TANGEMAN, RICHARD GEORGE 
BAIRD, BILL ALLEN • 
BRANCH, MICHAEL PATRICK 
LEOPOLD, STEPHEN RYDER 
LONG, JULIUS WOLLEN JR 
JAMES, CHARLIE NEGUS 
UYEYAMA, TERRY JUN 
MILLER, EDWIN FRANK 
SCHRUHP, RAYMOND CECIL 
INGVALSON, ROGER DEAN 
LEONARD, EDWARD W 
WILBER. WALTER EUGENE 
MOBLEY, JOSEPH SCOTT 
BURNS, MICHAEL THOMAS 
CRUMPLER, CARL BOYETTE 
JAMES, GOBEL DALE 
NECO-QUINONES, FELIX V 
BROWN, PAUL GORDON 
FANT, ROBERT ST CLAIR 
WINN, DAVID WILLIAM 
SHANAHAN, JOSEPH FRANCIS 
ELBERT, FRED 
HOFFSON, ARTHUR THOMAS 
MAYHEW, william JOHN 
JOHNSON, BOBBY LOUIS 
COSKEY, KENNETH LEON 
WOODS, BRIAN DUNSTAN 
OSBORNE. DALE HARRISON 
DRABIC. PETER E 
RUHLING, MARK JOHN 


LOSS.RI' SERVICE IDATE CTRY_0RIG 


W1 

■ A 

680208 

VS 

03 

F 

680215 

,VN 

02 

r 

680223 

VH 

04 

F 

680223 

VN 

03 

M 

680224 

VN 

04 

M 

680224 

VN 

E3 

M 

680225 

VS 

ES 

A 

680311 

VS 

E4 

A 

680311 

VS 

04 

■ N 

680317 

VN 

04 

N 

680317 

VN 

03 

A 

680318 

VS 

05 

F 

680322 

VS 

03 

M 

680328 

VS 

03 

M 

680328 

VS 

04 

F 

680413 

LA 

E2 

A 

680414 

VS 

E3 

M 

680424 

VS 

E4 

M 

680424 

VS 

E3 

A 

680424 

VS 

05 

F 

680428 

VN 

03 

N 

680505 

VN 

03 

N 

680505 

VN 

E4 

A 

680506 

VS 

E4 

A 

680506 

VS 

■03 

A 

680509 

vs 

£4 

A 

680512 

VS 

05 

N 

680518 

VN 

03 

F 

680518 

VN 

02 

N 

.680522 

VN 

-04 

A 

680523 

•VS 

‘ 04 

F 

680528 

VN 

03 - 

F 

680531 

LA 

05 

N 

680616 

VN 

02 

N 

680624 

VN 

02 

F 

680705 

VN 

05 

F 

680705 

VN 

04 

F 

680715 

VN 

E3 

A 

680716 

VS 

02 

H 

680725 

VN 

03 

N 

680725 

VN 

06 

F 

680809 

VN 

03 

F 

680815 

VN 

E3 

M 

680816 

VS 

02 

F 

680817 

VN 

03 

N 

680817 

VN 

E4 

A 

680625 

VS 

05 

N 

680906 

VN 

04 

N 

680918 

VN 

04 

N 

680923 

VN 

E3 

A 

680924 

VS 

03 

F 

681123 

VN 


• • 




•I • 


* • 


• • 


FULLNAME 

MEHRER, GUSTAV ALOIS 
GUGGEN0ER6ER, GARY JOHN 
FRITZ, JOHN J 
MACPHAIL, DON A 
NEWINGHAM, JAMES A 
LONG, STEPHEN G 
KERNS, GAIL M 
DAUGHERTY, LENARD EDWARD 
HORIO, THOMAS TERUO 
JACQUEZ, JUAN L 
JELLIER, DENNIS A 
CHIRICHIGNO, LUIS GENARDO 
NOWICKI, JAMES ERNEST 
WHITE, ROBERT THOMAS 
BEDINGER, HENRY JAMES 
ANZALDUA, JOSE JESUS JR 
HEFEL, DANIEL 
KOBASHIGAWA, TOM Y 
PARSELS, JOHN WILLIAM 
TABS, ROBERT ERNEST 
MILLER, ROGER ALAN 
ELLIOTT, ARTICE W 
CROWSON, FREDERICK H 
MASLOWSKI, DANIEL F 
ALBERT, KEITH ALEXANDER 
SPRINGHAH, RICHARD 
KEESEE, BOBBY JOE 
GOTNER, NOBERT A 
ALLWINE, DAVID FRANKLIN 
ANSHUS, RICHARD CAMERON 
PRATHER, PHILLIP DEAN 
JHESTAND, JAMES HARDY 
BUTCHER, JACK H 
MALO, ISAAKO F 
CAVAIANI, JON R 
WALDHAUS, RICHARD G 
HILDEBRAND, LELANO 
WELLS, KENNETH 
JOHNSON, KENNETH 
VAUGHN, SAMUEL R 
GUENTHER. LYNN 
HOFFMAN, DAVID WESLEY 
GALATI, RALPH W 
SCHWERTFEGER, WILLIAM R 
CUTTER, JAMES D 
FRASER, KENNETH J 
HAWLEY, EDWIN A JR 
ASTORGA, JOSE MANUEL 
HENDERSON. WILLIAM J 
CARLSON, ALBERT E 
SMITH, MARK A 
WALLINGFORD, KENNETH 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY. 

e: 

A 

681225 

VS . 

E4 

A 

690114 

VS 

— 

V. 

690208 

VS 

E3 

A 

690208 

VS 

— 

V 

690208 

VS 

02 

F 

690228 

LA 

E5 

A 

690327' 

VS 

E4 

A 

690511 

VS 

E4 

A . 

690511 

VS 

E4 

A 

690511 

VS 

E3 

M 

690619 

VS 

03 

A 

691102 

VS 

W1 

A 

691102 

VS 

03 

A 

691115 

VS 

02 

N 

691122 

LA • 

E4 

M 

700123 

VS 

E4 

A 

700205 

VS 

E5 

A 

700205 

VS 

03 

A 

700205 

VS 

E6 

A 

700412 

VS 

W1 

A 

700415 

VS 

04 

A 

700426 

VS 

E4 

A 

700502 

CB 

W1 

A 

700502 

CB 

E4 

A 

700521 

VS 

E4 

A 

700525 

CB 

— 

V 

700918 

VN 

04 

F 

710203 

LA 

ES 

A 

710304 

VS 

02 

A 

710308 

VS 

W1 

A 

710308 

VS 

W1 

A 

710317 

CB 

02 

F 

710324 

U 

E3 

A 

710424 

VS 

E5 

A 

710605 

VS 

" 

V 

710804 

VS 

04 

F 

711218 

VN 

02 

F 

711218 

VN 

04 

F 

711219 

VN 

02 

F 

711219 

VN 

03 

F 

711226 

VN 

04 

N 

711230 

VN 

02 

F 

720216 

VN 

03 

F 

720216 

VN 

03 

F 

720217 

VN 

03 

F 

720217 

VN 

03 

F 

720217 

VN 

E4 

A 

720402 

VS 

02 

F 

720403 

VS 

04 

A 

720407 

VS 

03 

A 

720407 

VS 

E8 

A 

720407 

VS 



1004 


FULLNAME 


■LOSSJf: SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


RAY, JOHNNIE L 
WANAT, GEORGE K JR 
OESPIEGLER, GALE A 
MOLINARE, ALBERT R 
SOUOER, JAMES BURTON 
AYRES, TIMOTHY ROBERT 
SIENICkI, THEODORE S 
KERNAN, JOSEPH EUGENE 
POLFER, CLARENCE 
REEDER, WILLIAM S 
RUDLOFF, STEPHEN A 
KiniNGER, JOSEPH W JR 
PADGETT, JAMES P 
REICH, WILLIAM J 
TALLEY, WILLIAM H 
MOTT. DAVID P 
NICHOLS, AUBREY ALLEN 
THOMAS, WILLIAM E 
WILLIAMS, JAMES W 
BEAN, WILLIAM RAYMOND JR 
BYRNS. WILLIAM G 
BEELER. CARROLL, ROBERT 
LATENDRESSE, THOMAS B 
MURPHY, JOHN S, JR 
ANGUS, WILLIAM KERR 
FULTON, RICHARD J 
HANSON, GREGG 0 
CALLAGHAN, PETER A 
ROSE, GEORGE A 
BEEKMAN, WILLIAM DAVID 
GRANT. DAVID B 
JACKSON. CHARLES A 
BAKER. DAVID EARLE 
CERAK, JOHN P 
OINGEE, DAVID B 
FRANCIS. RICHARD L 
HANTON, THOMAS J 
MCDOW, RICHARD H 
CHENEY, KEVIN J 
ROBINSON, PAUL K 
MARSHALL, MARION A 
ELANOER, WILLIAM J JR 
LOGAN, DONALD K 
SEEK, BRIAN J 
SPENCER, WILLIAM A 
KROBOTH. ALAN J 
LESESNE, HENRY D 
MASTERSON, FREDERICK J 
RANDALL, ROBERT I 
PAIGE, GORDON CURTIS 
KULA, JAMES D 
MATSUI, MELVIN K 


03 

A 

720408 

VS 

03 

A 

720408 

VS 

04 

F 

720415 

VN 

03 

N 

720427 

VN 

04 

N 

720427 

VN 

03 

F 

720503 

VN 

02 

F 

720503 

VN 

02 

N 

720507 

VN 

05 

N 

720507 

VN 

03 

A 

720509 

VS 

03 

N 

720510 

VN 

05 

F 

720511 

VN 

04 

F 

720511 

VN 

02 

F. 

720511 

. VN 

04 

F 

720511 

VN 

03 

F 

720519 

VS 

03 

N 

720519 

VN 

W2 

M 

720519 

VS 

03 

F 

720520 

VN 

03 

F 

720523 

VN 

03 

F 

720523 

VN 

03 

N 

720524 

VN 

03 

N 

720527 

VN 

03 

F 

720608 

VS 

03 

M 

720611 

VN 

02 

F 

720613 

VN 

02 

F 

720613 

VN 

02 

F 

720621 

VN 

03 

F 

720621 

VN 

03 

F 

720624 

VN 

03 

F 

720624 

VN 

02 

-F 

72D624- 

VN 

03 

F 

720627 

CB 

03 

F 

720627 

VN 

03 

F 

720627 

VN 

03 

F 

720627 

VN 

03 

F 

720627 

VN 

02 

F 

720627 

VN 

03 

F 

720701 

VN 

04 

F 

720701 

VN 

03 

F 

720703 

VN 

04 

F 

720705 

VN 

02 

F 

720705 

VN 

02 

F 

720705 

VN 

03 

F 

720705 

VN 

02 

M 

720707 

VS 

04 

N 

720711 

VN 

03 

N 

720711 

VN 

03 

N 

720711 

VN 

04 

N 

720722 

VN 

03 

F 

720729 

VN 

03 

F 

720729 

VN 




1006 


. FULLNAHE 

SPONEYBERGER, ROBERT 0 
WILSON, WILLIAM W 
YUILL, JOHN H 
RIESS, CHARLES F 
COOK, JAMES R 
HUDSON, ROBERT M 
LABEAU, MICHAEL N 
VAVROCH, DUANE P 
ANDERSON, JOHN WESLEY 
JEFCOAT, CARL H 
TRIMBLE, JACK R 
WARD, BRIAN H 
AGNEW, ALFRED HOWARD 
CONDON, JAMES C 
CUSIMANO, SAMUEL B 
GOUGH, JAMES W 
LEWIS. FRANK D 
KIENTZLER, PHILLIP A 


Number of Records Output: 591 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY ORIG 


03 F 

02 F 

05 F 

03 F 

E6 F 

02 F 

03 F 

02 F 

03 F 

04 F 

02 F 

02 F 

04 N 

04 F 

03 F 

E7 F 

03 F 

04 N 


721222 VN 
721222 VN 
721222 VN 
721224 U 
721226 VN 
721226 VN 
721226 VN 
721226 VN 
721227 VN 
721227 VN 
721227 VN 
721227 VN 
721228 VN 
721228 VN 
721228 VN 
721228 VN 
721228 VN 
730127 VS 


• * 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• # 




* • 


1007 


^AB 0: Unaccounted for at Completion of Homecoming, 2 April 1973, 

Page 1 


FULLNAHE 

COTTON, JAMES PAUL 

INGRAM, ERIC STEPHEN 

LOSS.Rt 

: SERVICE 

V 

V 

IDATE 

CTRYJ 

VS 

VS 

DUFFY, CHARLES J 

— 

V 

610113 

lA 

BANKOWSKI, ALFONS ALOYZE 

' E5 

F 

610323 

lA 

GARSIDE, FREDERICK THOMAS 

E5 

F 

610323 

LA 

MAGEE, RALPH WAYNE 

02 

F 

610323 

LA 

MATTESON, GLENN (NMN) 

01 

F 

610323 

LA 

SAMPSON, LESLIE VERNE 

E5 

F 

610323 

lA 

WEITKAMP, EDGAR WILKEN 

W1 

A 

610323 

LA 

WESTON, OSCAR BRANCH JR 

02 

F 

610323 

LA 

BIBER, GERALD MACK 

E5 

A 

610422 

LA 

BISCHOFF, JOHN MALCOLM 

E7 

A 

610422 

LA 

MOON, WALTER HUGH 

04 

A 

610422 

LA 

GERBER. DANIEL A 

— 

V 

620530 

VS 

MITCHELL, ARCHIE EMERSON 


V 

620530 

VS 

VICTTI, ELEANOR A 

— 

V 

620530 

VS 

BLEWETT. ALAN L 

— 

V . 

620714 

LA 

PARKS, RAYMOND F 

E6 

A 

620714 

LA 

SIMPSON,' ROBERT LEWIS 

03 

F 

620828 

VS 

ANDERSON, THOMAS EDWARD 

E4 

M 

621006 

VS 

'ACOBSEN, ELLWDOD L 

~ 

V 

630304 

VS 

CRUZ, RAPHAEL (NMN) 

E5 

F 

630902 

VS 

MCKINNEY, NEIL BERNARD 

02 

F 

630902 

VS 

PURCELL, HOWARD PHILIP 

03 

F 

630902 

VS 

CHENEY, JOSEPH C 


V 

630905 

LA 

DEBRUIN, EUGENE H 

— 

V 

630905 

U 

HERRICK, CHARLES 

— 

V 

630905 

LA 

DENTON, MANUEL REYES 

E4 

N 

631008 

VS 

RITCHEY, LUTHER EDMOND JR 

E3 

M 

631008 

VS 

WADSWORTH, DEAN AMICK 

03 

F 

631008 

VS 

VERSACE, HUMBERTO ROQUE 

03 

A 

631029 

VS 

CODY, HOWARD RUDOLPH 

03 

F 

631124 

VS 

RORABACK, KENNETH M 

E8 

A 

631124 

VS 

GORTON, THOMAS FREDERICK 

03 

F 

631206 

VS 

HILL, RICHARD DALE 

E3 

F 

631206 

VS 

ANGELL, MARSHALL JOSEPH 

E5 

A 

631212 

VS 

HICKMAN, VINCENT JOSEPH 

03 

F 

640114 

VS 

MITCHELL, CARL BERG 

04 

F 

640114 

VS 

METOYER, BRYFORD GLENN 

02 

A 

640118 

VS 

STRALEY, JOHN LEROY 

E3 

A 

640118 

vs 

WHITESIDES, RICHARD LEBROU 

03 

F 

640326 

VS 

GREER, ROBERT LEE 

E2 

M 

640607 

vs 

SCHRECKENGOST, FRED T 

E2 

M 

640607 

VS 

LEDBETTER, THOMAS ISAAC 

03 

A 

640619 

vs 

TALLEY, JAMES LANE 

E4 

A 

640619 

vs 

SATHER, RICHARD CHRISTIAN 

02 

N 

640605 

VN 

CUTRER, FRED CLAY JR 

03 

F 

640806 

vs 

RASTER, LEONARD LEE 

02 

F 

640806 

vs 

GRAINGER, JDSEPH W 

— 

V 

640808 

vs 

WALKER, KENNETH EARL 

03 

F 

641002 

vs 

WOODS, LAWRENCE (NMN) 

E6 

A 

641024 

CB 

DAWSON, DANIEL GEORGE 

02 

A 

641106 

vs 

BLOOM, OARL RUSSELL 

03 

H 

641113 

VS 



1 


Thursday, \2 December 1991 


FULLNAHE . 

NIPPER, DAVID 
SANSONE, DOMINICK (NMN) 
VADEN* WOODROW WILSON 
TADIOS, LEONARD HASAYON 
PARKS, JOE 

BENNETT, HAROLD GEORGE 
COOK, DONALD GILBERT 
DODGE. EDWARD RAY 
MCDONALD, KURT CASEY 
HERTZ, GUSTAV 
DICKSON, EDWARD ANDREW 
MCLEAN, JAMES HENRY 
FRAKES, DWIGHT GLENN 
SMITH, RICHARD D 
CLYDESDALE, CHARLES FREDRI 
HUME. KENNETH EDWARD 
MCKINLEY, GERALD WAYNE 
SMITH, GEORGE CRAIG 
0RAE6ER, WALTER FRANK JR 
1AGNUSSON, JAMES A JR 
BAKER. ARTHUR DALE 
LEWIS, JAMES W 
ROARK, WILLIAM MARSHALL 
FEGAN, RONALD JAMES 
MURPHY, TERENCE MEREDITH 
_ SWANSON, WILLIAM EDWARD 
WOODWORTH. SAMUEL ALEXANDE 
WHEELER, JAMES MLEE 
SHEA, JAMES PATRICK 
' SHELTON, CHARLES ERVIN 
STUBBERFIELD, ROBERT A 
lAHAYE, JAMES DAVID 
KARDELL, DAVID ALLEN 
WI STRAND, ROBERT C 
HfiOLICKA, DAVID LOUIS 
TAVARES, JOHN R 
DONOVAN, LEROY MELVIN 
HARPER, RICHARD K 
WALKER, ORIEN J 
LYNN, DOYLE WILHER 
CROSBY, FREDERICK PETER 
AMSPACHER, WILLIAM HARRY J 
CHRISTIAN, DAVID MARION 
MCMICAN, M D 
PLANTS, THOMAS LEE 
ROMANO, GERALD MICHAEL 
DALE, CHARLES ALVA 
DEmON, DAVID STANLEY 
COHPA. JOSEPH JAMES JR 
CURLEE, ROBERT LEE JR 
DOUGHTIE, carl LOUIS 
HAGEN, CRAIG LOUIS 


1008 



• 
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Page 2 













Thursday, 12 December 1991 




Page 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE CTRY.ORIG 












I 

FULLNAHE 

LOSS.Rt: 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY^ORIG 

' li 

M 

641121 VS 


i 






E7 

A 

641210 VS 

# 

• ^ 

HALL, WALTER LOUIS 

02 

A 

650610 

VS 

04 

F 

641210 VS 



JOHNSON, BRUCE G 

03 

A 

650610 

VS 

E5 

A 

641211 VS 


! 

OWENS. FRED MONROE 

E7 

A 

650610 

VS 

E7 

A 

641222 VS 


i 

SAEGAERT, DONALD RUSSELL 

Wl 

A 

650610 

VS 

E4 

A 

641229 VS 


1 ■ 

HOLLAND, LAWRENCE THOMAS 

04 

F 

650612 

VS 

03 

M 

641231 VS 


1 

SCHUMANN, JOHN ROBERT 

04 

A 

650616 

VS 

E7 

A 

641231 VS 


,) 

ARMOND, ROBERT UURENCE 

03 

F 

650618 

VS 

03 

F , 

641231 VS 



GEHRIG, JAMES M JR 

04 

F 

650618 

VS 

"• , 

V 

650202 VS 



LOWRY, TYRRELL GORDON 

03 . 

F 

650618 

VS 

03 

N 

650207 VN 


• 

MARSHALL, JAMES ALFRED 

02 

F 

650618 

VS 

E4 

A 

650209 VS 



NEVILLE, WILLIAM EDWARD 

E6 

F 

650618 

VS 

E7 

N 

650224 VS 



ROBERTS, HAROLD J JR 

E7 

F 

650618 

VS 

03 

F 

65D311 VS 



WATSON, FRANK PETER 

03 

F 

650618 

VS 

02 

N 

650315 VS 



VAN CAMPEN, THOMAS CHARLES 

E3 

A 

650624 

vs 

04 

N ■ 

650329 VN 



MONGIURDI, PETER NMN JR 

05 

N 

650625 

VN 

02 

N 

650331 VN 



JACKSON, CARL EDWIN 

03 

F 

650627 

VS 

02 

F 

650403 VN 



ROTH, BILLIE LEROY 

E5 

F 

650627 

VS 

03 

F 

650404 VN 



LINDSEY. MARVIN NELSON 

04 

F 

650629 

VN 

03 

F 

650404 VN 

# 

A 

EISENBRAUN, WILLIAM F 

03 

A 

650705 

VS 

03 

F 

650407 LA . 


w 

WILLIAMSON, DON IRA 

03 

F 

650707 

VN 

03 

F 

650407 LA 



BRAM, RICKARD CRAIG 

E6 

M 

650708 

VS 

03 

N 

650407 VN 



DINGWALL, JOHN FRANCIS 

E7 

M 

650708 

VS 

01 

N 

650409 CH 



GALLANT, HENRY JOSEPH 

E8 

A 

650713 

VS 

02 

N 

650409 CH 



TAYLOR, FRED (NMN) 

E7 

A 

650713 

VS 

02 

N 

650411 LA 



AVORE, MALCOLM ARTHUR 

03 

N 

650718 

VS 

03 

F ■ . 

650417 VN 



FOBAIR, R05COE HENRY 

03 

F 

650724 

VN 

03 

F 

650418 VS 

- 


KOSKO, WALTER- 

03 

F 

650727 

VN 

02 

N 

650420 VN 

• 

A 

BROWN, EDWARD DEAN JR 

02 

N 

650729 

VS 

03 

F" 

650429 U 

w 

• 

WEATHERBY, JACK WILTON 

03 

F 

650729 

VN 

03 

F 

650506 VN 



HAIL, WILLIAM W 

04 

F 

650802 

VS 

05 

N 

650508 VN 



BOWER. JOSEPH EDWARD 

04 

F 

650803 

VN 

03 

N 

650509 VN 



GRAY, HAROLD EDWIN JR 

04 

N 

650807 

VN 

03 

F 

650509 LA 



MAILHES. LAWRENCE SCOTT 

02 

N 

650810 

VS 

03 

F 

650518 LA 



BROWN, DONALD HUBERT JR 

02 

N 

650812 

VN 

” 

V 

650518 VS 



GOLLAHON, GENE RAYMOND 

03 

N 

650813 

VN 

E7 

A 

650519 VS 



MELLOR, FREDRIC M . 

03 

F 

650813 

VN 

W3 

A 

650519 VS 

m, 


THOMAS, HARRY EUGENE 

05 

N 

650813 

VN 

03 

A 

650523 VS 

W 

• 

MCWHORTER, HENRY STERLING 

03 

N 

650829 

VN 

05 

N 

650527 VN 



TAYLOR. EDO DAVID 

03 

N 

650829 

VN 

04 

N 

650601 VN 



BRANCH. JAMES ALVIN 

03 

F 

650904 

VN 

E4 

N 

650602 VN 



JEWELL, EUGENE M 

02 

F 

650904 

VN 

02 

N 

650602 VN 



LAGRANO, WILLIAM JOHN 

W2 

A 

650905 

VS 

02 

N 

650602 VN 



MARSHALL. RICHARO CARLTON 

03 

F 

650905 

VS 

E5 

N 

650602 VN 



SHAW, EDWARD BRENDAN 

02 

N 

650905 

VN 

02 

N 

650602 VN 



GOODWIN, CHARLES 6 

02 

N 

650908 

VN 

02 

A 

650609 VS 



RUDOLPH, ROBERT OAVIO 

02 

N 

650908 

VN 

E5 

A 

650609 VS 

f 

# 

GREEN, GERALD (NMN) 

02 

N 

650912 

VN 

E6 

A 

650610 VS 



MOSSMAN, JOE RUSSELL 

02 

N 

650913 

VN 

E6 

A 

650610 VS 



TAYLOR. NEIL BROOKS 

02 

N 

650914 

VS 

02 

N 

650610 VN 



KLENDA, DEAN ALBERT 

02 

F 

650917 

VN 

E5 

A 

650610 VS 



BARBER, ROBERT FRANKLIN 

03 

N 

650918 

VN 






VOGT, LEONARD FREDERICK JR 

05 

N 

650918 

VN 



1010 


1011 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAHE 

HAWKINS, EDGAR L 
MARTIN, DUANE WHITNEY 
OSBORN, GEOFFREY HOLMES 
GARWOOD, ROBERT RUSSELL 
CHESNUTT, CHAMBLESS M 
CKWAN, MICHAEL D 
KILLIAN, MELVIN J 
MASSUCCI, MARTIN J 
OFFUTT, GARY PHELPS 
SCHARF, CHARLES J 
POGREBA, OEAN ANDREW 
SCHULER, ROBERT HARRY JR 
MAYER, RODERICK LEWIS 
OLMSTEAO, STANLEY E 
PYLES, HARLEY B 
SISSON, WINFIELD WADE 
THORNE, URRY ALAN 
WORCHESTER, JOHN B 
MANN, ROBERT LEE 
MCEWEN, JAMES ARTHUR 
WEGER, JOHN (NMN) JR 
ADAMS, SAMUEL 
BUSING, CHARLES GALE 
MOORE, THOMAS 
POWERS, TRENT RICHARD 
BOWLES, DWIGHT POLLARD 
MCCLEARY, GEORGE CARLTON 
MCCLELLAN, PAUL TRUMAtT JR 
GREEN, DONALD GEORGE 
BOWLING, ROY HOWARD 
HIEMER, JERRY ALLEN 
TAYLOR, JESSE JUNIOR 
TOMS, DENNIS LEROY 
DOUGLAS, THOrtAS EVAN 
HILLER, RICHARD ARTHUR 
PIRKER, VICTOR J 
VISCONTI, FRANCIS 
WINKLER, JOHN ANTHONY 
RICHARDSON, STEPHEN GOULD 
MCCORMICK, JOHN VERN 
REITHANN, THOMAS E 
AUSTIN, CARL BENJAMIN 
LOGAN, JACOB DRUMMOND 
ROBERTS, GERALD RAY 
JOHNSON, STANLEY GARWOOD 
DIBBLE, MORRIS FREDERICK 
EISENBERGER, GEORGE JOE BU 
HYDE, JIMMY DON 
UPNER, EDWARD CHARLES 
CORLE, JOHN THOMAS 
CLARK. JERRY PROSPER 
WICKHAM, DAVID WALLACE II 


Page 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


Page 


LOSS.RK SERVICE lOATE CTRY_0RIG 


03 F 

02 F 

02 N 

E2 M 

03 F 

02 F 

06 F 

02 F 

02 F 

03 F 

05 F 

03 F 

03 N 

04 N 

04 F 

03 M 

03 A 

02 N 

03 F 

02 F 

02 F 

E5 F 

E5 F 

E6 F 

04 . N 

03 F 

05- JF 

03 F 

03 F 

04 N 

£4 A 

04 N 

E2 N 

E4 H 

03 M 

£4 M 

03 H 

E2 N 

02 N 

02 N 

03 F 

05 N 

02 N 

04 N 

02 H 

E3 A 

E5 A 

E4 N 

E6 A 

E4 M 

W1 A 

03 N 


650920 VN 
650920 VN 
650924 VS 
650928 VS 
650930 VN 
650930 VN 
650930 VN 
651001 VN 
651001 VS 
651001 VN 
651005 VN 
651015 VN 
651017 VN 
651017 VN 
651018 VS 
. 651018 VS 
651018 VS 
651019 VN 
651022 VS 
651022 VS 
651022 VS 
651031 VS 
651031 VS 
651031 VS 
651031 VN 
„ 651 103 VN 
-651105 VN 
* 651114 VS- 
651116 VN 
651117 VN 
651117 VS 
651117 VN 
651121 VS 
651122 VS 
651122 VS 
651122 VS 
651122 VS 
651122 VS 
651130 VS 
651201 VN 
651201 VN 
651202 VN 
651202 VN 
651202 VN 
651203 VS 
651205 VS 
651205 VS 
651205 VS 
651205 VS 
651208 VS 
651215 VS 
651216 VS 


• • 


• • 


FULLNAHE 

HUDSON, HENRY M 
JOHNSON, GUY D 
JONES, EDWIN D 
MIMS, GEORGE 1 JR 
NORDAHL, LEE E 
TRIER, ROBERT D 
WAX, DAVID J 
CARTWRIGHT, BILLIE JACK 
GOLD, EDWARD FRANK 
LUKENBACH, MAX DUANE 
PRUDHOHME, JOHN DOUGLAS 
CHRISTIANO, JOSEPH 
COLWELL, WILLIAM KEVIN 
EILERS, DENNIS LEE 
HASSENGER, ARDEN K 
JEFFORDS, DERRELL B 
THORNTON, LARRY C 
BAILON, RUBEN 
GRELLA, DONALD CARROLL 
PHELPS, JESSE DONALD 
RICE, THOMAS JR (NMN) 
STANCIL, KENNETH LEON 
HILL, ARTHUR SINCLAIR JR 
RAWSTHORNE, EDGAR ARTHUR 
KIRKSEY, ROBERT LOUIS 
MAC UUGHLIN, DONALD C JR 
CALLAHAN, RICHARD JOSEPH 
GREENLEY, JON ALFRED 
SCHIMBERG, JAMES PHILIP 
WILLIAMS, THAODEUS EDWARD 
GODFREY, JOHNNY HOWARD 
HOLLINGSWORTH. HAL T 
NETH. FRED ALBERT 
SCHOONOVER, CHARLES DAVID 
WOOD, DON C 
EGAN, JAMES THOMAS JR. 
FORMAN, WILLIAM S 
FRENYEA, EDMUND HENRY 
GRISSETT, EDWIN R JR 
SENNETT, ROBERT R 
TEMPLIN, ERWIN BERNARD JR 
BOOZE, DELMAR GEORGE 
HELBER, LAWRENCE NEAL 
PITT, ALBERT 
SPRICK, DOYLE ROBERT 
MCPHERSON, FRED LAMAR 
BAOOUTI, FRANK NEIL 
HODGSON, CECIL J 
TERRY, RONALD TERRANCE 
HAMILTON, EUGENE D 
ALM, RICHARD ANDREW 
COATES, DONALD LEROY 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


-- 

V 

651220 

VS 

04 

N 

651220 

VN 

— 

V 

651220 

VS 

02 

F 

65)220 

VN 

02 

N 

651220 

VN 

03 

F 

651220 

VN 

02 

F 

651220 

VS 

05 

N 

651222 

VN 

03 

N 

651222 

VN 

04 

N 

651222 

VN 

03 

N 

651222 

VN 

04 

F 

651224 

U 

E6 

F 

651224 . 

LA 

03 

F 

651224 

lA 

£5 

F 

651224 

LA 

05 

F 

651224 

LA 

E7 

F 

651224 

LA 

— 

V 

651225 

VS 

E5 

A 

651228 

VS 

W2 

A 

651228 

VS 

E4 

A 

651228 

VS 

W3 

A 

651228 

VS 

03 

N 

651229 

LA 

05 

N 

651229 

LA 

E3 

A 

660101 

VS 

02 

N 

660102 

VS 

03 

F 

660107 

VS 

02 

-F 

660107 

VS 

E4 

A 

660109 

VS 

02 

A 

660109 

VS 

03 

F 

660111 

VS 

01 

N 

660116 

VS 

04 

N 

660116 

VS 

04 

N 

660116 

VS 

03 

F 

660116 

LA 

02 

M 

660121 

VS 

03 

N 

660122 

VN 

E3 

N 

660122 

VN 

E4 

M 

660122 

VS 

£2 

N 

660122 

VN 

02 

N 

660122 

VN 

01 

M 

660124 

VS 

01 

M 

660124 

VS 

03 

M 

660 1 24 

VS 

03 

H 

660124 

VS 

04 

. F 

660128 

VS 

E6 

A 

660129 

VS 

E7 

A 

660129 

VS 

E6 

A 

660129 

VS 

03 

F 

660131 

VN 

04 

H 

660201 

VN 

E6 

H 

660201 

VN 



Thursday, 12 December 199J 


FULLNAME 

HUMPHREY, GALEN FRANCIS 
LOHEED, HUBERT B 
LUKER, RU,SSELL BURT 
PREVOST, ALBERT MICHAEL 
VLAHAKOS, PETER (3EORGE 
BROWN, WILBUR RONALD 
CARTER, JAMES LOUIS 
HANSON, ROBERT TAFT JR 
PARSLEY, EDWARD MILTON 
WALLER, THERMAN M 
ASHUSSEN, GLENN EDWARD 
MCCONNAUGHHAY, DAN DAILY 
SPARENBERG, BERNARD J 
HOPPS, GARY DOUGLAS 
HUNTER, RUSSELL PALMER JR 
KIEFEL. ERNST PHILIP JR 
HILLS, JOHN RUSSELL 
MAUTERER, OSCAR 
MURRAY, JOSEPH VAUGHN 
RUFFIN, JAMES THOMAS 
SCHROEFFEL, THOMAS ANTHONY 
HETRICK, RAYMOND HARRY 
CAUSEY, JOHN BERNARD 
NEWTON, DONALD S 
WILLS, FRANCIS DESALES 
CHRISTENSEN, WILLIAM MURRE 
FRAWLEY. WILLIAM D 
WOLOSZYK, DONALD J 
- WORST, KARL EDWARD 
ANDREWS, STUART MERRILL 
CONLON, JOHN FRANCIS III 
HESSOM, ROBERT CHARLES 
PAGE, GORDON L 
SMITH, HAROLD VICTOR 
WRIGHT, JERDY ALBERT JR 
COLLINS, WILLARD MARION 
FOSTER, ROBERT EUGENE 
PETERSON, DELBERT R 
TAYLOR, JAMES LAWRENCE 
XAVIER, AUGUSTO MARIA 
DAVIS, GENE EDMOND 
DUVALL, DEAN ARNOLD 
HENNINGER, HOWARD W 
MORGAN, EDWIN E 
OLSDN, GERALD E 
PARKER, UDON (NMN) 

PASEKOFF, ROBERT E 
PAULEY. MARSHALL I 
HILTON. ROBERT LARIE 
KLUTE, KARL EDWIN 
PLEIHAN, JAMES EDWARD 
HOLMES, DAVID HUGH 


1012 


1013 


Page 6 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


Page 


LOSS_RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


.E7 

M 

660201 VN 

05 

N 

660201 VN 

E6 

M 

660201 VN 

02 

M 

660201 VN 

E6 

M 

660201 VN 

03 

F 

660203 VS 

04 

F 

660203 VS 

02 

N 

660203 VN 

E4 

F 

660203 VS 

E4 

F 

660203 VS 

E6 

N 

660205 VS 

E4 

N 

660205 VS 

E7 

N 

660205 VS 

03 

N 

660210 VN 

03 

F 

660210 LA 

03 

F 

660210 LA 

04 

F 

660214 LA 

04 

F 

660215 LA 

02 

N 

660218 VN 

02 

N 

660218 VN 

02 

N 

660218 VN 

03 

F 

660224 LA 

03 

F 

660225 VN 

E5 

A 

660226 VS 

E3> 

- A 

660226 VS 

02 

N 

660301 VN 

03 

N 

660301 VN 

02 

N 

660301 VN 

03 

F 

660302 LA 

04 

F 

660304 VS 

02 

F 

660304 VS 

05 

N 

660305 VN 

04 

F 

660307 VN 

03 

F 

660307 VN 

04 

F 

660307 VN 

03 

F 

660309 VS 

E5 

F 

660309 VS 

02 

F 

660309 VS 

E5 

A 

660310 VS 

02 

M 

660310 VS 

E5 

F 

660313 VS 

E4 

F 

660313 VS 

03 

F 

660313 VS 

E6 

F 

660313 VS 

03 

F 

660313 VS 

E4 

• A 

660313 VS 

03 

F 

660313 VS 

E5 

F 

660313 VS 

E4 

F 

660314 VN 

03 

F 

660314 VS 

E4 

F 

660314 VN 

03 

F 

660315 LA 


# 




f 




I 


f 




f 




f • 


Hi# 


MCELROY, GLENN DAVID 
NASH, JOHN MICHAEL 
SCOTT, MARTIN R 
STEWART, PETER J 
UNDERWOOD, PAUL G 
DAVIS, BRENT EDEN 
MCPHERSON, EVERETT ALVIN 
BEACH, ARTHUR JAMES 
COMPTON, FRANK RAY 
TIDERMAN, JOHN MARK 
CLARK, DONALD E JR 
. DAWSON, CLYDE DUANE 
HEWITT, SAMUEL EUGENE 
TAPP, JOHN BETHEL 
BUSH, ROBERT EDWARD 
SHERMAN, JOHN BROOKS 
GRAYSON, WILLIAM RONALD 
KRECH, MELVIN THOMAS 
LAWS, RICHARD LEE 
BROWN, JAMES WILLIAM 
COOK, DENNIS PHILIP 
GATES, JAMES W 
LAFAYETTE, JOHN W 
BARNETT, ROBERT RUSSELL 
WALKER, THOMAS TAYLOR 
CONWAY, JAMES BENNETT 
GLASSON, WILLIAM ALBERT JR 
HARRIS, REUBEN BEAUMONT 
JORDAN, URRY M 
PUGH, KENNETH W 
HAPE, JOHN CLEMENT 
ZER6E, MICHAEL R 
TROMP, WILLIAM LESLIE 
ADAMS, LEE AARON 
BROWN, JOSEPH ORVILLE 
ROBBINS, RICHARD JOSEPH 
AUSTIN, ELLIS ERNEST 
KELLER, JACK ELMER 
NICKERSON, WILLIAM BREWSTE 
WEIMORTS, ROBERT FRANKLIN 
DYCZKOWSKI, ROBERT RAYMOND 
GOSS, BERNARD J 
COOPER, WILLIAM EARL 
ANDERSON, WARREN LEROY 
REILLY, EDWARD DANIEL JR 
TUCKER, JAMES HALE 
BOSTON, LEO SIDNEY 
BROWN, THOMAS EDWARD 
BRUCH, DONALD WILLIAM JR 
EGAN. WILLIAM PATRICK 
MULLEN, WILLIAM FRANCIS 
WOOD, WALTER SUTTON 


05 

A 

660315 

LA 

03 

A 

660315 

LA 

03 

F 

660315 

VN 

05 

F 

660315 

VN 

05 

F 

660316 

VN 

02 

M 

660318' 

VN 

02 

M 

660318 

VN 

03 

M 

660320 

VS 

03 

N 

660321 

VN 

04 

N 

660321 

VN 

03 

F 

660323 

VN 

04 

F 

660323 

VN 

E2 

M 

660323 

VS 

04 

N 

660323 

VS 

03 

F 

660324 

VN 

02 

M 

660325 

VS 

05 

N 

660401 

VS 

E6 

N 

660401 

VS 

03 

N 

660403 

VN 

El 

M 

660405 

VS 

03 

N 

660406 

VS 

03 

A 

660406 

LA 

03 

A 

660406 

LA 

03 

F 

660407 

LA 

03 

F 

660407 

LA 

03 

A 

660412 

VS 

04 

N 

660412 

CH 

E2 

N 

660412 

CH 

02 

N 

660412 

CH 

E2 

N 

660412 

CH 

05 

N 

660413 

VN 

02 

N 

660415 

VS 

02 

N 

660417 

VN 

02 

F 

660419 

VN 

03 

F 

660419 

LA 

03 

F 

660419 

LA 

04 

H 

660421 

VN 

04 

H 

660421 

VN 

02 

N 

660422 

VN 

04 

N 

660422 

VN 

03 

F 

660423 

VN 

04 

F 

660423 

VN 

05 

F 

660424 

VN 

03 

F 

660426 

VN 

E4 

A 

660426 

VS 

02 

F 

660426 

VN 

03 

F 

660429 

VN 

02 

N 

660429 

VN 

02 

F 

660429 

VN 

04 

N 

660429 

LA 

03 

M 

660429 

LA 

04 

N 

660502 

VN 



1014 
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Page 8 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.Rh SERVICE lOATE CTRY^ORIG 


MALONE. JIMMY M 
DAWES, JOHN JAMES 
THOMAS, KENNETH D JR 
DEXTER, BENNIE LEE 
BAILEY, JOHN EDWARD 
FENELEY, FRANCIS JAMES 
VILLEPONTEAUX, JAMES H JR 
KING, DONALD L 
RALSTON, FRANK DELZELL III 
BALCOM. RALPH CAROL 
JENSEN. GEORGE W 
MADISON, WILLIAM L 
MCKENNEY, KENNETH DEWEY 
PRESTON, JAMES A 
REILLY. LAVERN G 
TAPP, MARSHALL! 

THOMPSON, GEORGE W 
WILLIAMS. JAMES E 
DEERE, DONALD THORPE 
GUILLET, ANDRE R 
HARLEY, LEE 0 
MOORE, WILLIAM JOHN 
WALL, JERRY MACK 
BUCKLEY, LOUIS JR 
THACKERSON, WALTER ANTHONY 
GLANDON, GARY ALVEN 
GRIFFEY, TERRENCE HASTINGS 
AL8ERT0N, BOBBY JOE 
CASE, THOMAS FRANKLIN 
EDMONDSON. WILLIAM ROTHROC 
HARWORTH, ELROY E 
HERROLO. NED R 
MCDONALD, EMMETT RAYMOND 
RAGLAND, DAYTON WILLIAM 
SHINGLEDECKER, ARMON 0 
STEEN. MARTIN W 
STICKNEY, PHILLIP J 
ZOOK. HAROLD J 
ROSATO, JOSEPH FRANK 
KRYSZAK. THEODORE E 
martin, RUSSELL D 
MULLINS, HAROLD E 
ROSE, LUTHER L 
SMITH. HARDING EUGENE SR 
WARREN, ERVIN 
SANDNER, ROBERT LOUIS 
BUSH, ROBERT IRA 
SHORACK, THEODORE JAMES JR 
HARRIS, GREGORY J 
BURKA'RT. CHARLES WILLIA JR 
GIERAK, GEORGE GREGORY JR 
GLANVILLE. JOHN TURNER JR 


E2 

A 

660504 

VS 

E7 

A 

660505 

VS 

02 

F 

660505 

VN 

E3 

F 

660509 

VS 

03 

F 

660510 

VN 

03 

F 

660511 

VN 

02 

M 

660511 

VS 

03 

F 

660514 

VN 

03 

F 

660514 

VN 

03 

, F 

660515 

VN 

04 

. F 

660515 

LA 

ES 

F 

660515 

LA 

E3 

F 

660515 

LA 

E5 

F 

660515 

LA 

04 

F 

660515 

LA 

03 

F 

660515 

LA 

02 

F 

660515 

LA 

E4 

F 

660515 

LA 

E4 

A 

660517 

VS 

E3 

F 

660516 

LA 

03 

F 

660518 

LA 

E4 

F 

660518 

VS 

E4 

F 

660518 

VS 

£5 

A 

660521 

VS 

E3 

A 

660521 

VS 

02 

F 

660526 

VS 

02 

F 

660526 

VS 

E5 ' 

F 

. 660531 

VN- 

04 

F 

660531 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

E3 

F 

660531 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

03 

F 

660531 

VN 

05 

F 

660531 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

03 

F 

66053] 

VN 

E3 

F 

660531 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

03 

F 

660602 

VS 

03 

F 

660603 

LA 

02 

F 

660603 

LA 

E6 

F 

660603 

LA 

E6 

F 

660603 

LA 

05 

F 

660603 

LA 

E5 

F 

660603 

LA 

03 

F 

660607 

CB 

03 

F 

660609 

VN 

04 

F 

660609 

VN 

E4 

M 

660612 

VS 

03 

F 

660613 

LA 

02 

N 

660613 

VN 

04 

N 

660613 

VN 


# 




# 






# 
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FULLNAME, 


LOSS_RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


KERR, EVERETT 0 
lAMBTON, BENNIE RICHARD 
ADAMS, OLEY NEAL ■ • 
CAIRNS, ROBERT ALEXANDER 
COBBS, RALPH BURTON 
COLLETTE. CURTIS DAVID 
DEMPSEY, JACK ISHUM 
FRENG, STANLEY JON 
GRAVITTE, CONNIE MACK 
HESS, GENE KARL 
ROMIG, EDWARD LEDN 
SAVOY, M J 
SiEGWARTH, DONALD E 
WASHBURN. LARRY EUGENE 
MCDONOUGH, JOHN RICHARD 
TUNNELL, JOHN WALLACE 
SULLIVAN, JOHN B 111 
SMITH, WARREN PARKER JR 
BELKNAP, HARRY JOHN 
NYMAN, LAWRENCE FREDERICK 
ELLIS, WILLIAM JR 
MARIK, CHARLES WELDON 
SMITH, GENE ALBERT 
CAVALLl. ANTHONY FRANK 
DUDLEY. CHARLES GLENDON 
WOLFE, THOMAS HUBERT 
PETERS. CHARLES HENRY 
WILLIAMS, ROBERT CYRIL 
GAGE, ROBERT HUGH 
PHILLIPS, DAVID JOSEPH JR 
RENO, RALPH JOSEPH 
HESTLE. ROOSEVELT JR 
MORGAN, CHARLES E 
PHARRIS, WILLIAM VALRIE 
LONGANECKER, RONALD LEE 
WILKINS. GEORGE HENRY 
KIPINA, MARSHALL F 
NOPP, ROBERT G 
DIAMOND, STEPHEN W 
WINTERS, DARRYL GORDON 
DILLON, DAVID ANDREW 
LEWIS, MERRILL R JR 
NELSON, WILLIAM H 
NOBERT. CRAIG R 
TIFFIN, RAINFORD 
WELLS, ROBERT JAMES 
SMITH, WILLIAM WARD 
BOSSIO, GALILEO. FRED 
CAMERON, VIRGIL KING 
CHIARELLO. VINCENT AUGUSTU 
CONKLIN, BERNARD 
01 TOMMASO, ROBERT JOSEPH 


03 F 660613 LA 

E7 N 660613 VN 

E5 F 660617 VS 

E5 F 660617 VS 

04 N ,660617 VS 

E5 N 660617 VS 

E5 N 660617 VS 

E5 N 660617 VS 

03 F 660617 VS 

E5 F 660617 VS 

02 N 660617 VS 

E2 N 660617 VS 

02 N 660617 VS 

E3 F 660617 VS 

03 N 660620 VN 

04 N 660620 VN 

02 F 660621 VN 

03 F 660622 LA 

01 N 660623 VN 

02 N 660623 VN 

E3 A 660624 VS 

02 N 660625 VN 

04 N 660627 VN 

02 F 660628 LA 

03 . F 660628 LA 

03 F 660628 LA 

05 N 660701 VN 

04 F 660701 VN 

E4 H 660703 VS 

03 F 660703 VS 

E8 A 660703 VS 

04 F 660706 VN 

03 F 660706 VN 

E3 A 660707 VS 

E3 M 660708 VS 

04 N 660711 VN 

£4 A 660714 LA 

03 A 660714 LA 

02 F 660719 VN 

E3 F 660719 VS 

E4 A 660720 VS 

03 F 660720 VN 

06 F 660720 VN 

02 F 660720 VN 

03 F 660721 VN 

E3 A 660722 VS 

03 F 660723 VS 

04 F 660729 VN 

02 N 660729 VN 

02 F 660729 VN 

03 r 660729 VN 

02 F 660729 VN 



1016 
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Page 10 


FULLNAKE 


LOSS_RI, SERVICE lOATE CTRY.ORIG 


HALL, JAMES S 
HOSkiNSON, ROBERT E 
LAWS, DELHER LEE . 
MAHIYA, JOHN H 
SMITH, HERBERT E 
FINNEY. ARTHUR THOMAS 
KWORTNIK, JOHN C 
BURNS, JOHN ROBERT 
FRYER. CHARLES WIGGER 
MORAN, RICHARD ALLAN 
GOLBERQ, LAWRENCE H 
KOMMENDANT, aXdO 
WALLING. CHARLES MILTON 
WYNNE, PATRICK E 
ALLINSON, DAVID JAY 
WRYE. BLAIR C 
EATON, CURTIS ABBOT 
franklin, CHARLES E 
brand, JOSEPH W 
KEMP, FREDDIE (NMN) 

SINGER. DONALD M 
RYKOSKEY, EDWARD JAY 
MILIKIN, RICHARD M III 
JOHNSON, JAMES REED 
BULLARD, WILLIAM HARRY 
BABULA, ROBERT LEO 
BODENSCHATZ, JOHN EUGEN JR 
BORTON, ROBERT CURTIS JR 
CARTER, DENNIS RAf 
HOFF. SAMMIE DON 
ROBINSON, KENNETH D 
NICHOLS, HUBERT C JR 
TRUJILLO, JOSEPH F 
SALZARULO, RAYMOND PAUL JR 
BUNDY, NORMAN LEE 
FISCHER. JOHN RICHARD 
TATUM, LAWRENCE B 
SPRAGUE. STANLEY GEORGE 
COAKLEY, WILLIAM FRANCIS 
STODDARD, CLARENCE W JR 
ROBERTSON. JOHN L 
LEETUN, DAREL 0 
brown. FRANK MONROE JR 
henry, DAVID ALAN 
PARSONS, DON BROWN JR 
PILKINGTON. THOMAS HOLT 
bloom, RICHARD HCAULIFFE 
AW«N. GLENDON LEE 
BAUDER, JAMES REGINALD 
MILLS, JAMES B 
KNOCHEL, CHARLES ALLEN 
WHITTLE, JUNIOR LEE 


E5 F' 660729 VN 

03 F 660729 VN 

E7 A 660729 VS 

E6 F 660729 VN 

E6 F 660729 VN 

05 F 660801 VN 

03 F 660801 VN 

03 F 660804' W 

03 N 660807 VN 

04 N 660807, VS 

03 F 660808 VN 

02 F 660808 VS 

03 F 660808 VS 

02 F 6608O8 VN 

03 F 660812 VN 

04 F 660812 VN 

04 F 660814 VN 

03 F 660814 VN 

05 F 660617 VN 

E2 A 660817 VS 

04 F 660817 VN 

E3 M 660818 VS 

02 F 660820 VN 

E3 A 660821 VS 

02 N 660825 VS 

E2 M . 660828 VS 
E2 M «60828 'VS. 
E2 M 660828 VS 

E2 _ M 660828 VS 

02 F - 660830 VN 

03 F 660830 VN 

04 F 660901 VN 

E3 M 660903 VS 

02 F 660904 VN 

02 N 660906 VN 

03 M 660909 VS 

04 F 660910 VN 

04 F 660912 VN 

04 N 660913 VN 

05 N 660914 VN 

04 F 660916 VN 

03 F 660917 VN 

03 N 660919 VS 

02 N 660919 VS 

02 N 660919 VN 

02 N 660919 VN 

02 M 660920 VS 

03 F 660921 VN 

04 N 660921 VN 

02 N 660921 VN 

03 N 660922 VN 

E4 A 660924 VS 
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LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 














BOSSHAN, PETER. ROBERT 
CUSHMAN, CLIFTON EMMET 
DUCAT, PHILLIP ALLEN 
REITER, DEAN WESLEY 
TICE, PAUL DOUGLAS 
MOSBURG, HENRY. LEE 
PHILLIPS, MARVIN FOSTER 
SPILMAN, DYKE AUGUSTUS 
STINE. JOSEPH M 
BRASHER, JIMMY MAC 
PITTMAN, ROBERT EDWARD 
TAYLOR, DANNY GENE 
ECHEVARRIA, RAYMOND L 
JONES, JAMES E 
WILLIAMS, EDDIE L 
ANDREWS. WILLIAM RICHARD 
BEENE, JAMES ALVIN 
GILCHRIST, ROBERT M 
KNIGHT. URRY 0 
PABST, EUGENE M 
TREECE, JAMES ALLEN 
FELOKAUS, JOHN ANTHONY 
CONFER, MICHAEL STEELE 
ELKINS, FRANK CALLIHAN 
BORDEN, HURRAY LYMAN 
MEADOWS, EUGENE THOMAS 
THOMAS, DARWItyOEL 
AOAMS.STEVEN HAROLD 
ANGSTADT, RALPH HAROLD 
CLARK. LAWRENCE 
HILL, ROBERT L 
LONG, JOHN HENRY SOTHORON 
RACKLEY, IHZAR WILLIAM JR 
SHONECK, JOHN R 
BURKE, MICHAEL JOHN 
LEWANDOWSKI, LEONARD J JR 
MISHUK, RICHARD E 
EDWARDS, HARRY S JR 
WAGENER, DAVID RAYMOND 
EARLL, DAVID JOHN 
HARRIS, HAROLD LEE 
KLENERT, WILLIAM B 
KOLSTAD, THOMAS C 
MCBRIDE, EARL PAUL 
GREEN, ROBERT BAILEY 
LEVAN. ALVIN LEE 
MORRISON, GLENN R JR 
JOHNSON, DALE ALONZO 
WEAVER, GEORGE ROBERT JR 
KLINE. ROBERT E 
BRINCKMANN, ROBERT EDWIN 
CONNOLLY. VINCENT J 


E4 

N 

660925 

VS 

03 

F 

660925 

VN 

03 

M 

660925 

VS 

02 

H 

660925 

VS 

E3 

M 

660925 

VS 

03 

A 

660926 

VS 

E4 

A 

660926 

VS 

02 

F 

660927 

VN 

04 

F 

660927 

VN 

02 

A 

660928 

VN 

E4 

A 

660928 

VN 

E6 

A 

660928 

VS 

E8 

A 

661003 

LA 

E7 

A 

661003 

LA 

E7 

A 

661003 

LA 

03 

F 

661005 

VN 

02 

N 

661005 

VN 

02 

F 

661007 

VN 

03 

F 

661007 

VS 

02 

F 

661007 

VN 

03 

F 

661007 

VS 

03 

N 

661008 

VN 

02 

N 

661010 

VN 

03 

N 

661012 

VN 

02 

F 

661013 

VN 

02 

F 

661013 

VN 

01 

N 

661014 

VN 

E3 

F 

661018 

VN 

04 

F 

661018 

VN 

E5 

F 

661018 

VN 

E6 

F 

661018 

VN 

02 

F 

661018 

VN 

04 

F 

661018 

VN 

E5 

F 

661018 

VN 

E3 

M 

661019 

VS 

E2 

M 

661019 

VS 

E2 

M 

661019 

VS 

02 

N 

661020 

VN 

03 

F 

661020 

LA 

03 

F 

661021 

VN 

E3 

A 

661022 

VS 

02 

N 

661022 

VN 

04 

N 

661022 

VN 

04 

N 

661022 

VN 

E5 

F 

661025 

LA 

E3 

N 

661025 

VS 

03 

F 

661026 

VS 

04 

F 

661027 

VN 

E5 

N 

661101 

VS 

04 

F 

661102 

VN 

04 

F 

661104 

VN 

03 

F 

661104 

VN 
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FULLNAHE 


LOSSJi: SERVICE lOATE CTRY.ORIG 


hunt, WILLIAM D 
SCUNGIO, VINCENT ANTHONY 
CARTER, WILLIAM THOMAS 
MCATEER, THOMAS JOSEPH 
O'BRIEN, JOHN LAWRENCE 
RIORDAN, JOHN MICHAEL 
SCHOOERER, ERIC JOHN 
BUTT, RICHARD LEIGH 
MEARNS, ARTHUR S 
FROSIO. ROBERT CURENCE 
JONES, JAMES GRAOEY 
KEIPER, JOHN CHARLES 
RAVENNA, HARRY M III 
TIMMONS, BRUCE ALLEN 
PIITTMANN, ALAN D 
ARNOLD, WILLIAM TAMM 
JOHNSTONE, JAMES MONTGOMER 
WHITED, JAMES LAFAYETTE 
WILSON, GORDON SCOTT 
GARDNER, GLENN VIRGIL 
NIEHOUSE, DANIEL LEE 
HOEFFS, JOHN HARVEY 
BOTT, RUSSELL PETER 
ducat, BRUCE CHAIMERS 
DYER, IRBY III (NMN) 
GREGORY, ROBERT RAYMOND 
MCRAE, DAVID EDWARD 
MOORBERG, MONTE LARUE 
NYSTROM, BRUCE AUGUST 
stark, WILLIE E 
SULANDER, DANIEL ARTHUR 
WORRELL, PAUL L 
BEGLEY', BURRISS NELSON 
WARREN, ARTHUR L 
CARLSON, JOHN WERNER 
ASIRE, DONALD HENRY 
HYDE, MICHAEL LEWIS 
ALFRED, GERALD OAK JR 
WATERS, SAMUEL E 
BRIGHAM, ALBERT 
HOLMAN, GERALD ALUN 
KOENIG, EDWIN LEE 
HOWREY, RICHARD LYNN 
NEWELL, MICHAEL THOMAS 
WILSON, CUUDE DAVID JR 
LUCAS, LARRY FRANCIS 
LUM, DAVID ANTHONY 
KERNS, ARTHUR WILLIAM 
reeves, JOHN HOWARD 
bullock, LARRY ALAN 
MENGES, GEORGE B 
GAULEY, JAMES PAUL 


E6 A 

03 F 

02 N 

03 N 

03 F 

E4 N 

E4 N 

02 F 

04 F 

05 ' N 

02 N 

E4 H 

03 A 

E4 N 

E3 F 

02 N 

03 A 

04 A 

02 F 

E2 A 

V 

E4 A 

E6 A 

02 F 

E5 A 

03 E 

02 N 

03 F 

05 H 

E7 A 

W1 A 

01 N 

04 F 

03 F 

03 F 

05 F 

03 F 

02 F 

03 F 

E3 H 

02 N 

04 N 

02 N 

03 N 

03 N 

03 A 

02 F 

E2 A 

E3 H 

E3 A 

02 F 

03 F 


661104 VS 
661104 VN 
661110 VN 
661110 VS 
661110 U 
661110 VS 
661110 VS 
661111 VN 
661111 VN 
661112 VS 
661112 VS 
661115 VS 
661115 VS 
661115 VS 
661116 U 
661118 VN 
661119 VS 
661119 LA 
661122 VN 
661125 VS 
661125 VS 
661128 VS 
661202 LA 
661202 VN 
661202 LA 
661202 VN 
661202 VN 
661202 VN 
‘661202 \VN 
661202 LA 
661202 LA 
661202 VN 
661205 VN 
661205 VN 
661207 VS 
661208 VN 
66120B VS 
661211 VN 
661213 VN 
661214 VS 
661214 VS 
661214 VS 
661214 VS 
661214 VN 
661214 VN 
661220 LA 
661220 VS 
661223 VS 
661223 VS 
670101 VS 
670102 LA 
670110 LA 
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FULLNAME 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 



STOVES. MERRITT III (NHN) 
KEMP, CUYTON C JR 
REINECKE, WAYNE C 
CANUP, FRANKLIN HARLEE JR 
WELCH, ROBERT J 
COGDELL, WILLIAM KEITH 
KROGMAN, ALVA RAY 
WOZNIAK, FREDERICK J 
WRIGHT. GARY G 
MADSEN, MARLOW ERLING 
ASHBY, DONALD ROBERTS SR 
EHRLICH, DENNIS MICHAEL 
YARBROUGH, WILLIAM P JR 
CONLEY, EUGENE OGDEN 
HOGAN. JERRY F . . 

SIMPSON, MAX COLEMAN 
WALLACE, ARNOLD BRIAN 
MORGAN, THOMAS R 
THORNTON, WILLIAM DEMPSEY 
BIEDIGER, LARRY WILLIAM 
SILVA, CLAUDE ARNOLD 
BARDEN. HOWARD LEROY 
KUBLEY, ROY ROBERT 
MIYAZAKI , RONALD KAZUO 
HULHAUSER, HARVEY 
WALKER, LLOYD FRANCIS 
JOHNSON. AUGUST DAVID 
COLLAMORE, ALLAN PHILIP JR-' 
DOBY, HERB 
POOR. RUSSELL ARDEN 
THOMPSON, DONALD E 
WILBURN, WOODROW HOOVER 
HALL, DONALD J 
HEISKELL, LUCIUS L 
KIBBEY, RICHARD ABBOT 
WOOD, PATRICK HARDY 
CARLSON, PAUL VICTOR 
SULLIVAN, MARTIN JOSEPH 
WEISSMUELLER, COURTNEY E 
MARVIN. ROBERT CURENCE 
GOODMAN, RUSSELL CLEMENSEN 
BORJA, DOMINGO R S 
WRIGHT, ARTHUR 
HART. JOSEPH LESLIE 
ALWAN, HAROLD JOSEPH 
HUIE, LITCHFIELD PATTERSON 
LETCHWORTH, EDWARD NORMAN 
SAUSE, BERNARD JACOB JR 
ZEHPEL, RONALD LEE 
MOORE, JAMES R 
RICHARDSON, FLOYD W 
ROBY, CHARLES D 


E3 A 

E4 N 

E4 N 

E5 N 

03 F 

03 F 

02 F 

02 F 

04 F 

02 N 

04 N 

02 N 

04 N 

05 F 

02 N 

E3 A 

E2 A 

03 F 

E3 A 

04 F 

02 F 

03 F 

03 F 

E4 F 

03 F 

04 - F 

E3 N 

03 N 

03 F 

03 F 

03 N 

04 F 

E5 F 

03 F 

03 F 

04 F 

02 N 

04 N 

03 F 

03 N 

04 F 

E7 A 

E4 A 

05 F 

04 M 

03 N 

02 N 

E3 N 

E3 N 

E4 M 

04 F 

05 F 


670110 VS 
670112 VN 
670112 VN 
670114 VS 
670116 VN 
670117 U 
670117 U 
670117 VN 
670117 VN 
670118 VS 
670119 VS 
670119 VS 
670119 VN 
670121 VN 
670121 VN 
670124 VS 
670125 VS 
670126 VS 
670128 VS 
670129 VN 
670129 VN 
670131 U 
670131 U 
670131 U 
670131 U 
670131 U 
670203 VS 
670284 VN- 
670204 VN 
670204 VN 
670204 VN 
670204 VN 
670206 VN 
670206 VN 
670206 VN 
670206 VN 
670212 VS 
670212 VS 
670212 U 
670214 VN 
670220 VN 
670221 LA 
670221 VS 
670225 U 
670227 VS 
670227 VS 
670227 VS 
670227 VS 
670227 VS 
670228 VS 
670303 VN 
670303 VN 



Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAHE 

CARLOCK, RALPH LAURENCE 
CARPENTER, HOWARD B 
SMALL, BURT CHAUNCEY JR 
MILLER, ROBERT LESTER 
CRAIN, CARROLL OWEN JR 
GALVIN, RONALD E 
PAWLISH, GEORGE F 
PUTNAM, CHARLES LANCASTER 
KARINS, JOSEPH J JR 
ADRIAN, JOSEPH DANIEL 
GOODRICH, EDWIN R JR 
HARRIS, PAUL WINI FORD 
TERWILLINGER, VIRGIL BYRON 
FREDERICK, PETER J 
SMITH, DEAN (NMN) JR 
GOEDEN, GENE WILLIAM 
MORRILL, DAVID WHITTIER 
PARKER, MAXIM CHARLES 
AUSTIN, JOSEPH CUIR 
CHARVET, PAUL CLAUDE 
ELLISON, JOHN C 
HALLBERG, ROGER C 
PLOWMAN, JAMES EDWIN 
STEWART, JACK T 
HISE, JAMES HAMILTON 
PALENSCAR, ALEXANDER J 30 
GOVAN, ROBERT A 
JOUROENAIS, GEORGE HENRY 
STANLEY, ROBERT W 
WILLIAMS, DAVID R 
martin, DAVID EARL 
SZEYLLER, EDWARD PHILIP 
PARKER, THOMAS AQUINAS 
SCHWORER, RONALD PAUL 
O' GRADY, JOHN FRANCIS 
CLAY, WILLIAM CLIFTON III 
CARLTON, JAMES EDMUND JR 
MCGARVEY, JAMES MAURICE 
HAMILTON, JOHN S 
HAMILTON, ROGER D 
HASENBACK, PAUL ALFRED 
MANGINO, THOMAS ANGELO 
NIDOS, DANIEL R 
WINTERS, DAVID M 
AUSTIN, CHARLES DAVID 
KNAPP, HERMAN L 
TUCKER, EDWIN BYRON 
OUDASH, JOHN FRANCIS 
ESTOCIN, MICHAEL JOHN 
MEYER, WILLIAM M 
BENTON, JAMES AUSTIN 
CASTRO, REINALOO ANTONIO 
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FULLNAHE 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY„ORIG 

LOSS_RI 

SERVICE 

I DATE CTRY.ORIG 













DALLAS, RICHARD HOWARD 

E3 

M 

670427 

VS 

04 

F- 

670304 LA 



DYER, BLENN COLBY 

E3 

M 

670427 

VS 

E5 

A 

670306 U 


OSBORNE, SAMUEL WILLIAM JR 

E2 

M 

670427 

VS 

E4 

A 

670306 VS 



PENNINGTON, RONALD KEITH 

E3 

M 

670427 

VS 

03 

N 

670307 VN 



CARAS, FRANKLIN ANGEL 

03 

F 

670428 

VN 

04 

N 

670308 VN 



POLLIN, GEORGE J 

• 02 

F 

670429 

VN 

E2 

N 

670308 VN 



STEPHENSEN, HARK L 

04 

F 

670429 

VN 

02 

N 

670308 VN 



HCPHEE, RANDY NEAL 

E2 

M 

670430 

VS 

05 

N 

670309 VN 



BAILEY, JOHN HOWARD 

E5 

M 

670501 

VS 

03 

F 

670311 VN 



CORFIELO, STAN LEROY 

E5 

M 

670501 

VS 

03 

F 

670312 VS 

€ 

A 

6AUGHAN, ROGER CONRAD 

E4 

M 

670501 

VS 

03 

F 

670312 VN 

9 

GUAJARDO, HILARIO H 

E2 

M 

670S01 

VS 

E2 

M 

670313 VS 



SMITH, CARL ARTHUR 

E3 

M 

670501 

VS 

E3 

M 

670313 VS 



SOULIER, DUWAYNE 

E2 

M 

670501 

VS 

05 

F 

670315 VN 



MOORE, RALPH EDWARD 

E3 

A 

670503 

VS 

02 

N 

670315 VN 



GRAHAM, JAMES SCOTT 

02 

N 

670504 

VN 

02 

N 

670317 VN 



ROGERS, CHARLES EDWARD 

04 

F 

670504 

LA 

04 

M 

670318 VS . 



STEIMEP, THOMAS JACK 

02 

N 

670508 

VS 

01 

M 

670318 VS 



TODD, ROBERT JACY 

El 

M 

670509 

VS 

05 

F 

670319 VN 



AHLMEYER, HEINZ JR 

01 

M 

670510 

VS 

03 

N 

670321 VN 

f 

• 

MILLER, MALCOLM THOMAS 

E4 

N 

670510 

VS 

04 

N 

670324 VN 



NETHERLAND, ROGER M 

05 

N 

670510 

VN 

E6 

A 

670324 VS 



SHARP. SAMUEL ARTHUR JR 

E3 

M 

670510 

VS 

02 

N 

670324 VN 



TYCZ, JAMES NEIL 

E5 

M 

670510 

VS 

03 

A 

670324 VS 



ASHLOCK, CARLOS 

E4 

M 

670512 

VS 

02 

N 

670325 VS 



GRENZEBACH. EARL W 

04 

F 

670512 

VN 

03 

H - 

‘ 670327 VN 



JEFFERSON, JAMES MILTON 

02 

F 

670512 

VN 

04" - 

F 

670401 -U 



PITMAN, PETER POTTER 

03 

F 

670512 

VN 

03 

-F 

670401 VS 



STEWART, ROBERT ALLAN ~ 

04 

F 

6705ir VN 

02 - 

F 

670401 VS 

•f i 


~ HILL, CHARLES DALE 

E2 - 

N 

670515 

VN 

04 

F 

670401 LA 

1 


DODGE, RONALD WAYNE 

03 

N 

670517 

VN 

01 

N 

670404 VN 

1 


LEWIS, CHARLIE GRAY 

E7 

A 

670517 

VS 

03 

N 

670404 VN 



DELONG, JOE LYNN 

E3 

A 

670518 

VS 

E6 

N 

670405 VS 



HELLBACH, HAROLD JAMES 

03 

H 

670519 

VS 

E4 

A 

670409 VS 



KNIGHT, ROY A JR 

04 

F 

670519 

LA 

04 

F 

670410 VN 



PAHERSON, JAMES KELLY 

03 

N 

670519 

VN 

03 

M 

670412 VS 



RICH, RICHARD 

05 

N 

670519 

VN 

03 

M 

670417 VN 



KEEFE, DOUGUS ONER 

E2 

M 

670520 

VS 

04 

M 

670417 VN 

€ 

# 

MADDOX, NOTLEY 6 

04 

F 

670520 

VN 

04 

F 

670419 VN 



SIMPSON, WALTER STEPHEN 

E6 

A 

670521 

VS 

E3 

M 

670421 VS 



WROBLESKI, WALTER F 

W1 

A 

670521 

VS 

E3 

A 

670421 VS 



BACKUS, KENNETH FRANK 

02 

F 

670522 

VN 

E4 

A 

670421 VS 



HOLMES, LESTER E 

05 

F 

670522 

VN 

E3 . 

A 

670421 VS 



PERRINE. ELTON L 

03 

F 

670522 

VN 

E3 

A 

670421 VS 



HOMUTH, RICHARD WENOAL 

03 

N 

670523 

VN 

02 

F 

670424 VN 



PEniS, THOMAS EDWIN 

02 

N 

670523 

VN 

04 

F 

670424 VN 



SCHMITTOU, EUREKA LAVERN 

E5 

N 

670523 

VN 

04 

N 

670424 VN 

§ 

A 

SOUCY, RONALD PHILIP SR 

E5 

N 

670523 

VN 

04 

F 

670426 VN 

9 

; W 

GRAVES, RICHARD CAMPBELL 

01 

N 

670525 

VN 

04 

N 

670426 VN 



BLACKWOOD, GORDON BYRON 

03 

F 

670527 

VN 

03 

F 

670426 VN 



GARNER, JOHN HENRY 

E4 

N 

670529 

VS 

E3 

M 

670427 VS 



FITZGERALD, JOSEPH E 

E3 

A 

670531 

VS 

E5 

M 

670427 VS 
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Page 


16 


FULLNAHE 


LOSSJf, SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


JAKOVAC, JOHN ANDREW 
MCGAR, BRIAN KENT 
CARRIER, DANIEL LEWIS 
ROCKETT, ALTON C JR 
WOOD, REK STEWART 
BODDEN, TIMOTHY ROY 
dexter; RONALD JAMES 
GARDNER, JOHN G 
HANSON, STEPHEN PAUL 
KEARNS, JOSEPH T JR 
LANEY, billy R 
SPRINGSTON, THEODORE JR 
ROBINSON, LEWIS MERRITT 
IBANEZ, DI REYES 
OWENS, JOY L 
SALE. HAROLD R JR 
APOOACA, VICTOR JOE JR 
BUSCH. JON THOMAS 
MYERS, DAVID GEPHART 
PUTT, ROBERT L JR 
SHERMAN, PETER W 
BEECHER, QUENTIN RIPPETOE 
BOHLSCHEID, CURTIS RICHARD 
CHOMEL, CHARLES DENNIS 
CHRISTIE, DENNIS RAY 
CLINTON, DEAN EDDIE 
FOLEY, JOHN JOSEPH III 
GONZALEZ, JOSE JESUS 
HANRATTY, THOMAS MICHAEL 
HAVRANEK, MICHAEL WILLIAM 
KLEMH, DONALD M 
KOOI, JAMES WILURD 
MOSHIER. JIM EDWIN 
NELSON, JAMES R 
OLDHAM, JOHN SANDERS 
PEARSON, ROBERT HARVEY 
RIGGS, THOMAS F 
UHLMANSIEK. RALPH E 
WIOENER, JAMES EDWARD 
SWANSON, JOHN W JR 
GUILLORY, EDWARD JOSEPH 
LEMMONS, WILLIAM E 
MCKITTRICK, JAMES C 
SPINLER, DARRELL JOHN 
SHERMAN, ROBERT C 
GILBERT, CLARENCE E 
ALLEN, merlin RAYE 
COLE. LEGRANOE OGDEN JR 
house, JOHN ALEXANDER II 
HOWARD, LUTHER HARRIS 
JUDD, MICHAEL BARRY 
KILLEN, JOHN DEWEY III 


E5 

A 

670531 

VS 

E3 

A 

670531 

vs 

02 

■F 

670602 

VN 

03 

F 

670602 

VN 

04 

N 

670602 

VN 

• E5 

M 

670603 

U 

E8 

A 

670603 

U 

02 

M 

670603 

U 

03 

M 

670603 

LA 

03 

F 

670603 

VN 

E7 

A 

670603 

U 

04 

F 

670603 

VN 

05 

F 

670604 

U 

E5 

M 

670605 

VS 

04 

F 

670607 

. VN 

02 

F 

670607 

VN 

03 

F 

670608 

VN 

02 

F 

670608 

VN 

02 

M 

670608 

VS 

E3 

A 

670610 

VS 

05 

N 

670610 

VN 

W2 

A 

670611 

VS 

03 

M 

670611 

vs 

E2 

M 

670611 

VS 

E3 

H 

670611 

VS 

W1 

A 

670611 

VS 

E3 . 

M 

670611 

VS 

E3: 

M 

670611 

VS 

E2 

M - 

670611 

VS 

E3 

-H 

670611 

vs 

04 

F 

670611 

VN 

E3 

M 

670611 

VS 

E4 

M 

670611 

VS 

E5 

A 

670611 

VS 

04 

M 

670611 

VS 

02 

F 

670611 

VN 

W2 

A 

670611 

VS 

E4 

A 

670611 

vs 

E2 

M 

670611 

vs 

03 

F 

670615 

VN 

E7 

A 

67061B 

VS 

02 

A 

670618 

VS 

03 

A 

670618 

vs 

03 

F 

670621 

LA 

E4 

M 

670624 

vs 

E2 

M 

670628 

VS 

E3 

M 

670630 

VS 

03 

N 

670630 

VN 

03 

H 

670630 

VS 

E4 

A 

670630 

VS 

E4 

N 

670630 

VS 

E3 

K 

670630 

vs 
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Page 18 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.RI. SERVICE IDATE GTRy.ORIG 


PAGE, ALBERT L JR 
CHERRY, ALLEN SHELDON 
MCRAE, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
BERUBE, KENNETH ALLEN 
DION, LAURENT NORBERT 
HOM, CHARLES DAVID 
BUCKLEY, JIMMY LEE 
EBY, ROBERT GiNO 
MORRILL, KERWIN LAMPHREY 
POWELL, LYNN KESLER 
SCOTT, DAIN V 
TREMBLE Y. J FORREST GEORGE 
KERR, JOHN CREIGHTON GILLE 
MORGAN, BURKE HENDERSON 
LANE, CHARLES JR 
MIONIGHT, FRANCIS B 
NESS, PATRICK LAWRENCE 
SITEK, THOMAS WALTER 
SITTNER, RONALD NICHOLIS 
ALLARD, RICHARD MICHAEL 
GOFF, KENNETH B 
HOLTZHAN, RONALD LEE 
SCHELL, RICHARD J 
BOIS. CLAIRE RONALD ALAN 
JACOBS, EDWARD JAMES JR 
ZAVOCKY, JAMES JOHN 

fuller, william 0 

KILCULLEN, THOMAS M 
BACIK, VLADIMIR HENRY 
BOGGS, PASCHAL GLENN 
DEGNAN, JERRY L 
WALLACE. CHARLES FRANKLIN 
NEWBURN, LARRY STEPHEN 
ALLARD, MICHAEL JOHN 
PERRY. RICHARD CLARK 
JOHNSON, ROBERT DENNISON 
OTT, EDWARD LOUIS III 
BENNETT, WILLIAM GEORGE 
MOORE, HERBERT WILLIAM JR 
downing, DONALD WILLIAM 
HANSON, THOMAS PATTERSON 
LAPORTE, MICHAEL LOUIS 
HILLER, CARL 0 
PRATHER, MARTIN WILLIAM 
RAYMOND, PAUL D 
ANSPACH. ROBERT ALLEN 
PETERSEN, GAYLORD D 
HAWTHORNE. RICHARD W 
KANE. RICHARD R 
REID. HAROLD E 
CYAWR. ROGER A 
GRUBB. PETER ARTHUR 


03 

F 

670806 

VN 

.03 

F 

670809 

. VN 

El 

A 

670809 

VS 

02 

M 

670811 

VS 

05 

N 

670817 

VN 

02 

N 

670817 

VN 

04 

N 

670821 

CH 

" 

V 

670821 

VS 

03 

F 

670821 

VN 

02 

F 

670821 

VII 

02 

N 

670821 

VN 

02 

N 

670B21 

VN 

04 

F 

670B22 

U 

03 

F 

670822 

LA 

03 

F 

670823 

VN 

02 

F 

670823 

VN 

01 

N 

670823 

VN 

04 

N 

670823 

VN 

03 

F 

670823 

VN 

E4 

A 

670824 

VS 

02 

A 

670824 

VS 

E4 

A 

670824 

VS 

03 

A 

670824 

VS 

E5 

N 

67082S 

VN 

05 

N 

670825 

VN 

02 

N 

mm 

VN 

03 

■ F • 

670826 

VN 

02 

F 

670826 

VN 

04 

M 

670827 

VN 

03 

M " 

670827 

VN 

— 

V 

670828 

VS 

04 

M 

670828 

VN 

E3 

A 

670829 

VS 

03 

N 

670830 

VN 

04 

N 

670831 

VN 

04 

N 

670901 

VS 

E6 

N 

670901 

VS 

04 

F 

670902 

VN 

03 

F 

670903 

VN 

03 

F 

670905 

VN 

02 

F 

670905 

VN 

E2 

N 

670905 

VS 

04 

F 

670905 

VN 

E3 

M 

670905 

VS 

02 

F 

670905 

VN 

E6 

A 

670911 

VS 

03 

F 

670911 

VN 

04 

H 

670912 

VS 

03 

M 

670912 

VS 

E3 

M 

670913 

VS 

E2 

H 

670915 

VS 

02 

F 

670917 

VN 
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ARMSTRONG, JOHN WILLIAM 
BAXTER, BRUCE RAYMOND 
BROWER, RALPH WAYNE 
CLAY. EUGENE LUNSFORD 
KUSICK, JOSEPH GEORGE 
HAYSEY, LARRY WAYNE 
NOIAN, MCKINLEY 
REHN, GARY LEE 
COOK, KELLY FRANCIS 
CREW, JAMES ALAN 
HUNEYCUTt, CHARLES J JR 
MORGAN, JAMES S 
MARTINEZ-MERCADO, EDWIN JU 
SHAW, GARY FRANCIS 
STATON, ROBERT MILTON JR 
STUCKEY, JOHN STEINER JR 
CAYCE, JOHN DAVID 
ROARK, JAMES DAVID 
KMETYK, JONATHAN PETER 
CAPPELLI. CHARLES EDWARD 
EMRICH. ROGER G 
MCGRATH, WILLIAM DARREL 
OARDEAU, OSCAR MOISE JR 
HAUER. LESLIE J 
LEHNHOFF, EDWARD W 
CROXDALE, JACK LEE II 
OE HERRERA, BENJAMIN DAVID 
ESTES, WALTER 0 
lANDOLI, DONALD (NMN) 
KLINCK, HARRISON HOYT 
TEAGUE, JAMES ERLAN 
martin, JOHN M 
REYNOLDS, DAVID RICHARD 
EOLEY, BRENDAN PATRICK 
MAYERCIK, RONALD M 
ABRAMS, LEWIS HERBERT 
HOLDEMAN, ROBERT EUGENE 
MID6ETT, DEWEY ALLEN 
SEARFUS, WILLIAM HENRY 
BRENNAN, HERBERT OWEN 
CONDI T, DOUGLAS CRAIG 
JONES, LOUIS F 
MILLNER, MICHAEL 
CROSBY, RICHARD ALEXANDER 
LEEPEfi, WALLACE WILSON 
MORE IDA, MANUEL J 
STRANGE, FLOYD W 
COLLINS. ARNOLD 
RUSSELL. DONALD M 
PASTVA. MICHAEL JAMES 
LIRA, JOSE TRINAOAD 
GRZYB. ROBERT H 


L03.Sjr SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 

05 F 671109 LA 

E8 A 671109 LA 

03 F 671109 LA' 

E5 F 671109 LA 

E5 A 671109 U 

F 671109 LA 

E2 ■ A 671109 VS 

EA M 671109 VS 

05 F 671110 VN 

02 F 671110 VN 

02 F 671110 VN 

04 F 671110 VN 

E3 A 671111 VS 

E3 A 671111 VS 

E4 A 671111 VS 

E2 A 671111 VS 

E3 N 671112 VN 

E5 N 671112 VN 

E3 M 671114 VS 

04 F 671117 VN 

03 N 671117 VN 

05 N , 671117 VN 

04 F 671118 VN 

04 F 671118 VN 

03 F 671118 VN 

E4 A 671119 VS 

E3 A. 671119 VS 

02 N 671119 VN 

E5 A 671119 VS 

03 F 671119 VN 

02 N 671119 VN 

03 F 671120 VN 

E3 A 671121 VS 

04 F 671124 LA 

02 F 671124 LA 

05 H 671125 VN 

02 M 671125 VN 

E2 A 671125 VS 

05 N 671125 VN 

06 F 671126 VN 

02 F 671126 VN 

04 F 671129 LA 

:6 A 671129 VS 

;4 A 671202 VS 

/2 A 671202 VS 

;4 A 671202 VS 

n A 671202 VS 

:4 H 671204 VS 

•4 F 671205 LA 

3 M 671206 VS 

3 A 671209 VS 

V 671210 VS 


1027 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

CTRY.ORIG 

BENNETT, ROBERT ELWOOD III 

02 

F 

671213 

VS 

SCURLOCK, LEE D 

E6 

A 

671221 

LA 

COOK, WILMER PAUL 

04 

N 

671222 

VN 

FORS, GARY HENRY 

03 

M 

671222 

LA 

POWERS, VERNIE HOMER 

. E3 

A 

671224 

VS 

BURNS, FREDERICK JOHN 

E3 

M 

671225 

VS 

KOONCE, TERRY T 

03 

F 

671225 

LA 

INNES, ROGER B 

02 

N 

671227 

VN 

LEE, LEONARD HURRAY 

04 

N 

671227 

VN 

MARTIN, SAMMY ARTHUR 

02 

F 

671227 

VN 

CLAPPER, GEAN PRESTON 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

CLAXTON, CHARLES PETER 

04 

F 

671229 

VN 

CRUZ, CARLOS RAFAEL 

03 

F 

671229 

LA 

DARCY, EDWARD JOSEPH 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

ECKLEY, WAYNE ALVIN 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

FISHER. DONALD E 

05 

F 

671229 

VN 

FOSTER, PAUL L 

E5 

F 

671229 

LA 

MCCRARY, JACK 

E6 

F 

671229 

VN 

OSBORNE, EDWIN NELMS JR 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

BARKER, FRANK C III 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

POTTER, WILLIAM JOSEPH JR 

03 

F 

671229 

LA 

VAN BUREN, GERALD GORDON 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

WENAAS, GORDON J 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

WILLIAMS, JAMES R 

E4 

F 

671229 

VN 

SWORDS, SMITH III 

04 

F 

671230 

LA 

WORTHAM, MURRAY L 

02 

F 

671230 

LA 

BELCHER, GLENN ARTHUR 

02 

F 

671231 

LA _ 

PEACE, JOHN DARLINGTON- III 

04 

N 

671231 

VN 

PERISHO, GORDON SAMUEL 

43 

N 

671231 

VN 

DENNISON, JAMES RICHARD 

04 

N 

680101 

VN 

HANLEY, TERRENCE HIGGINS 

02 

N 

680101 

VN 

HERRIN, HENRY HOWARD JR 

01 

N 

680101 

VN 

ELLIS, BILLY J 

E4 

A 

680103 

VS 

LANCASTER, KENNETH R 

E4 

A 

6B0103 

VS 

MINNICH, RICHARD WILLIS JR 

02 

N 

680104 

VN 

BRIGGS. ERNEST FRANK JR 

E5 

A 

680105 

LA 

FANTLE, SAMUEL 

03 

F 

680105 

VN 

FOULKS, RALPH EUGENE JR 

02 

N 

680105 

VN 

GALU6HER, JOHN THEODORE 

E6 

A 

680105 

LA 

HAMILTON, DENNIS C 

W1 

A 

680105 

LA 

HARTNEY. JAMES C 

04 

F 

680105 

VN 

JONES, WILLIAM E 

03 

F 

680105 

VN 

SCHULTZ, SHELDON D 

W1 

A 

680105 

LA 

WILLIAMSON, JAMES D 

E4 

A 

680105 

LA 

STONE, JAMES MARVIN 

02 

A 

680107 

VS 

TRUJILLO, ROBERT S 

E3 

A 

680107 

VS 

BIFOLCHI, CHARLES LAWRENCE 

02 

F 

68010S 

VS 

CANNON, FRANCES EUGENE 

E2 

A 

680108 

VS 

FISCHER, RICHARD WILLIAM 

E3 

M 

680108 

VS 

SMITH, HALLIE W 

03 

F 

680108 

VS 

WILLIAMS, RICHARD F 

E8 

A 

680108 

VS 

GREEN, NORMAN H 

05 

F 

680109 

LA 
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SERVICE lOATE CTRY_ORIG 


IRSCH, WAYNE C 
NEWTON, WARREN E 
PHIPPS, JAMES L 
RAMOS, RAINIER S 
REHE, RICHARD RAYMOND 
SYKES, DERRI 
HOPPER, EARL PEARSON JR 
ANDERSON, DENIS LEON 
BUCK, ARTHUR CHARLES 
MANCINl, RICHARD MICHAEL 
OLSON, DELBERT AUSTIN 
ROBERTS, MICHAEL UNO 
Slow, GALE ROBERT 
STEVENS, PHILLIP PAUL 
THORESEN, DONALD NELLIS 
WIOON, KENNETH HARRY 
COHRON, JAMES OERWIN 
PORT, WILLIAM D 
HORNE, STANLEY HENRY 
SKARMAN, ORVAL HARRY 
BIGGS, EARL ROGER 
COOLEY, ORVILLE DALE 
GEE, PAUL S 
MOREUNO, WILLIAM D 
reedy, WILLIAM HENRY JR 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
WILKE, ROBERT F 
BOLES, WARREN WILLIAM ' 
ROEHRICH, RONALD L 
JOHNSON, WILLIAM 0 
HURRAY, PATRICK PETER 
WALUCE, HOBART M JR 
HOLLEY, TILDEN S 
KEHERER, JAMES AUN 
COALSTON. ECHOL W JR 
ELLIOTT, JERRY W 
HILL, BILLY 0 
KIMSEY, WILLIAM ARTHUR JR 
RAMSAY, CHARLES J 
RAHSOEN, GERALD LEE 
DUNN, MICHAEL E 
EIDSHOE, NORMAN EDWARD 
CORDOVA, ROBERT JAMES 
HILLS, JAMES DALE 
WHITE, CHARLES E 
COCHEO, RICHARD NEWELL 
UCEY, RICHARD J 
BLOOD, HENRY F 
OLSEN, BETTY ANN 
ADKINS. CHARLES LEROY 
BURNHAM, DONALD DAWSON 
PATTON, KENNETH J 


02 

F 

680109 

U 

E4 

A 

680109 

VS 

Wl 

A 

680109 

VS 

W1 

A 

680109 

VS 

E3 

A 

680109 

VS 

E3 

A 

680109 

VS 

02 

F 

680110 

VN 

02 

N 

6B0111 

U 

02 

N 

680111 

U 

E5 

N 

680111 

U 

05 

N 

680111 

u 

E5 

N 

680111 

u 

E4 

N 

680111 

u 

02 

N 

680111 

u 

E5 

N 

680111 

u 

E5 

N 

680111 

u 

E6 

A 

680112 

u 

E3 

A 

680112 

vs 

04 

F 

680114 

VN 

E5 

M 

680115 

VS 

E7 

A 

680116 

VS 

03 

N 

680116 

VN 

02 

M 

680116 

VS 

03 

M 

680116 

VS 

E4 

N 

680116 

VN 

04 

N 

680116 

VN 

05 

F 

680117 

VN “ 

02' 

N 

680118 

VN 

02 

N 

680118 

VN 

E3- 

A 

680119 

VS 

03 

H 

680119 

VN 

04 

M 

680119 

VN 

03 

F 

680120 

VN 

02 

F 

680120 

VN 

E5 

A 

680121 

VS 

E2 

A 

680121 

VS 

E6 

A 

680121 

VS 

W2 

A 

680121 

VN 

03 

H 

680121 

VN 

04 

N 

680123 

VN 

03 

N 

680126 

VN 

04 

N 

680126 

VN 

E2 

N 

680127 

VN 

03 

M 

680129 

VS 

E7 

A 

680129 

CB 

E5 

V 

680131 

VS 

A 

680131 

VS 

** 

V 

680201 

VS 

£4 

V 

680201 

VS 

A 

680202 

VS 

03 

A 

680202 

VS 

E5 

A 

680202 

VS 
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LOSS.RI' SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


COONS, HENRY ALBERT 
HUNT, ROBERT W 
STEGMAN, THOMAS 
FITTON, CROSLEY J 
HARRIS, CLEVELAND scon 
LANNOM, RICHARD CLIVE 
SCHEURICH, THOMAS EDWIN 
WELSHAN, JOHN T 
ANSELMO, WILLIAM FRANK 
COLOMBO, GARY LEWIS 
LOPEZ, ROBERT (NMN) 
MITCHELL. GILBERT L 
NELSON, RICHARD C 
RIOS. NOEL LUIS 
SEWARD, WILLIAM HENRY 
BLANTON, CLARENCE FINLEY 
BONDi RONALD DALE 
CALFEE, JAMES HENRY 
CALLOWAY, PORTER EARL 
DAVIS, JAMES WOODROW 
ETCHBERGER, RICHARD LOY 
GISH, HENRY GERALD 
HALL, WILLIS ROZELLE 
HOLLAND, MELVIN ARNOLD 
KIRK, HERBERT ARTHUR 
OLDS, ERNEST ARTHUR 
PRICE, DAVID STANLEY 
RODRIGUEZ, ALBERT E “ 
SHANNON, PATRICK LEE 
SPRINGSTEADAH, DONALD K 
WORLEY, DON FRANKLIN 
GRIFFITH, JOHN GARY 
KOLLMANN, GLENN EDWARD 
ROGERS, EDWARD FRANCIS 
BYRNE, JOSEPH HENRY 
COLLINS, GUY FLETCHER 
EVANS, CLEVELAND JR 
HEITMAN, STEVEN W 
WATSON, JIMMY L 
WESTBROOK, DONALD E 
HAm. JAMES E 
ERICKSON, DAVID W 
KRAUSMAN, EDWARD L 
BARBER, THOMAS DAVID 
BENSON, lee DAVID 
COLLAZO, RAPHAEL LORENZO 
HENSLEY, THOMAS TRUETT 
HUBBS. DONALD RICHARD 
NIGHTINGALE, RANDALL JOHN 
ROSS, JLYNN JR 
RAY, JAMES MICHAEL 
SWITZER, JERROLD ALLEN 


04 

N 

680228 

VN 

E4 

A , 

680228 

VS 

03 

N 

680228 

VN 

04 

F 

680229 

VN 

03 

F 

, 680229 

VN 

02 

N 

680301 

VN 

04 

N 

680301 

VN 

02 

F 

680303 

VS 

E5 

F 

680306 

VS 

E4 

H' 

680306 

VS 

05 

A 

680306 

VS 

03 

N 

680306 

VN 

03 

N 

680306 

VN 

E5 

F 

680306 

VS 

04 

H 

680306 

VS 

05 

F. 

680311 

LA 

04 

F 

680311 

VS 

E7 

F 

680311 

LA 

E5 

A 

6B03I1 

VS 

E5 

F 

680311 

LA 

E9 

F 

680311 

LA 

E5 

F 

680311 

LA 

E6 

F 

680311 

LA 

E6 

F 

680311 

U 

E5 

F 

680311 

U 

04 

F - 

680311 

VN 

E4 

F 

680311 

LA 

02 

F • 

680311" 

VN 

E6 

■ F 

680311 

U 

E6 

F 

680311 

LA 

E5 

F 

680311 

LA 

03 

N 

680312 

VN 

05 

N 

680312 

VN 

E2 

M 

680312 

VS 

04 

F 

680313 

LA 

05 

F 

680313 

LA 

E5 

M 

680313 

VS 

E5 

A 

680313 

VS 

W2 

A 

680313 

VS 

04 

F 

680313 

LA 

02 

F 

680314 

VS 

E2 

M 

680316 

VS 

E2 

M 

680316 

VS 

E3 

N 

680317 

VN 

02 

N 

680317 

VN 

E3 

A 

680317 

VS 

03 

F 

680317 

LA 

05 

N 

680317 

VN 

E5 

N 

6B0317 

VN 

E3 

A 

680317 

VS 

E3 

A 

680318 

VS 

E2 

M 

680318 

VS 
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LOSS^RK SERVICE IDATE CTRYJRIG 


WILLIAMS. HOWARD K 
BLAIR, CHARLES EDWARD 
ROMERO, VICTOR 
FELLOWS, ALLEN E 
SAYRE, LESLIE BERKLEY 
HESFORD, PETER D 
STOWERS, AUBREY E JR 
LYON, DONAVAN L 
FRANKS, IAN JACK 
HATTORI, MASAKI (NMN) 
ALLGOOD, FRANKIE EUGENE 
EVANCHO, RICHARD 
GREEN, LARRY EDWARD 
KERR. ERNEST CLANEY JR 
LOMAX, RICHARD EUGENE 
MOWREY, GLENN WILLIAM 
BADLEY, JAMES LINDSAY 
CALHOUN. JOHNNY C 
WKITTEKER, RICHARD LEE 
BOYER, ALAN LEE 
BROWN, GEORGE RONALD 
GRAHAM, DENNIS L 
GROSSE, CHRISTOPHER A JR 
HUSTON, CHARLES G 
MACCANN, HENRY ELMER 
WALLACE, MICHAEL WALTER 
CICHON, WALTER ALAN 
HULLEAVEY, QUINTEN EMILE 
REXROAD, RONALD R 
THOMAS, JAMES CALVIN 
TRIVELPIECE, STEVE MAURICE 
MATOCHA, DONALD JOHN 
PEPPER, ANTHONY JOHN 
TRIMBLE, JAMES MITCHELL 
MCMURRAY, FRED HOWELL JR 
LAWSON, KARL WADE 
CARVER, HARRY FRANKLIN 
PADGETT. SAMUEL JOSEPH 
WHITTEMORE, FREDERICK HERB 
METZ, JAMES HARDIN 
HELD, JOHN WAYNE 
BLODGETT, DOUGLAS RANDOLPH 
DENNIS, WILLIAM ROY 
GONZALEZ. JESUS ARMANDO 
HOUSH, ANTHONY F 
LORD, ARTHUR J 
MILLARD, CHARLES WORTH 
SHAFER, PHILIP R 
WALLACE. MICHAEL J 
WERDEHOFF, MICHAEL R 
WILBURN, JOHN EDWARD 
CESTARE, JOSEPH ANGELO 


03 

F 

680318 

VN 

04 

F 

680319 

VS 

E4 

F 

680319 

VS 

04 

F 

680320 

LA 

02 

A 

680320 

VS 

02 

F 

680321 

U 

02 

F 

680321 

LA 

04 

F 

680322 

LA 

E4 

A 

680323 

VS 

04 

A 

680323 

VS 

05 

M 

680326 

VS 

E3 

M 

680326 

VS 

E4 

M 

680326 

VS 

E3 

M 

680326 

VS 

E4 

A 

680326 

VS 

E4 

M 

680326 

VS 

02 

F 

680327 

VN 

E4 

A 

680327 

VS 

03 

F 

680327 

VN 

E5 

A 

680328 

LA 

E8 

A 

680328 

LA 

03 

F 

680328 

VN 

E5 

A 

680328 

VS 

E5 

A 

680328 

LA 

04 

F 

680328 

VN 

04 

N 

680328 

LA 

E4 

A 

680330 

VS 

E4 

A 

680403 

VS 

03 

F 

680403 

VN 

E3 

M 

680403 

VS 

E3 

A 

680404 

VS 

01 

M 

680405 

VS 

E2 

M 

680406 

VS 

E4 

M 

680406 

VS 

02 

A 

680407 

VS 

E4 

A 

680409 

VS 

E6 

A 

680410 

VS 

E7 

A 

680410 

VS 

05 

N 

680411 

VN 

04 

F 

680415 

VN 

03 

F 

680417 

VS 

E4 

A 

680419 

VS 

E4 

A 

680419 

VS 

E5 

A 

680419 

VS 

E6 

A 

680419 

VS 

03 

A 

680419 

vs 

W3 

A 

680419 

vs 

E4 

A 

680419 

VS 

E5 

A 

680419 

vs 

E6 

A 

680419 

VS 

E4 

A 

680419 

vs 

02 

M 

680420 

VS 
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WALKER, WILLIAM JOHN 
ZUTTERMAN, JOSEPH A JR 
CREAMER, JAMES EDWARD JR 
JAMERSON, LARRV C 
JOHNSON, FRANKIE B JR 
LINK, ROBERT C 
MACKEOANZ, LYLE E 
OLSEN. FLOYD WARREN 
SPINDLER, JOHN GATES 
CHOMYK, WILLIAM (NMN) 
COOLEY, DAVID LEO 
PALMGREN, EDWIN D 
RIGGINS, ROBERT PAUL 
PARKER, WOODROW WILSON II 
VINSON, BOBBY G 
CROSSHAN, GREGORY JOHN 
GUILLORY, HUBIA JUDE 
KELLEY, DANIEL MARTIN 
MITCHELL, ALBERT C 
SCOTT, DAVID LEE 
MCDANIEL, JOHN LEWIS 
STOW. LILBURN RAY 
TODD, LARRY RICHARD 
BORS, JOSEPH CHESTER 
COOK, WILLIAM RICHARD 
SAAVEDRA, ROBERT 
GUILLERMIN, LOUIS F 
PIETSCH, ROBERT E - 
STAEHLI, BRUCE WAYNE 
GERVAIS, DONALD PETER 
martin, RICHARD D 
WHITMIRE, WARREN T JR 
ENGLANDER. LAWRENCE J 
AVERY, ROBERT DOUGLAS 
CHANEY, ARTHUR FLETCHER 
CLARK, STEPHEN WILLIAM 
CLEM, THOMAS DEAN 
MCKAIN, BOBBY LYN 
terry, ORAL R 
king, PAUL CHESTER JR 
KUSTIGAN. MICHAEL J 
MITCHELL. HARRY E 
ALDRICH, LAWRENCE LEE 
CONDREY, GEORGE THOMAS III 
DAYTON. JAMES LESLIE 
JENNE, ROBERT EARL 
JURECKO, DANIEL EDWARD 
V^ ARTSDALEN. CLIFFORD DA 
BLACKMAN. THOMAS JOSEPH 
COOK, JOSEPH FRANCIS 
CZERWONKA. PAUL STEVEN 
FLEMING, HORACE H III 


LOSSJK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


04 

M 

680420 

VS 

E5 

M 

680420 

vs 

E5 

A 

680421 

VS 

E4 

A 

680421 

vs 

E5 

A 

680421 

VS 

W2 

A 

680421 

vs 

E6 

A 

680421 

VS 

03 

A 

680421 

vs 

01 

M 

680421 

VS 

03 

F 

680422 

vs 

04 

N 

680422 

VN 

05 

F 

680422 

VN 

04 

F 

680422 

vs 

0? 

F 

680424 

VN 

05 

F 

680424 

VN 

02 

F 

680425 

VN 

E3 

A 

680425 

VS 

E4 

A 

680425 

VS 

04 

F 

680425 

VN 

E4 

A 

680425 

VS 

04 

F 

680426 

VS 

04 

F 

680426 

VS 

E4 

F 

680426 

VS 

04 

F 

680428 

VS 

05 

F 

680428 

vs 

04 

N 

680428 

VN 

03 

-F 

680430 

LA 

03 

F 

680430 

LA 

’E3 

H 

680430 

VS 

E5 

A 

680501 

VS 

E4 

A 

680501 

VS 

W1 

A 

680501 

VS 

E5 

A 

680502 

VS 

02 

M 

680503 

VN 

W1 

03 

A 

M 

680503 

680503 

VS 

VS 


680503 VN 
680503 VS 
680503 VS 
680504 LA 
680505 VN 
660505 VN 
680506 VS 
680508 VS 
680508 VS 
680508 VS 
680508 VS 
680509 VS 
680510 VS 
680510 VS 
680510 VS 
660510 VS 
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FULLIiAME 

FRITSCH, THOMAS WILLIAM 
HEMPEL, BARRY LEE 
HEYNE, RAYMOND THOMAS 
KING, GERALD EUGENE 
LOPEZ, ROBERT CHARLES 
MCGONIGLE, WILLIAM DEE 
MILLER, GLENN EDWIN 
MITCHELL, DONALD WAYNE 
PERRY, THOMAS HEPBURN 
SARGENT, JAMES RAY 
JIMENEZ. Juan macias 
BUCHER, BERNARD LUDWIG 
COEN, HARRY BOB 
CRAVEN, ANDREW JOHNSON 
HEPLER, FRANK MONROE 
LONG. GEORGE WENDELL 
MCELROY, JOHN LEE 
MOORE, MAURICE HENRY 
MORELAND, STEPHEN CRAIG 
ORR, WARREN ROBERT JR 
RANSBOTTOM, FREDERICK J 
SANDS. RICHARD EUGENE 
SIMPSON. JOSEPH! 
SKIVINGTON, WILLIAM E JR 
STULLER. JOHN CHARLES 
WIODISON, IMLAY SCOTT 
WIDNER, DANNY L~ 
WILLIAMS, ROY C 
COTA, ERNEST KENO 
KAR6ER, BARRY EDWIN 
CROSSON, GERALD JOSEPH JR 
RICKEL, DAVID J 
YOUNG. CHARLES L 
GIST, TOMMY E 
MONROE, VINCENT DUNCAN 
PADILU, DAVID ESEQUIEL 
DAVIES. JOSEPH EDWIN 
MCCUBBIN, GLENN OEWAYNE 
ROBERTSON, JOHN HARTLEY 
LEMCKE, DAVID EARL 
ADAH, JOHN QUINCY 
CHAMBERS, JERRY LEE 
CREWS, JOHN HUNTER III 
GLOVER, CALVIN C 
KNEBEL, THOMAS E 
MASON, WILLIAM HENDER 
MCPHAIL. WILLIAM THOMAS 
MITCHELL, THOMAS B 
PATE, GARY 
RASH, MELVIN D 
STPIERRE. DEAN PAUL 
COCHRAN. ISOM CARTER JR 


Page 27 


E3 

■ M 

680510 

VS 

E2 

M 

680510 

VS 

E3 

M 

680510 

VS 

E4 

: M 

680510 

VS 

E2 

M 

680510 

vs 

E2 

M 

680510 

VS 

E5 

A 

680510 

vs 

E3 

M 

680510 

vs 

E4 

A 

680510 

vs 

E3 

H 

680510 

vs 

E4 

A 

680511 

vs 

04 

F 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

ES 

F 

680512 

vs 

E3 

F 

680512 

vs 

04 

F 

680512 

vs 

E4 

A 

680512 

vs 

02 

F 

680512 

vs 

03 

A 

680512 

vs 

01 

A 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

E5 

A 

680512 

vs 

E3 

, A 

680512 

vs 

E6 

A 

680512 

vs 

E4- 

A 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

E3 

A 

680512 

vs 

E5 “ 

N 

680514 

vs 

02 

N 

680514 

VN 

02 

F 

680516 

VN 

03 

F 

680516 

VN 

E3 

A 

680517 

vs 

03 

F 

680518 

VN 

04 

N 

680518 

VN 

E3 

M 

680518 

vs 

03 

F 

680519 

VN 

02 

F 

680519 

VN 

E7 

A 

680520 

u 

E4 

A 

680521 

VS 

El 

• F 

680522 

u 

04 

F 

680522 

LA 

02 

F 

680522 

VN 

E5 

F 

680522 

LA 

E3 

F 

680522 

LA 

05 

F 

680522 

LA 

03 

F 

680522 

LA 

03 

F 

680522 

LA 

E4 

F 

680522 

LA 

E3 

F 

680522 

LA 

03 

F 

680522 

VN 

E3 

A 

680523 

VS 
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Page 28 • 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.Ri: SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


UNE, GLEN 0 
OWEN, ROBERT D 
RUCKER, EMMETT JR 
SHANKS, JAMES LEE 
HILL, JOSEPH ARNOLD 
SMITH, LEWIS PHILIP II 
BERESIK, EUGENE PAUL 
GATEWOOD, CHARLES HUE 
BRICE, ERIC PARKER 
MCMANUS, TRUMAN J 
HARPER, .RALPH LEWIS 
LAPLANT, KURT ELTON 
PALACIOS. LUIS FERNANDO 
SANCHEZ, JOSE RAMON 
SPENCER, DEAN CALVIN III 
HOLDEN, ELMER LARRY 
locker, JAMES D 
RITTICHIER, JACK COLUMBUS 
SCHMIDT. WALTER R JR 
YEEND, RICHARD CAROLINUS J 
FORD, RANDOLPH WRIGHT 
CARTER, JAMES DEVRIN 
BOWMAN, FRANK (NMN) 
CHANDLER, ANTHONY GORDON 
RUPINSKY, BERNARD FRANCIS 
WADLEIGH, CARL DENNIS 
BOOTH, JAMES ERVIN 
CASEY, DONALD FRANCIS 
CARPENTER, NICHOLAS MALLOR 
CORNELIUS, JOHNNIE CLAYTON 
WOODS, ROBERT FRANCIS 
GIAHMERINO, VINCENT F 
JOHNS, PAUL F 
OWEN, TIMOTHY S 
tipping, henry ALBERT 
dewberry, JERRY DON 
LAWRENCE. BRUCE E 
SILVER, EDWARD 0 
MAHONEY, THOMAS PATRICK 30 
BIRD, LEONARD ADRIAN 
hurst, JOHN CLARK 
martin, LARRY E 
CROSS. ARIEL LINDLEY 
PARRA, LIONEL 
SEABLOM, EARL FRANCIS 
FLANAGAN, SHERMAN E JR 
WILLING, EDWARD ARLO 
GOSEN, LAWRENCE DEAN 
BUSH. JOHN ROBERT 
GREILING, DAVID SCOTT 
HACKETT, HARLEY B III 
PARISH. CHARLES C 


E7 A 

E6 a 

05 F 

04 F 

E3 M 

02 . F 

04 F 

E3 M 

03 N 

E3 M 

E3 M 

E3 M 

E3 M 

E2 M 

E4 A 

E5 F 


680523 U 
680523 U 
680524 VS 
680524 VS 
680528 VS 
680530 LA 
680531 VN 
680531 VS 
680604 VN 
680605 VS 
680606 VS 
680606 VS 
680606 VS 
680606 VS 
680607 VS 
680609 VS 


E4 F 

03 p 

02 M 

03 F 

04 N 

W1 A 

E5 N 

E5 N 

02 N 

E4 A 

02 F 

05 - -F 

03 N 

02 F 

04 F 

E3 A 

04 F 

E3 A 

04 F 

E4 H 

02 F 

04 F 

E3 M 

02 M 

03 M 

03 F 

02 H 

03 H 

E3 A 

05 F 

E3 M 

04 N 

02 F 

04 N 

03 F 

03 N 


6B0609 VS 
680609 VS 
680609 VS 
680609 VS 
680611 VN 
680613 VS 
680616 VN 
680616 VS 
680616 VN 
680621 VS 
680623 VN 
680623 VN 
680624 VN 
680626 VN 
680626 VN 
680627 VS 
680628 LA 
680629 VS 
680702 VS 
680705 VS 
680705 VN 
680705 VN 
680706 VS 
680713 VS 
680713 VS 
680715 VN 
680717 VS 
680717 VS 
680718 VS 
680721 VS 
680721 VS 
680723 VS 
680724 VN 
680724 VN 
680724 VN 
680725 VN 


f 
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FULLNAME 

^ FULLERTON, FRANK EUGENE 

# PATTON, WARD KARL 
AUXIER, JERRY EDWARD 
BEYER, THOMAS JOHN 
BROMS, EDWARD JAMES jR 
FOWLER, DONALD R 
HASTINGS, STEVEN M 
ROSS, JOSEPH S 
RUSSELL, PETER J 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM J 

A WOLFKEIL, WAYNE B 

HICKS, TERRIN 0 
GRANIELA. JOSE ANTONIO JR 
MCELHANON, MICHAEL OWENS 
OVERLOOK, JOHN F 
POWELL. WILLIAM £ 

COLLINS, THEOTHIS 
HOFFMAN, TERRY ALAN 
LINDBLOOH. CHARLES DAVID 

A ACOSTA'ROSARIO. HUMBERTO 

^ BERGEVIN, CHARLES LEE 

FERGUSON, WALTER JR 
SETTERQUIST, FRANCIS L 
HEEP, WILLIAM ARTHUR 
LADEWIG, MELVIN E 
READ, CHARLES HAROLD W JR 
PICK, DONALD WILLIAM 
HILLER, ROBERT CHARLES 

^ PHILLIPS, ELBERT AUSTIN 

• ASHALL, ALAN FREDERICK 
DUNCAN, ROBERT RAY 
BARTOCCI. JOHN EUGENE 
IRWIN, DOUGLAS 
KINKAOE, WILLIAM L 
FRAZIER, PAUL REID 
POSEY, GEORGE RAY 
OEICHELMANN, SAMUEL MACKAL 

^ PRIDEMORE, DALLAS REESE 

• VAN DYKE, RICHARD HAVEN 
MAXWELL, SAMUEL C 
SHARK, EARL E 

DAVIS, EDGAR FELTON 
CABLING , ELWYN R 
HOLT. ROBERT ALAN 
LAVOO, JOHN ALLEN 
KUHLMANN, CHARLES F 
CALLAHAN, DAVID FRANCIS JR 

# BREINER, STEPHEN EUGENE 
MCCONNELL, JERRY (NMI) 
OLSON, BARRY ALLEN 
SMITH. WILLIAM ARTHUR JR 
DIXON, DAVID LLOYD 


Page 29 


LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY. 

04 

N 

680727 

VN 

E6 

N 

680727 

VS 

E6 

A 

680729 

VS 

03 

F 

680730 

VS 

02 

N 

680801 

VN 

E4 

A 

680801 

VS 

E5 

A 

680801 

VS 

02 

F 

680801 

VN' 

02 

A 

680801 

VS 

04 

F 

680801 

VN 

04 

F 

680809 

LA 

03 

F 

680815 

VN 

E3 

A 

680816 

VS 

04 

F 

680816 

VN 

04 

F 

680816 

VN 

02 

F 

680B17 

VN 

E3 

M 

680819 

VS 

E4 

M 

680819 

VS 

E6 

N 

680820 

VS 

E3 

A 

680822 

VS 

02 

F 

680823 

VN 

E6 

A 

680823 

VS 

02 

F 

680823 

VN 

03 

N 

680824 

VN 

02 

F 

680824 

VN 

04 

F 

680824 

VN 

04 

F 

680827 

VS 

04 

F 

680828 

LA 

E6 

F 

680828 

LA 

02 

N 

680829 

VN 

02 

N 

680829 

VN 

04 

N 

680831 

VS 

E2 

M 

680901 

VS 

02 

F 

680901 

VN 

E5 

A 

680903 

VS 

E3 

N 

680905 

VS 

03 

F 

680906 

VS 

E6 

A 

680900 

VS 

02 

F 

680911 

VN 

04 

F 

680912 

VN 

E5 

A 

680912 

VS 

03 

F 

680917 

LA 

04 

F 

680919 

VN 

03 

M 

680919 

VN 

03 

M 

680919 

VN 

04 

F 

680922 

LA 

04 

N 

680923 

VN 

E2 

H 

680924 

VS 

E2 

A 

680924 

VS 

E3 

A 

680926 

VS 

W1 

A 

680927 

VS 

E4 

N 

680928 

VS 
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LOSS.Rh SERVICE IDATE CTRY_0RIG 


HALPIN. DAVID PAUL 
NEWBERRY. WAYNE ELLSWORTH 
FIES2EL, CLIFFORD W 
SMITH. HOWARD HORTON 
SPINELLI, DOMENICK ANTHONY’ 
VANRENSELAAR, LARRY JACK 
ERWIN, DONALD EDWARD 
SMITH, ROGER LEE 
LAWRENCE, GREGORY PAUL 
STRIDE, JAMES DANIEL JR 
WESTER, , ALBERT DWAYNE 
WARRELL, HARK V 
HANDRAHAN, .EUGENE ALLEN 
HERREID, ROBERT 0 
HUNT, JAMES D 
MASTERSON, MICHAEL JOHN 
ORELL. QUINLAN ROBERTS 
MASON, JAMES PHILIP 
BRIDGES, JERRY GLEN 
DEITSCH, CHARLES EDWARD 
KNIGHT, HENRY C 
MELOAHL, CHARLES H 
STANTON. RONALD 
FINLEY. DICKIE W 
KNABB. KENNETH KEITH JR 
TYLER, GEORGE E 
- THOMPSON. BENJAMIN ARTHUR 
EDMUNDS, ROBERT CLIFTON JR 
CONNOR. CHARLES RICHARD 
JICKER, william ERNEST 
STONEBRAKER, KENNETH ARNOL 
STROVEN, WILLIAM HARRY 
BEZOLD, STEVEN NEIL 
HARRISON, DONALD L 
HUNTER, JAMES D 
SWANSON. ROGER W 
KENNEY, HARRY JOHN 
SIMPSON, JAMES EDWARD 
TURNER, FREDERICK RAY 
ERSKINE. JACK D 
BIRCHIH, JAMES DOUGLAS 
COPLEY. WILLIAM MICHAEL 
KARST, CARL F 
WIECHERT, ROBERT CHARLES 
DERBY. PAUL DAVID 
CORRIVEAU. ROBERT 0 
CUTHBERT, BRADLEY GENE 
FRANCISCO, SAN DEWAYNE 
MORRISON, JOSEPH C 
THUH, RICHARD COBB 
HARTNESS, GREGG 
STUIFBERGEN, GENE PAUL 
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Page 31 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_0R1G 



I 




^’,5 • 
f 


BADER; ARTHUR EDWARD JR 
FITTS, RICHARD A ' 

LABOHN, GARRY RUSSEL 
MEIN, MICHAEL HOWARD 
SCHOLZ, KLAUS D 
STACKS, RAYMOND C 
TOOMEY, SAMUEL K III 
BERRY, JOHN ALVIN 
EVANS, BILLY KENNEDY JR 
MORALES, FRANK ADRIAN 
PIRRUCCELLO, JOSEPH S JR 
REX, ROBERT A 
FORD, EDWARD (NHN) 

MINOR, CARROL WILLIAM 
SHIMEK, SAMUEL DALE 
GALBRAITH. RUSSELL 0 
ALBRIGHT. JOHN SCOTT II 
CLARKE, FRED LEE 
DAILEY, DOUGLAS VINCENT 
DONAHUE, MORGAN JEFFERSON 
DUGAN, THOMAS WAYNE 
FANNING, JOSEPH PETER 
MCGOULDRICK, FRANCIS J JR 
walker. SAMUEL FjR 
BARRAS, GREGORY INMAN 
PAYNE, NORMAN 
BOUCHARD. MICHAEL LORA 
KENT, ROBERT D 
MORIN, RICHARD G 
ALLEE, RICHARD KENNETH 
BROWNLEE. CHARLES RICHARD 
KING. CHARLES D 
SCHERDIN, ROBERT F 
MCCANTS, LEUND S III 
CLACK, CECIL JAMES 
LANE, MITCHELL S 
NEELD, BOBBY G 
WELSH, URRY DON 
BYRD, HUGH MCNEIL JR 
O'BRIEN, KEVIN 
SPROTT, ARTHUR ROY JR 
EATON, NORMAN DALE 
GETCHELL, PAUL E 
FICKLER. EDWIN JAMES 
KUHLMAN, ROBERT J JR 
SMITH, VICTOR A 
COAOY, ROBERT FRANKLIN 
ROSS, DOUGLAS ALAN 
SINGLETON, DANIEL E 
UTLEY, RUSSEL K 
CONGER. JOHN EDWARD JR 
CAMPBELL, WILLIAM EDWARD 


E5 

A 

681130 

U 

E5 

A 

681130 

LA 

E4 

■ A 

681130 

LA 

E4 

A 

681130 

U 

E6 

A 

681130 

LA 

02 

A 

681130 

LA 

04 

A 

681130 

LA 

WI 

A 

6B1205 

VS 

E5 

A 

681205 

VS 


V 

681206 

VS 

03 

F 

681208 

LA 

02 

F 

681208 

LA 

E5 

A 

681209 

VS 

E3 

N 

681209 

VS 

E4 

A 

681209 

VS 

03 

F 

681211 

LA 

02 

F 

681213 

LA 

E6 

F 

681213 

LA 

E5 

F 

681213 

LA 

02 

F 

681213 

U 

04 

F 

681213 

LA 

02 

F 

681213 

LA 

04 

F 

681213 

LA 

E5 

F 

681213 

LA 

04 

F 

681218 

LA 

E5 

A 

681219 

LA 

03 • 

■ N 

681220 

LA 

03 

M 

681220 

LA 

02 

M 

681220 

LA 

03 

F 

681221 

LA 

04 

F 

681224 

LA 

E4 

F 

681225 

LA 

E3 

A 

681229 

CB 

02 

A 

681230 

VS 

E3 

A 

690101 

VS 

03 

F 

690104 

VS 

04 

F 

690104 

VS 

ES 

A 

690107 

VS 

03 

A 

690109 

VS 

02 

A 

690109 

VS 

04 

F 

690110 

VS 

05 

F 

690113 

LA 

03 

F 

690113 

LA 

03 

H 

690117 

VS 

02 

H 

690117 

VS 

03 

F 

690117 

LA 

03 

F 

690118 

LA 

E5 

A 

690122 

VS 

02 

F 

690126 

LA 

04 

F 

690126 

LA 

E3 

A 

690127 

VS 

04 

F 

690129 

LA 



Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAHE 

HOLTON, ROBERT E 
LUNA, DONALD A 
SWI6ART, PAUL EUGENE JR 
BRIGGS, RONALD DANIEL 
CHRISTIANSEN, EUGENE F 
O'HARA, ROBERT CHARLES 
PADGETT, DAVID E 
PARKER, DAVID WAYNE 
PARSONS, DONALD E 
STANLEY. CHARLES I 
DELEIDI, RICHARD AUGUSTINE 
CLARK, THOMAS EDWARD 
KALIL, TANOS E 
WILKINS, CALVIN WAYNE 
MEYERS, ROGER ALLEN 
KROSKE, HAROLD W JR 
ZUKOWSKI, ROBERT JOHN 
CLARK, STANLEY SCOTT 
STEVENS, U^RRY JAMES 
NIEOECKEN, WILLIAM CLINTON 
WALSH, RICHARD A III 
MOORE, JERRY L 
WOGAN, WILLIAM M 
BRUCHER, JOHN MARTIN 
CHAPMAN, RODNEY MAX 
JEROME, STANLEY MILTON 
SCHIMMELS, EDDIE RAY - 
NEISLAR, DAVID PHILLIP - 
MACKO, CHARLES 
PAXTON. DONALD E 
PEARSON, WAYNE E 
CAMPBELL. CLYDE WILLIAM 
KELLER, WENDELL R 
LOVEGREN, DAVID EUGENE 
MERONEY, VIRGIL K III 
B06IAGES, CHRISTOS C JR 
EVANS, WILLIAM ANTHONY 
may. MICHAEL FREDERICK 
SMITH, WILLIAM M 
COLEMAN, JIMMY LEE 
MCDONNELL, JOHN TERRENCE 
REX, ROBERT F 
WALTERS, TIM LEROY 
LUNA, CARTER PURVIS 
ROBINSON, FLOYD HENRY 
BARNES, CHARLES RONALD 
BAH, MICHAEL LERO 
BOBE, RAYMOND EDWARD 
foster, MARVIN L 
SMITH, DAVID R 
ARMITSTEAD, STEVEN RAY 
OINAN, DAVID THOMAS III 


1038 
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LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE CTRY_0RIG 



FULLNAME 

LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRYJRIG 

03 

f 

690129 LA 

jj|j| 

• 

FINNEY, CHARLES E 

03 

M 

690317 

LA 

03 

F 

690201 LA . 


w 

MURPHY, BARRY DANIEL 

E5 

A 

690318 

CB 

02 

N 

690205 VS 



DAVIS, RICARDO GONZALES 

E7 

A 

690320 

LA 

02 

A 

690206 VS 



DAVIS, ROBERT CHARLES 

03 

F 

690323 

LA 

E3 

A 

690206 VS 



WIDDIS, JAMES W JR 

03 

F 

690323 

U 

E5 

A 

690206 VS 



ARROYO-BAEZ, GERASIMO 

E6 

A 

690324 

VS 

02 

A 

690206 VS 



BOWERS. RICHARD LEE 

03 

A 

690324 

VS 

E4 

A 

690206 VS 



HERRERA, FREDERICK D 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

05 

A 

690206 VS 



HICKS, PRENTICE W 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

W1 

A 

690206 VS 

■ ' 


ROBERTS, RICHARD D 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

03 

M 

690207 VS 

§ 

• 

CZERWIEC, RAYMOND GEORGE 

E5 

A 

690327 

VS 

03 

f 

690208 U 



BELCHER, ROBERT ARTHUR 

04 

F 

690328 

VS 

" 

V 

690208 VS 



MILLER, MICHAEL ANDREW 

02 

F 

690328 

VS 

E3 

M 

690208 VS 



HESS, FREDERICK WILLIAM JR 

02 

F 

690329 

LA 

04 

N 

690209 VN 



LATIMER, CLARENCE ALBERT 

E4 

A 

690330 

VS 

02 

A 

690211 CB 



CARPENTER, RAMEY LEO 

03 

N 

690331 

LA 

02 

F 

690211 LA 



WHITE, OANFORTH ELLITHORNE 

05 

N 

690331 

LA 

05 

f 

690214 LA 

i 


POWERS, LOWELL S 

W1 

A 

690402 

VS 

02 

N 

690214 LA 



ECKLUND, ARTHUR G 

02 

A 

690403 

VS 

02 

N 

690215 LA 


t 

JEFFERSON, PERRY HENRY 

03 

F 

690403 

VS 

05 

F 

690215 LA 

1 


DE SOTO, ERNEST LEO 

04 

F 

690412 

VS 

E3 

A 

690216 VS 

1 


HALL. FREDRICK M 

02 

F 

690412 

VS 

E4 

A 

690216 VS 



LAMP. ARNOLD WILLIAM JR 

03 

F 

690412 

VS 

03 

f 

690218 VN 

1 


PIERSON, WILLIAM C III 

W2 

A 

690413 

VS 


N 

690218 VN 

- 1 


KONYU, WILLIAM MICHAEL 

W1 

A 

690416 

VS 

E6 ■ 

N 

690218 VN 

■ 1 


DAHILL, DOUGLAS EDWARD 

E4 

A 

690417 

VS 

"E6 

N 

690218 VN 

p: 


NEWTON, CHARLES V 

E6 

A 

690417 

VS 

02 

N 

69022rVN 

1 


PREVEDEL, CHARLES F 

E5 

A 

690417 

VS 

04 - 

F 

690222 LA 



WILLETT, ROBERT VINCENT JR 

02 

F 

690417 

LA 

05 

F 

690222 LA 

{ 


ELLIS, RANDALL S 

E4 

A 

690418 

VS 

03 

F 

690222 LA 

V. 


SCOTT, VINCENT CALVIN JR 

02 

F 

690422 

LA 

03 

F 

690301 LA 

f 


VAN CLEAVE. WALTER SHELBY 

05 

F 

690422 

LA 

04 

F 

690301 LA 



SHRIVER, JERRY M 

E7 

A 

690424 

CB 

E4 

A 

690301 VS 

i, 


EAST, JAMES BOYD JR 

04 

F 

690426 

LA 

02 

F 

690301 LA 

i; 


REARDON, RICHARD JOHN 

02 

N 

690428 

VS 

04 

F 

690302 LA 

T 


MASCARI, PHILLIP LOUIS 

02 

F 

690502 

LA 

E5 

A 

690302 CB 



BILLIPP, NORMAN KARL 

03 

H 

690506 

VS 

E4 

A 

690302 CB 


t 

HAGAN, JOHN ROBERT 

02 

M 

690506 

VS 

E3 

A 

690303 VS 



8RASHEAR, WILLIAM JAMES 

04 

F 

690508 

LA 

E3 

A 

690306 VS 



MUNDT, HENRY G II 

02 

F 

690508 

LA 

03 

A 

690306 VS 



WALTERS, WILLIAM (NMN) 

E3 

A 

690510 

VS 

03 

F 

690309 LA 

r 


RYAN, WILLIAM C JR 

02 

M 

690511 

VS 

E6 

A 

690309 LA 

i. 


BESSOR, BRUCE CARLETON 

02 

A 

690513 

LA 

05 

F 

690310 LA 



BROOKS, JOHN HENRY RALPH 

E4 

A 

690513 

VS 

E5 

A 

690312 VS 

1 


MASUDA, ROBERT S 

E4 

A 

690513 

VS 

03 

A 

690316 VS 



MUNOZ, DAVID LOUIE 

E3 

A 

690513 

VS 

E4 

A 

690316 VS 


% 

SCOTT, MIKE JOHN 

E7 

A 

690513 

LA 

E3 

A 

690316 VS 



WASHINGTON, BOBBY 

El 

M 

690515 

VS 

04 

A 

690316 VS 

1 


STEWART, VIRGIL GRANT 

02 

F 

690517 

LA 

03 

A 

690316 VS 

f 


CUDLIKE, CHARLES JOSEPH 

E4 

A 

690518 

VS 

02 

M 

690317 U 

1 


BENTON, GREGORY REA JR 

E2 

H 

690523 

VS 

02 

F 

690317 LA 



RAMIREZ, ARMANDO (NMN) 

E5 

A 

690523 

CB 
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Page 

FULLNAHE 

LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE CTRY.ORIG 



FULLNAME 

LOSS.Ri; 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY_0R1G 

MANSKE, CHARLES JEROME 

03 

F 

690524 VS 

it 


CLINE, CURTIS ROY • 

E2 

A 

690918 

VS 

HONTEZ, ANASTACIO (NMN) 

E7 

A 

690524 VS 



CECIL, ALAN BRUCE’ 

E5 

A 

690921 

LA 

WEITZ, MONEK 

El 

M 

690525 VS 



JACKSON, JAMES W JR 

£3 

M 

690921 

VS 

WILLIAMS, LEROY CHRISTOPHE 

E2 

M 

690525 VS 



HUNTLEY, JOHN NORMAN 

E3 

A 

690927 

LA 

BEANE,. DOUGLAS G. . 

El 

M 

690601 i/S 



CURRAN, PATRICK ROBERT 

02 

M 

690929 

LA 

LEHCOOL, ERNEST F 

E2 

M 

690612 VS 



LONO, LUTHER A 

04 

M 

690929 

LA 

STORY, JAMES CLELLON 

E2 

A 

690613 VS 



BECK, TERRY LEE 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

WARD, NEAL C 

02 , 

F 

690613 LA 



BELL, RICHARD WILLIAM 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

GRACE, JAMES W 

03 

F 

690614 LA 



BOWMAN, MICHAEL LEE 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

KAHLER, HAROLD 

04 

F' 

690614 LA 


• 

DAYAO, ROLANDO CUEVA 

E6 

N 

691002 

VN 

SPARKS, DONALD! 

E3 

A 

690617 VS 



DEAN, DONALD CHESTER 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

EVERETTE, EDWARD LOVE, JR. 

E2 

M 

690618 VS 



DILGER, HERBERT HUGH 

03 

N 

691002 

VN 

ROBERSON, JOHN WILL 

E3 

A 

690622 VS 



ELLERD, CARL J 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

CONDIT, WILLIAM HOWARD JR 

04 

F 

690623 VS 



FOWLER, JAMES JEWEL 

E2 

N 

691002 

VN 

REED, TERRY MICHAEL 

02 

F 

690623 VS 



FOWLER, ROY G 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

SAGE. LELANO CHARLES COOKE 

02 

N 

690623 LA 



GAN. LEONARDO M 

E7 

N 

691002 

VN 

JABLONSKl. MICHAEL JAMES 

E3 

A 

690627 VS 



GORE, PAUL EDWIN 

E6 

N 

691002 

VN 

FRANSEN, ALBERT H JR 

E4 

N 

690702 VS 



GORSUCH, WILLIAM 0 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

FALLON, PATRICK M 

06 

F 

690704 LA 


A 

HILL, RAYFORD J 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

ANDRE, HOWARD VINCENT JR 

04 

F 

690708 LA 


■ w 

KOHLER, DELVIN LEE 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

SIZEMORE. JAMES ELMO 

04 

F 

690708 LA 



KOSLOSKY, HOWARD M 

E3 

N 

691002 

VN 

BANNON, PAUL WEOLAKE 

04 

F 

690712 LA 



LEONARD, ROBERT 6 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

PIKE, PETER X 

02 

F 

690712 LA 



LIVINGSTON, RICHARD ALLEN 

03 

N 

691002 

VN 

BUTLER, DEWEY RENEE 

E3 

A 

690714 VS 



MONTGOMERY, RONALD WAYNE 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

POLSTER. HARMON 

02 

F - 

690715 LA 



MOORE, WILLIAM R 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

WALKER. MICHAEL S 

03 

F 

690715 LA 



MOSER, PAUL KIERSJEAD 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

DAWSON, JAMES VERNON 

-03 

F 

690716- VS -■ 

( 


PfiENTICEi KENNETH M 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

SMILEY, STANLEY KUTZ 

03 

N 

690720 LA 

J 


SALAZAR, FIDELS 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

BRENNING, RICHARD DAVID 

03 

N 

690726 VN 

H 


TERRELL, KEAVIN LEE 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

BURNS. MICHAEL PAUL 

E4 

A 

690731 LA 



TYE, MICHAEL JAMES 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

NEAL, DENNIS PAUL 

03 

A 

690731 LA 

1 


VIADO, REYNALDO ROCILLO 

E3 

N 

691002 

VN 

BURD, D0U6US GLENN 

02 

F 

690801 VS 

i 


CUNNINGHAM, KENNETH LEROY 

E2 

A 

691003 

VS 

CALLIES, TOMMY LEON 

03 

F 

690801 VS 

k 


GRAFFE, PAUL L 

02 

A 

691003 

VS 

TALKEN, GEORGE FRANCIS 

04 

N 

690802 VN 

t 


BOWER, IRVIN LESTER JR 

E3 

M 

691006 

VS 

BECK. EDWARD EUGENE JR 

E2 

M 

690809 VS 



ALTIZER, ALBERT HAROLD 

E3 

A 

691008 

VS 

DOTSON, JEFFERSON SCOTT 

02 

F 

690809 LA 



WATKINS. ROBERT JAMES JR 

W2 

A 

691008 

VS 

GOURLEY, LAURENT LEE 

03 

F 

690809 LA 



DRIVER. DALUS ALAN 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

JANOUSEK, RONALD JAMES 

02 

M 

690809 VS 


• 

GARBETT, JIMMY RAY 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

KANE. BRUCE EDWARD 

E4 

M 

690809 VS 



MOORE, RAYMOND GREGORY 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

MICKELSEN, WILLIAM EMIL JR 

03 

N 

690810 VN 



SUYOAM, JAMES LAWRENCE 

E5 

A 

691009 

VS 

HANSEN, LESTER ALAN 

W2 

A 

690813 VS 



TURNER, JAMES HENRY 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

DAVIS, DANIEL RICHARD 

02 

F 

690818 LA 



MAXWELL, CALVIN WALTER 

03 

A 

691010 

VS 

BOHLIG, JAMES RICHARD 

02 

M 

690819 VS 



WEISNER, FRANKLIN LEE 

02 

A 

691010 

VS 

FLANIGAN, JOHN NORLEE 

03 

M 

690819 VN 



BOOTH, LAWRENCE RANDOLPH 

03 

A 

691016 

u 

MORRISSEY, RICHARD THOMAS 

03 

M 

690619 VS 



RATTIN, DENNIS M 

E4 

A 

691016 

LA 

SMITH, ROBERT NORMAN 

05 

M 

690819 VN 



STUBBS, WILLIAM WENTWORTH 

E5 

A 

691020 

LA 

GRAF, ALBERT STEPHEN 

02 

M 

690829 VS 


I 

COOK, GLENN RICHARD 

02 

F 

691021 

VS 

ZIWER, JERRY ALLEN 

03 

M 

690829 VS 



ESPENSHIED, JOHN L 

04 

F 

691021 

VS 

ESCOBEDO. JULIAN JR 

E3 

M 

690901 VS 



BYNUM, NEIL STANLEY 

02 

F 

691026 

LA 

HELWIG. ROGER DANNY 

03 

F 

690911 LA 



WARREN, GRAY D 

03 

F 

691026 

LA 

STEARNS. ROGER HORACE 

03 

F 

690911 LA 



HERRICK, JAMES W JR 

02 

F 

691027 

LA 

TRAMPSKI, DONALD JOSEPH 

E2 

A 

690916 VS 



GAUTHIER, DENNIS L 

E.T 

A 

691031 

VS 
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FULLNAME 


loss.rk service IDATE CTRYJRIG 


ADVENTIO, RUOOLPHO ANDRES 
BAILEY, DANIAL T 
PARTINGTON, ROGER DALE 
CARROLL, PATRICK HENRY 
WHITFORD, LAWRENCE W JR 
BROWN, WILLIAM THEODORE 
NORTON. MICHAEL ROBERT 
SHUE, DONALD MONROE 
WALD, GUNTHER HERBERT 
ALFORO, terry LANIER 
CAVENDER.-JIH RAY 
HANLEY, LARRY JAMES 
KLIMO, JAMES ROBERT 
WARE, JOHN ALAN 
ECHANIS, JOSEPH YGNACIO 
LEFEVER. DOUGLAS PAUL 
BOOAHL, JON KEITH 
DENNANY, JAMES EUGENE 
HELHICH. GERALD ROBERT 
SMITH. HARRY W 
rUCCl, ROBERT L 
RAY, RONALD E 
SUBER, RANDOLPH BOTHWELL 
GRAF, JOHN GEORGE 
BALDRIDGE, JOHN ROBERT JR 
RENELT. WALTER A 
^COLLINS. RICHARD FRANK 
DEUTER, RICHARD CARL 
QUINN, MICHAEL EDWARD 
JONES, GRAYLAND (NMN) 
BALAMOTI, MICHAEL DIMITRI 
brown, earl CARLYLE 
COMER, HOWARD BRISBANE JR 
OEWISPEI/ERE, REXFORD JOHN 
FELLENZ, CHARLES R 
GANLEY, RICHARD 0 
GREWELL. LARRY I 

matthes, peter R 

WHITE, JAMES B 
WRIGHT, DONALD L 
ROGERS, BILLY LEE 
DUNLAP, WILLIAM C 
SANDERLIN, WILLIAM D 
SHANLEY. MICHAEL HENRY JR 
VANOEN EYKEL, MARTIN 0 II 
CLARK, JOHN CALVIN II 
DANIELSON. BENJAMIN FRANKL 
HARROLO, PATRICK K 
SCHUMACHER, JAMES K 
BUCKLEY, VICTOR PATRICK 
LONG. CARL EDWIN 
BURRIS, DONALD DEANE JR 


E3 

N 

691101 

VS . 

E3 

A 

691101 

VS 

03 

M 

691101 

VS 

02 

F 

691102 

LA 

05 

F 

691102 

U 

E6 

A 

691103 

LA 

E2 

A 

691103 

VS 

E4 

■ A 

691103 

U 

E5 

A 

691103 

LA 

W1 

A 

691104 

VS 

WI 

A 

691104 

VS 

03 

F 

691104 

U 

E4 

A 

691104 

VS 

E4 

A 

691104 

VS 

03 

F 

691105 

U 

03 

F 

691105 

LA 

03 

F 

691112 

LA 

04 

F 

691112 

LA 

04 

F 

691112 

LA 

03 

F 

691112 

U 

03 

F 

691112 

U 

E6 

A 

691113 

LA 

E5 

A 

691113 

LA 

04 

N 

691115 

VS 

02 

F 

- 691120 

LA 

05 

F 

^ 691120 

LA 

04 

N 

691122 

LA- 

02 

N . 

_ 691122 

LA 

'03 

N 

691122 

LA 

E3 

A 

691123 

VS 

04 

F 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

lA 

W2 

A 

691124 

VS 

E4 

F 

691124 

LA 

E5 

f 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

LA 

E5 

F 

691124 

LA 

02 

F 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

LA 

ES 

F 

691124 

LA 

E3 

N 

691201 

VN 

W2 

A 

691202 

VS 

E5 

A 

691202 

VS 

E5 

A 

691202 

VS 

W2 

A 

691202 

VS 

03 

F 

691205 

LA 

03 

F 

691205 

LA 

02 

F 

691205 

LA 

E2 

A 

691215 

VS 

03 

N 

691216 

VN 

03 

H 

691220 

VS 

W2 

A 

691222 

LA 


1048 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

A KENNEDY, JAMES EDWARD 

TROWBRIDGE, DUSTIN COWLES 
FEATHERSTON, FIELDING W 3D 
FERGUSON. DOUGLAS D 
BROOKS, NICHOLAS GEORGE 
FRYAR, BRUCE C 
LINOSTROH, RONNIE G 
WEST, JOHN THOMAS • 

WALTON. WILBERT 

A BURNES, ROBERT WAYNE 

^ ROBINSON, LARRY WARREN 

HOFF, MICHAEL G 
OCHAB, ROBERT (NMN) 

ALLEN, WAYNE CLOUSE 
CROSBY, HERBERT CHARLES 
GRAZIOSI, FRANCIS GEORGE 
. HOWES, GEORGE ANDREWS 
CHORLINS, RICHARD DAVID 

^ TUBBS, GLENN E 

• ALCORN, MICHAEL E 

ANDERSON, GREGORY LEE 
BELL,, HOLLY GENE 
LEESER. LEONARD CHARLES 
MALLON. RICHARD J 
PANEK, ROBERT J SR 
PRUETT. WILLIAM DAVID 
SHINN, WILLIAM CHARLES 

„ SUTTON, WILLIAM CARL 

W LYON. JAMES MICHAEL 

STEPHENSON, RICHARD CHARLE 
KIEFFER, WILLIAM L JR 
BRADSHAW, ROBERT SAMUEL 30 
BREEDING. MICHAEL HUGH 
OAFFRON, THOMAS CARL 
GILLEN. THOMAS ELDON 
'MORLEY. CHARLES FRANK 
MOORE. SCOTT FERRIS JR 

• SABOG, MATEO 
BOYLE, WILLIAM (NMN) 

MCVEY, LAVOY DON 
SKIBBE. DAVID WILLIAM 
PARKER, JOHN JACKSON 
ROSENBACH, ROBERT PAGE 
GATES, ALBERT HENRY JR 
GOTTEN. LARRY WILLIAM 
PARCELS. REX LEWIS JR 

• ROBINSON. EDWARD (NMN) 
SCHOEPPNER, LEONARD JOHN 
TERLA, LOTHAR GUSTAV T 
SCULL. GARY BERNARD 
AYERS. DARRELL EUGENE 
PUGH. DENNIS GERARD 


Page 37 


LOSSJf. 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY. 

E4 

A 

691222 

CD 

02 

N 

691226 

VS 

03 

F 

691230 

LA ■ 

02 

F 

691230 

LA 

03 

N 

700102 

LA 

03 

N 

700102 

LA 

02 

F 

700102 

LA 

03 

F 

700102 

LA 

E2 

A 

700103 

VS 

02 ■ 

M 

700105 

LA 

04 

M 

700105 

LA 

04 

N 

700107 

LA 

03 

F 

700107 

VS 

E5 

A 

700110 

VS 

03 

A 

700110 

VS 

E4 

A 

700110 

VS 

W3 

A 

700110 

VS 

02 

F 

700111 

U 

E5 

A 

700113 

VS 

E4 

M 

700127 

VS 

E4 

F 

700128 

VN 

04 

F 

700128 

VN 

03 

F 

700128 

VN 

03 

F 

700128 

VN 

03 

F 

700128 

VN 

E6 

F 

700128 

VN 

E5 

F _ 

700128 

VN 

E7 

F 

700128 

VN 

03 

A 

700205 

VS 

02 

N 

700205 

VN 

05 

F 

700211 

LA 

02 

M 

700212 

VS 

02 

M 

700212 

VS 

03 

F 

700218 

LA 

04 

F 

700218 

LA 

02 

F 

700218 

LA 

E4 

N 

700220 

VS 

E8 

A 

700225 

VS 

E7 

A 

700228 

LA 

03 

M 

700302 

VS 

01 

M 

700302 

VS 

03 

N 

700304 

VN 

03 

F 

700305 

VS 

03 

M 

700307 

VS 

02 

F 

700309 

LA 

02 ■ 

N 

700309 

VN 

Ef 

A 

700309 

VS 

03 

N 

700309 

VN 

03 

F 

700309 

LA 

01 

A 

700312 

VS 

Ef 

M 

700319 

VS 

02 

r 

700319 

LA 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

BUTLER, JAMES EDWARD 
COZART, ROBERT GORDON JR 
GONZALES, DAVID 
HUDGENS, EDWARD MONROE 
UNDERWOOD, THOMAS WAYNE 
BECERRA, RUDY MORALES 
BORONSKI, JOHN ARTHUR 
GANDE, BERMAN JR 
HARNED,. GARY ALAN 
HOSKEN, JOHN CHARLES 
ODONNELL, MICHAEL DAVIS 
POOL, JERRY LYNN 
ALLEN, HENRY LEWIS 
ELZINGA, RICHARD G 
DUFFY,. JOHN EVERETT 
YOUNG, JEFFREY JEROME 
CROPPER, CURTIS HENRY 
BRASSFIELD, ANDREW THOMAS 
FLYNN, SEAN LESLIE 
KLINGNER, MICHAEL LEE 
STONE, DANA 
BUSHNELL, BRIAN LEE 
HORCHAR, ANDREW ANTHONY J 
KNIGHT, LARRY COLEMAN 
PFAFFMANN, CHARLES BROOKS 
NELSON, JAN HOUSTON 
BIVENS, HERNDON ARRINGTON 
AYERS, RICHARD LEE 
RAUSCH, ROBERT E 
WHEELER, EUGENE UCY 
ADACHI, THOMAS YUJI 
BROOKS, WILLIAM LESLIE 
^ DAVIS, CHARLIE BROWN JR 
FISHER, DONALD G 
GOLZ, JOHN BRYAN 
HARRIS, STEPHEN W 
HENSLEY, RONNIE L 
IRELAND, ROBERT NEWELL 
LINT, DONALD M 
ROWLEY, CHARLES S 
TOWLE, JOHN C 
EADS, DENNIS KEITH 
GOMEZ, ROBERT A 
LITTLE, DANNY LEONARD 
LUCKI, ALBIN E 
MURPHY, LARRON 0 
CROSS, JAMES EMORY 
REESE, GOMER DAVID III 
HILL, JOHN RICHARD 
SNIDER, HUGHIE FRANKLIN 
bishop, EDWARD JAMES JR 
griffin, ROONEY L 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME 

■ LOSS.Rt 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

Page 

CTRY_ORIG 

PRICE, BUNYAN DURANT. 

E4 

A' 

70D502 

CB 

RICHARDSON, DALE W 

03 

A 

700502 

CB 

VARNAOO, MICHAEL B 

W1 

A 

700502 

CB 

YOUNG, ROBERT M 

03 

A 

700502 

CB 

CHURCHILL, CARL RUSSELL 

03 

F 

700503 

LA 

tONAWAY, LAWRENCE YERGES 

05 

F 

700503 

U 

HERNANDEZ, FRANK SANCHEZ 

E5 

A 

700506 

VS 

KIER, LARRY GENE 

E3 

A 

700506 

VS 

TERAN, REFUGIO THOMAS 

E3 

A 

700506 

VS 

WORTHINGTON, RICHARD CHARL 

W2 

A 

700506 

VS 

HAIGHT, STEPHEN HAROLD 

E4 

A 

700509 

VS 

PREISS, ROBERT FRANCIS JR 

E6 

A 

700512 

U 

HUBERTH, ERIC J 

02 

F 

700513 

CB 

TRENT, ALAN ROBERT 

03 

F 

700513 

CB 

CONNER. EDWIN RAY 

E8 

H 

700516 

VS 

SKEEN, RICHARD ROBERT 

05 

H 

700516 

VS 

WESTWOOD, NORMAN PHILIP JR 

03 

N 

700517 

VN 

LEE, GLENN HUNG NIN 

02 

F 

700527 

CB 

DUKE, CHARLES R 

— 

V 

700530 

VS 

MARK, KIT T 

-- 

V 

700530 

VS 

HANGEN, WELLES 

— 

.V 

700531 

CB 

HUGGINS, BOBBY GENE 

04 

F 

700604 

VS 

WILSON, HARRY TRUMAN 

E5 

M 

700604 

U 

ALLOWAY, CLYDE DOUGLAS 

E5 ■ 

F 

700607 

VS 

WILBRECHT, KURT MICHAEL 

02 

M 

700607 

VS 

ELLIOTT, ANDREW JOHN ’ 

W2 

A 

700609 

vs 

HILBRICH, BARRY W 

03 

A 

700609 

VS 

RYDER, JOHN i.” 

02 - 

F 

700609 

\ISr' 

PIERCE, WALTER MELVIN (Jil 

E3 

A 

700610 

CB 

COCHRANE, DEVERTON C 

E6 

A 

700617 

CB 

LAKER, CARL JOHN 

E4 

A 

700617 

CB 

DRAKE, CARL WILSON 

04 

F 

70061B 

CB 

GREEN, JAMES ARVIL 

E3 

A 

700618 

CB 

MCLAMB, HARRY LAWRENCE 

04 

F 

700618 

CB 

EARLE,' JOHN STILES 

03 

N 

700622 

VS 

GUMBERT. ROBERT WILLIAM JR 

E3 

A 

700622 

VS 

PEDERSON, JOE PALMER 

E7 

A 

700623 

VS 

PHILLIPS, ROBERT PAUL 

E2 

A 

700623 

VS 

ROZO, JAMES MI UN 

E4 

A 

700623 

VS 

ALDERN, DONALD DEANE 

05 

N 

700629 

U 

BELL, MARVIN EARL 

E5 

F 

700630 

LA 

BURGESS, JOHN UWRENCE 

E5 

A 

700630 

VS 

DEAN, MICHAEL FRANK 

E5 

F 

700630 

LA 

GDEGLEIN, JOHN WINFRED 

04 

F 

700630 

LA 

HILL, GORDON C 

02 

F 

700630 

LA 

JENKINS. PAUL UVERNE 

E7 

F 

700630 

LA 

SADLER. MITCHELL 0 JR 

03 

F 

700630 

LA 

SANDERS, WILLIAM STEPHEN 

03 

F 

700630 

LA 

SCHANEBERG, LEROY CLYDE 

03 

F 

700630 

LA 

HARBER, STEPHEN J 

E4 

A 

700702 

VS 

BOOKOUT, CHARLES FRANKLIN 

E7 

A 

700704 

LA 

BEALS, CHARLES ELBERT 

E4 

A 

700707 

VS 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

HOWARD, LEWIS JR. 

SCHULTZ, RONALD JAMES 
BLOODWORTH, DONALD BRUCE 
REED, JAMES WILLIAM 
GREGORY, PAUL ANTHONY 
BARTON, ALAN KEITH 
BROWN, DONALD ALAN 
CHAVEZ, GARY ANTHONY 
CROWLEY, JOHN EOWARD 
BROWN, JAMES AUSTON 
BECKER, JAMES CHRISTOF 
SCHMIDT, PETER ALDEN 
HARRIS, HENRY A. 

WELLOHS, PHILLIP ROGERSON 
ROGERS, LYLE DOUGLAS 
PERALTA, BENJAMIN ROMANE 
HAUER, ROBERT D 
PIASSMEYER, BERNARD HERBER 
MILLER, WYATT JR (NMN) 
DAVIDSON, DAVID ARTHUR 
GASSMAN, FRED ALLEN 
on, WILLIAM A 
SHAY. DONALD EMERSON JR 
CHESTNUT, JOSEPH LYONS 
MARTIN, JOHN BERNARD II 
STRAIT, DOUGLAS F 
WILSON, PETER JOE 
HEIDEMAN, THOMAS EDWARD 
DAY, “DENNIS IRVIN 
OORITY. RICHARD CUIR 
GINN, DAVID lANDRELL 
MANGUS, ARLIE ROBERT 
martin, JERRY DEAN 
NORRIS, CALVIN ANDREW 
PANTALL, JAMES ROBERT 
SHEWMAKE, JOHN DANIEL SR 
WOODS, DAVID WALTER 
HUMPHREY, URRY 0 
MCKAY, CLYDE WILLIAM 
CORONA, JOEL (NMN) 
BANCROFT, WILLIAM W JR 
WRIGHT, DAVID IRVIN 
KLUGG, JOSEPH RUSSELL 
MCINTOSH, IAN (NMI) 

SMITH, RONALD EUGENE 
STRINGER, JOHN CURTIS 11 
GREEN, GEORGE CURTIS JR 
TAYLOR, WALTER JOSEPH JR 
DUCKETT, THOMAS ALLEN 
SKINNER, OWEN G 
OEUSO, CARROLL JOSEPH 
MCCOY, MERIL OLEN JR 


Page 40 

LOSS_RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


E4 

A 

700707 VS 

E3 

A 

, 700721 VS 

02 

F 

700724 U 

03 

F 

700724 LA 

03 

N 

700725 VN 

E3 

A 

700728 VS 

03 

F 

700730 LA 

03 

F 

700730 U 

E4 

A 

700810 LA 

E4 

A 

700812 VS 

02 

A 

700815 LA 

E4 

A 

700815 LA 

-* 

V 

700816 VS 

04 

F 

700817 VS 

E3 

A 

700827 VS 

E4 

A 

700830 VS 

02 

F , 

700905 VS 

02 

M 

700911 VS 

E2 

A 

700913 VS 

E6 

A 

701005 LA 

ES 

A 

701005 U 

03 

F 

701008 U 

03 

F 

701008 LA 

04 

F 

701013 LA 

03 

N 

701016 VS 

E4 

A 

701018 VS 

E6 ■ 

A 

701019 U 

E7 

F 

701024 LA 

E4 

A 

701103 V5 

E4 

A 

701103 VS 

E3 

A 

701103 VS 

E4 

A 

701103 VS 

E3 

A 

701103 VS 

E5 

A 

701103 VS 

E3 

A 

701103 VS 

E6 

A 

701103 VS 

E4 

A 

701103 VS 

E5 

A 

701104 CB 

— 

V 

701104 CB 

E3 

A 

701108 VS 

02 

F 

701113 VN 

04 

F 

701113 VN 

03 

N 

701114 VN 

W1 

A 

701124 VS 

E7 

A 

701128 CB 

02 

A 

701130 VS 

E5 

A 

701204 LA 

E3 

A 

701206 VS 

02 

F 

701212 LA 

04 

F 

701212 LA 

E9 

N 

701215 VN 

03 

N 

701215 VN 


• • 


# * 


i • 


f • 


« • 


• • 


« • 
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Thursday, 12 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

CTRY_ORIC 

OWEN, CLYDE C 

E4 

N 

701215 

VN 

PIERSANTI, ANTHONY J JR 

, 02 

N 

701215 

VN . 

BOOTH, GARY PRESTON 

E4 

A 

701223 

VS 

MCANDREWS, MICHAEL WILLIAM 

. W1 

A 

701223 

VS 

WISEMAN, BAIN WENDELL JR 

W1 

A 

701223 

VS 

LUNDY, ALBRO LYNN JR 

04 

F 

701224 

LA 

BUNKER, PARK GEORGE 

03 

F 

701230 

LA 

AYRES, JAMES HENRY 

04 

F 

710103 

LA 

HOLGUIN, LUIS GALLEGOS 

W1 

A 

710103 

VS 

MAGEE, PATRICK JOSEPH 

E6 

A 

710103 

VS 

OKERLUNO, THOMAS RICHARD 

W1 

A 

710103 

VS 

OMELIA, DENNIS WILLIAM 

W1 

A 

710103 

VS 

PALEN, CARL ANTHONY 

E5 

A 

710103 

VS 

PARSONS, MICHAEL D 

02 

A 

710103 

VS 

RHODES, FERRIS ANSEL JR 

03 

A 

710103 

VS 

STRATTON, CHARLES W 

03 

F 

710103 

LA 

BURTON, NIEL 

E2 

H 

710104 

VS 

CRAMER, DONALD MARTIN 

W2 

A 

710105 

VS 

MILLER, CARLETON PIERCE JR 

02 

N 

710106 

VN 

CU...IY, KEITH ROYAL WILSON 

05 

N 

710108 

VN 

HARWOOD, JAMES ARTHUR 

E5 

A 

710115 

VS 

KINSMAN, GERALD FRANCIS 

02 

A 

710115 

VS 

MIRRER, ROBERT HENRY 

04 

F 

710117 

VS 

CARTER, GERALD LYNN 

02 

N 

710126 

VN 

LINEBERGER, HAROLD B 

04 

F 

710129 

CB 

MIXTER, DAVID IVES 

E5 

A 

710129 

LA 

CARTWRIGHT, PATRICK G 

E4 

N 

710131 

VS 

STANDERWICK, ROBERT L 

05 „ 

F 

7T0203 

LA 

PAUL, JAMES LEE 

W1 

A 

710205 

VS 

STEWART, PAUL CLARK 

W2 

A 

710208 

LA 

PIETRZAK, JOSEPH RAY 

E5 

A 

710210 

VS 

ROBERTSON, MARK JOHN 

W1 

A 

710210 

VS 

MCLEOD, ARTHUR EDWARD 

W1 

A 

710212 

VS 

WILKINSON, CLYDE DAVID 

03 

A 

710212 

VS 

CREAR, WILLIS CALVIN 

E4 

A 

710215 

LA 

CRONE, DONALD EVERETT 

E4 

A 

710215 

LA 

FIVELSON, BARRY FRANK 

W1 

A 

710215 

LA 

LEONARD, MARVIN MAURICE 

W2 

A 

710215 

LA 

POWERS, JOHN LYNN 

. E4 

A 

710215 

U 

TAYLOR, JAMES HARRY 

01 

A 

710215 

LA 

HOSKINS, CHARLES L 

02 

F 

710216 

LA 

PATTILLO, RALPH NATHAN 

04 

F 

710216 

LA 

BERG, GEORGE PHILLIP 

W1 

A 

710218 

LA 

CRANDALL, GREGORY STEPHEN 

W1 

A 

710218 

LA 

DEMSEY, WALTER EDWARD JR 

E4 

A 

710218 

LA 

ENGEN, ROBERT JOSEPH 

E4 

A 

710218 

LA 

JOHNSON, GARY LEE 

E4 

A 

710218 

LA 

LEWELLEN, WALTER EDWARD 

E4 

A 

710218 

LA 

LLOYD, ALLEN RICHARD 

E5 

A 

710218 

LA 

WATSON, RONALD LEONARD 

03 

A 

710218 

LA 

WOODS, GERALD ERNEST 

W1 

A 

710218 

LA 

HULL, JAMES LARRY 

02 

F 

710219 

LA 
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Thursday, 12 December 1991 

FULLNAME 

10SS_RK 

SERVICE 

.IDATE 

Page 

CTRY.ORIG 

ACALOTTO, ROBERT JOSEPH 

E4 

A 

710220 

LA 

JOHNSON, RANDOLPH L 

E5, 

A 

710220 

LA 

MAY, DAVID M 

02 

A 

710220 

LA 

REID. JOHN ERIC 

W1 

A 

710220 

LA 

HARRISON, LARRY GENE 

E6 

A 

710226 

CB 

SWANSON, JON EDWARD 

03 

A 

710226 

CB 

BABCOCK. RONALD LESTER 

03 

A 

710227 

U 

LEWIS, LARRY GENE 

02 

N 

710227 

VS 

MOONEY, FRED (NMN) 

E7 

A 

710227 

LA 

, BLACK, PAUL VERNON 

W1 

A . 

710301. 

CB 

ZUBKE, DELANO DWIGHT 

E5 

A 

710301 

VS 

OUBBELD, ORIE JOHN JR 

02 

A 

710303 

VS 

DUNCAN, JAMES EDWARD 

E7 

A 

710303 

VS 

ALGAARD, HAROLD LOWELL 

W1 

A 

710304 

VN 

HENTZ, RICHARD JAY 

E5 

A 

710304 

VN 

MARKER, HICIUEL WAYNE 

03 

A 

710304 

VN 

OSBORNE, RODNEY DEE 

E5 

A 

710304 

VN 

STRAWN, JOHN THOMAS 

E6 

A 

710304 

VN 

HATLEY, JOEL CLINTON 

E4 

A 

710305 

LA 

KING, MICHAEL ELI 

E4 

A 

710305 

LA 

.40REIRA. RALPH ANGELO JR 

W1 

A 

710305 

LA 

NELSON, DAVID LINDFORO 

03 

A 

710305 

LA 

HUMMEL, JOHN F 

W1 

A 

710306 

lA 

MILLINER, WILLIAM PATRICK 

W1 

A 

710306 

lA 

ARD. RANDOLPH JEFFERSON 

,W1 

A 

710307 

LA 

BURNETT. SHELDON JOHN 

05 

A 

710307 

lA 

GRANTHAM, ROBERT EUGENE 

E4 

A 

710308 

VS 

HALE. JOHN DOUGLAS 

02 

A 

710308 

VS 

SHOOT, CURTIS R 

JEFFS, CLIVE G 

E5”’ 

A - 

710310 

CB 

02 

F 

710312 

VS 

CREED, BARTON SHELDON 

03 

N 

710313 

LA 

SEXTON, DAVID MASON 

E5 

A 

710315 

VS 

SCRIVENER, STEPHEN RUSSELL 

02 

F 

710316 

LA 

SEELEY. DOUGLAS HILTON 

03 

F 

710316 

LA 

BAUMAN. RICHARD LEE 

W2 

A 

710317 

CB 

OIX, CRAIG MITCHELL 

E4 

A 

710317 

CB 

HARRIS, BOBBY GLENN 

E4 

A 

710317 

CB 

LILLY. LAWRENCE EUGENE 

02 

A 

710317 

CB 

BOFFMAN, ALAN BRENT 

02 

A 

710318 

LA 

BRANDT. KEITH ALIAN 

03 

A 

710318 

LA 

CRISTHAN, FREDERICK LEWIS 

W1 

A 

710319 

LA 

GARCIA, RICARDO MARTINEZ 

E5 

A 

710319 

LA 

SPARKS, JON M 

W1 

A 

710319 

LA 

BARKER, JACK LAMAR 

04 

A 

710320 

LA 

CHUBB, JOHN JACOBSEN 

E3 

A 

710320 

LA 

DILLENDER, WILLIAM EDWARD 

E4 

A 

710320 

LA 

DUGAN, JOHN FRANCIS 

03 

A 

710320 

LA 

CLEVE, REGINALD DAVID 

W1 

A 

710322 

LA 

HALL, WALTER RAY 

E4 

A 

710322 

LA 

KNUTSEN, DONALD PAUL 

E4 

A 

710322 

LA 

MORI ARTY, PETER GIBNEY 

03 

F 

710322 

LA 

TRAVER, JOHN GROVE III 

W1 

A 

710322 

LA 


• • 


• • 


• • 


• • 


# • 


« • 


t • 


Thur:.i1ay, 12 nirc-ml''’!- 1991 

FULLNAME 

1049 

LOSSJ 

‘ SERVIff 

IDATE 

Page 

CTRY.ORIG 

BECKWITH, HARRY MEDFOR III 

E5 

A 

710324 

VS 

HCOONELL, R D (NFN/NMN) 

E6 

' A 

710325 

VS 

PUENTES, MANUEL RAMERIZ 

E3 

A 

710325 

vs 

ROSSANO, RICHARD JOSEPH 

E3 

A 

710325 

vs 

SALLEY, JAMES JR 

E7 

A 

710331 

vs 

TERRILL, PHILIP B 

E4 

A 

710331 

vs 

SMITH, JOSEPH STANLEY 

01 

F 

710404 

CB 

LILLY, CARROLL B 

03 

F 

710409 

LA 

BUERK, WILLIAM CARL 

03 

F 

710411 

vs 

CHAMPION, JAMES ALBERT ■ 

E3 

A ■ 

710424 

vs 

LEMON, JEFFREY C 

03 

F 

710425 

LA 

ODOM, CHESTER RANDY II 

El 

A 

710425 

vs 

SIGAFOOS, WALTER HARRI III 

02 

F 

710425 

LA 

KRUPA, FREDERICK 

06 

A 

710427 

VS 

BINGHAM, KLAUS JURGEN 

E6 

A 

710510 

VS 

LUTTRELL. JAMES M 

E6 

A 

710510 

vs 

WALTON, LEWIS C 

E6 

A 

710510 

vs 

CROOK, ELLIOTT 

E4 

A 

710516 

vs 

FARLOW, CRAIG L 

W1 

A 

710516 

VS 

JACOBSEN, TIMOTHY J 

E4 

A 

710516 

vs 

NOLAN, JOSEPH PAUL JR 

02 

A 

710516 

vs 

PEARCE, DALE ALLEN 

W1 

A 

710517 

vs 

SOYUNO, DAVID PECOR 

W1 

A 

710517 

vs 

ENTRICAN, DANNY 0 

02 

A 

710518 

vs 

KNUCKEY, THOMAS WILLIAM 

02 

A 

710527 

CB 

TAYLOR, PHILLIP CHARLES 

E5 

A 

710527 

CB 

CHAVIRA, “STEPHEN (NMN) 

E4 

A - 

71G528 

vs 

URQUHART, PAUL DEAN 

03 

A 

710528 

vs 

BRUNSON, JACK WALTER 

W2 

A 

710531 

LA 

HUSIL. CLINTON ALLAN SR 

03 

A 

710531 

LA 

HAGERS, PAUL GERALD 

02 

A 

710601 

vs 

WANN, DONALD LYNN 

W2 

A 

710601 

vs 

JONES, JOHN ROBERT 

E5 

A 

710605 

VS 

WILSON, RICHARD JR (NMN) 

E3 

A 

710614 

VS 

BIDWELL, BARRY ALAN 

E5 

N 

710618 

VN 

DEBUSIO, RAYMOND VINCE JR 

02 

11 

710618 

VN 

PAINTER, JOHN ROBERT JR 

03 

N 

710618 

VN 

METZLER, CHARLES 0 

05 

N 

710621 

VN 

STROHLEIN, MADISON ALEXANO 

E5 

A 

710622 

VS 

BRIDGES, PHILIP WAYNE 

E4 

A 

710630 

VS 

CARR, DONALD GENE 

03 

A 

710706 

LA 

THOMAS, DANIEL W 

02 

F 

710706 

LA 

TAYLOR, TED JAMES 

03 

A 

710715 

VS 

ASTON, JAY STEVEN 

W1 

A 

710718 

VS. 

ANTUNANO, GREGORY ALFRED 

E5 

A 

710724 

CB 

DALTON, RANDALL DAVID 

E4 

A 

710724 

CB 

BERG, BRUCE ALLAN 

E5 

A 

710807 

VS 

BATES; PAUL JENNINGS JR 

03 

A 

710810 

VS 

DOLAN, THOMAS ALBERT 

E5 

A 

710B10 

VS 

KENNEDY, JOHN W 

02 

F 

710816 

VS 

KUYKENDALL. WILLIE CLYDE 

E3 

A 

710818 

VS 

WEAKS, MELVIN LEE 

E3 

A 

710818 

VS 



\ 


Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

VENNIK, ROBERT NICHOLAS 
CORNWELL. LEROY JASON III 
IVAN, ANDREW JR. 

BOND, RONALD LESLIE 
DONOVAN, MICHAEL LEO 
GARRETT, MAURICE EDWIN JR 
EVELAND, MICKEY EUGENE 
FINGER, SANFORD IRA 
GREEN, THOMAS FREDERICK 
LAUTZENHEISER, MICHAEL (NM 
NICKOL, ROBERT ALLEN 
TRUDEAU, ALBERT RAYMOND 
OAKLEY. LINUS lABIN 
DECAIRE, JACK LEONARD 
ALTUS, ROBERT WAYNE 
PHELPS. WILLIAM 
THOMAS. JAMES R 
BEUTEL. ROBERT DONALD 
STEADMAN. JAMES E 
MCINTIRE, SCOTT WINSTON 
BOYANOWSKI. JOHN GORDON 
BREHMER, DWIGHT AMOS 
CALDWELL. FLOYD DEAN 
HOLLINGER, GREGG NEYHAN 
PERKINS, CECIL XARRINGTON 
■PERRY, OTHA LEE 
FORAME. PETER CHARLES 
POYNOR, DANIEL ROBERTS 
SKILES, THOMAS WILLIAM 
THOMAS, LEO TARLTON JR 
FINN, WILLIAM ROBERT 
TUCKER, TIMOTHY M 
KOONS, DALE F 
STOli, LAWRENCE G 
RITTER, GEORGE L 
TOWNLEY, ROY F 
WEISSENBACK, EDWARD J 
HOLMES, FREDERICK LEE 
DUGGAN, WILLIAM YOUNG 
SUTTER. FREDERICK JOHN 
BEROAHL, DAVID DONALD 
EDWARDS, HARRY JEROME 
COOPER, DANIEL DEAN 
LEE, ALBERT EUGENE 
IRWIN. ROBERT HARRY 
MORGAN, WILLIAM J 
HOWELL. CARTER A 
RUSCH, STEPHEN A 
HARDY, ARTHUR HANS 
JACKSON. JAMES TERRY 
PIKE, DENNIS STANLEY 
WHITT. JAMES EDWARD 
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LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

lOATE 

CTRY.ORIG 

E6 ■ 

A • 

710826 

VS 

03 

F 

710910 

LA 

03 

F 

710910 

LA 

02 

F 

710930 

LA 

03 

F 

710930 

LA 

03 ■ 

A 

711022 

VS 

E4 

A 

711026 

VS 

E6 

A 

711026 

VS 

E2 

A 

711026 

VS 

E5 

A 

711026 

VS 

E5 

A 

711026 

VS 

W1 

A 

711026 

VS 

E4 

F 

711029 

VS 

E6 

A 

711103 

VS 

03 

F 

711123 

U 

02 

F 

711123 

LA 

E6 

F 

711125 

VS 

02 

F 

711126 

U 

03 

F 

711126 

LA 

05 

F 

711210 

LA 

05 

A 

711214 

VS 

E4 

A 

711214 

VS 

E6 

A 

711214 

VS 

03 

A 

711214 

VS 

03- 

A " 

711214 

VS 

W2 

A ■ 

711214 

VS 

02- 

A 

711219 

C6 

02 

F 

711219 

U 

W1 

A 

711219 

CB 

03 

F 

711219 

LA 

02 

F 

711224 

LA 

02 

F 

711224 

LA 

02 

F 

711226 

VN 

03 

F 

711226 

VN 

— 

V 

711227 

LA 

— 

V 

711227 

LA . 

— 

V 

711227 

LA 

04 

N 

711230 

VN 

04 

F 

711231 

LA 

03 

F 

711231 

LA 

E3 

A 

720120 

VS 

E4 

A 

720120 

VS 

03 

N 

720204 

VN 

E6 

N 

720216 

VS 

04 

F 

720217 

VN 

04 

A 

720225 

VS 

02 

F 

720307 

LA 

02 

F 

720307 

LA 

02 

F 

720314 

LA 

03 

F 

720323 

LA 

03 

N 

720323 

LA 

04 

F 

720323 

LA 


FULLNAME 

CROW, RAYHONO JACK JR 
DREHER, RICHARD E 
MANOR, JAMES (NMN) 
PANNABECKER, OAVID.ERIC 
WAGNER, RAYHONO ANTHONY 
WONG, EDWARD PUCK KOW JR 
BRAUNER, HENRY PAUL 
CANIFORD, JAMES KENNETH 
CASTILLO, RICHARD 
HALPIN, RICHARD C 
MILLER, CURTIS D 
PAULSON. MERLYN L 
PEARCE, EDWIN JACK 
RAMSOWER, IRVING B II 
SIMMONS, ROBERT E 
SMITH, EDWARD D JR 
STEPHENSON, HOWARD D 
TODD, WILLIAM ANTHONY 
WANZEL, CHARLES J III 
YOUNG, BARCLAY B 
CROSBY, BRUCE ALLEN JR 
FINCH, MELVIN W 
WESTCOTT, GARY PATRICK 
WORTH, JAMES F 
BOLTE, WAYNE LOUIS 
FRINK, JOHN W 
GATWOOD, ROBIN F JR 
GIANNANGELi; ANTHONY ROBER 
KULLAND, BYRON K 
LEVIS, CHARLES ALLEN 
PASCHALL, RONALD PAGE 
SEREX, HENRY MUIR 
CHRISTENSEN, ALLEN OUANE 
MUREN, THOMAS R 
ONEILL, DOUGLAS LEE 
WILLIAMS, EDWARD W 
ZICH, LARRY ALFRED 
SPENGLER, HENRY MERSHON 30 
WINDELER, CHARLES CARL JR 
ALLEY, JAMES HAROLD 
AVERY, ALLEN JONES 
CALL, JOHN HENRY III 
CHAPMAN, PETER HAYDEN II 
DUNLOP, THOMAS EARL 
PEARSON. WILLIAM ROY 
PRATER. ROY DEWITT 
LULL, HOWARD B JR 
POTTS, LARRY FLETCHER 
SCHOTT. RICHARD S 
WALKER. BRUCE C 
KETCHIE. SCOTT DOUGLAS 
CHRISTENSEN. JOHN MICHAEL 


LOSSjr 

SFRVICF 

I DATE 

CTRY_ORIG 

E3 

F 

720327 

CB 

03 

F • 

720327 

CB 

E4 

F 

720327 

CB 

03 

F 

720327 

CB 

E3 

F 

720327 

CB 

E4 

A 

720327 

VS 

04 

F 

720329 

LA 

E5 

F 

720329 

LA 

03 

F 

720329 

LA 

03 

F 

720329 

LA 

03 

F 

720329 

LA 

E5 

F 

720329 

LA 

E5 

F 

720329 

LA 

04 

F 

720329 

LA 

E3 

F 

720329 

LA 

E5 

F 

720329 

U 

04 

F 

720329 

LA 

E3 

F 

720329 

LA 

02 

F 

720329 

LA 

03 

F 

720329 

U 

E4 

A 

720330 

VS 

03 

A 

720330 

VS 

E5 

A 

720330 

VS 

E4 

M 

720401 

VS 

04 

F 

720402 

VS 

W1 

A 

720402 

VS 

02 

F 

720402 

VS 

05 

F ' 

720402 

VS 

02 

A 

720402 

VS - 

05 

F 

720402 

VS 

E5 

A 

720402 

VS 

04 

F 

720402 

vs 

E5 

A 

720403 

VS 

E2 

N 

720403 

VN 

W2 

A 

720403 

VS 

W1 

A 

720403 

vs 

W2 

A 

720403 

vs 

03 

A 

720405 

vs 

WZ 

A 

720405 

vs 

E4 

F 

720406 

vs 

E6 

F 

720406 

vs 

02 

F 

720406 

vs 

03 

F 

720406 

vs 

05 

N 

720406 

VN 

E4 

F 

720406 

vs 

E6 

r 

720406 

vs 

E7 

A 

720407 

vs 

02 

M 

720407 

vs 

05 

A 

720407 

vs 

02 

F 

720407 

vs 

02 

K 

720409 

LA 

02 

M 

720413 

VN 



Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAHE 

LEET, DAVID LEVERETT 
GREENLEAF, JOSEPH G 
MCKINNEY, CLEMIE 
TRIMBLE, LARRY ALLEN 
JONES, ORVIN C JR 
MATEJA, ALAN PAUL 
AMOS, THOMAS HUGH 
BURNHAM, MASON IRWIN 
CARTER. GEORGE WILLIAMS 
ELLEN, WAGE LYNN 
HUNSICKER, JAMES EDWARD 
JONES, JOHNNY MACK 
YONAN, KENNETH JOSEPH 
ZOLLICOFFER, FRANKLIN 
BROWNLEE. ROBERT WALLACE 
AHESBURY, HARRY ARLO JR 
COOKE, CALVIN C JR 
DUNN, RICHARD EDWARD 
HOSKINS, DONALD RUSSELL 
REYNOLDS, TERRY L 
RUSSELL, RICHARD LEE 
SEAGRAVES, MELVIN D 
MCDONALD, JOSEPH WILLIAM 
WILLIAMS, DAVID BERYL 
WILES, MARVIN BENJAMIN C 
CONSOLVO, JOHN WADSWORT JR 
LEAVER, JOHN MURRAY JR 
TAYLOR. EDMUND BATTELLE JR 
BLACKBURN, HARRY LEE JR 
HARRIS. JEFFREY L 
LODGE, ROBERT A 
WILKINSON, DENNIS E 
BLASSIE, MICHAEL JOSEPH 
STROBRIDGE, ROONEY L 
WILLIAMS, ROBERT J 
BOGARD, LONNIE PAT 
OSTERHEYER, WILLIAM HENRY 
BEDNAREK, JONATHAN BRUCE 
RATZEL, WESLEY 0 
BARNETT, CHARLES EDWARD 
HENN, JOHN ROBERT JR 
STRONG, HENRY HOOKER JR 
MORROW, LARRY K 
KRANER, DAVID S 
PAYNE, KYLIS THEROD 
FOWLER, JAMES ALAN 
SEUELL, JOHN W 
BIBBS, WAYNE (NMN) 

HACKETT. JAMES EDWARD 
HOLM, ARNOLD EDWARD JR 
HCQUADE, JAMES RUSSELL 
WILSON, ROGER E 
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• 

Thursday, 1,'' 
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fage 







FUl.LOAME 

LOSS.R‘’ 

'LRVIC 

IDAIC' 

CTRV.ORIG 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

CTRY_ORIG 

# 


YEAKLEY, ROBIN RAY 

E4 


720611 

VS 

03 

M 

720413 

VN ■ 

• . 

WILEY. RICHARD DENNIS 

E4 

A . 

720612 

VS ■ 

03 

N 

720414 

VS 



DAVIS, FRANCIS JOHN 

04 

N 

720614 

VN 

03 

N 

720414 

VS . 



AYRES, GERALD FRANCIS 

04 

F 

720610 

VS 

02 

F 

720415 

VN 



COLE, RICHARD MILTON JR 

E6 

F 

720613 

VS 

03 

F 

720416 

VN 



DANIELSON, MARK GILES 

03 

F. 

720616 

VS 

03 

F 

720416 

VN 



GILBERT, PAUL F 

02 

F 

720618 

VS 

03 

F 

720420 

VS 



HARRISON, ROBERT HEERMAN 

04 

F 

720618 

VS 

03 

F 

720420 

VS 



HUNT, LEON ANDREW 

E7 

F 

720618 

VS 

04 

A 

720424 

VS 



KILPATRICK, LARRY R 

03 

N 

720613 

VN 

WI 

A 

720424 

VS 


i 

KLINKE, DONALD HERMAN 

E5 

F 

720618 

VS 

02 

A 

720424 

VS 


LEHRKE, STANLEY L 

E4 

F 

720618 

VS 

02 

A 

720424 

VS 



MERCER, JACOB E 

E7 

F 

720618 

VS 

03 

A 

720424 

vs 



NEWMAN, LARRY J 

E5 

F 

720618 

VS 

E4 

A 

720424 

vs 



NYHOF, RICHARD E 

E5 

F 

720618 

vs 

05 

A 

720425 

vs 



WILSON, ROBERT ALLAN 

03 

F 

720618 

vs 

04 

F 

720426 

vs 



MCCARTY, JAMES L 

02 

F 

720624 

VN 

E5 

F 

720426 

vs 



SHUMWAY, GEOFREY RAYMOND 

03 

N 

720625 

VN 

E6 

F 

720426 

vs 



SULLIVAN, FARRELL JUNIOR 

05 

F 

720627 

VN 

E6 

F 

720426 

vs 


f 

CUTHBERT, STEPHEN HOWARD 

03 

F 

720703 

VN 

— 

V 

720426 

CB 


ROBERTSON, LEONARD 

03 

M 

, 720707 

VS 

02 

F 

720426 

vs 



GREEN, FRANK CLIFFORD JR 

05 

11 

720710 

VN 

E3 

N 

720430 

VN 



CRODY, KENNETH LLOYD 

E4 

M 

720711 

VS 

02 

M 

720503 

VN 



HENDRIX, JERRY WAYNE 

E6 

M 

720711 

VS 

03 

M 

720503 

VN 



HUARO, JAMES L 

02 

F 

720712 

VN 

03. 

N - 

720506 

VN 



ODONNELL, SAMUEL JR 

03 

F 

720712 

VN 

_03 

M . 

720507 

VS 



SHIMKIN, ALEX 


V 

720712 

VS 

05 

N 

720508 

VN 



BROWN, WAYNE GORDON II 

03 

F 

720717 

VS 

06 

N 

720508 

VN 

# 

i 

HAAS, LEON FREDERICK 

03 

N 

720717 

VN 

■ 05 

N 

720510 

VN 

SHANK, GARY LESLIE 

02 

N 

720723 

VN 

03 

F 

720510 

VN 



SANSONE. JAMES J 

E3 

N 

720810 

VN 

04 

F 

720510 

VN 



THOMPSON, DAVID MATHEW 

03 

N 

720812 

VN 

03 

F 

720510 

VN 



TOWNSEND, FRANCIS WAYNE 

02 

F 

720813 

VN 

02 

F 

720511 

VS 



PENDER. ORLAND JAMES JR 

03 

N 

720817 

VN 

03 

A 

720511 

VS 



PITZEN, JOHN RUSSELL 

05 

N 

720817 

VN 

03 

A 

720511 

VS 



BEHNFELDT,' ROGER ERNEST 

03 

F 

720819 

VN 

03 

F 

720512 

LA 



LESTER, RODERICK B 

02 

N 

720820 

VN 

02 

F 

720512 

LA 



MOSSMAH, HARRY SEEBER 

03 

N 

720820 

VN 

02 

F 

720518 

VN 

• 

• 

CROCKETT, WILLIAM JAMES 

02 

F 

720822 

VS 

02 

F 

720518 

VN 



TIGNER, LEE MORROW 

04 

F 

720822 

VS 

05 

N 

720523 

VN 



DOYLE, MICHAEL WILLIAM 

04 

N 

720825 

VN 

W2 

A 

720524 

VS 



CORDOVA. SAM GARY 

02 

H 

720826 

LA 

05 

N 

720525 

VN 



GREENWOOD, ROBERT R JR 

04 

F 

720902 

LA 

E4 

A 

720529 

VS 



HEROLD, RICHARD WALTER 

03 

F 

720902 

LA 

E3 

N 

720605 

VN 



WOOD. WILLIAM C JR 

03 

F 

720902 

LA 

E2 

N 

720605 

VN 



LINDLAND, DONALD FREDERICK 

04 

N 

720906 

VN 

04 

F 

720606 

VN 



3ERSTEL. DONALD ARTHUR 

04 

N 

720908 

VN 

03 

F 

720606 

VN 


• 

MUSSELHAN, STEPHEN 0 

02 

N 

720910 

VN 

E3 

A 

720611 

VS 



BUELL. KENNETH RICHARD 

04 

N 

720917 

VN 

E4 

A 

720611 

VS 



DONNELLY, VERNE GEORGE 

05 

IJ 

720917 

VN 

03 

A 

720611 

VS 



GOETSCH. THOMAS AUGUST 

E2 

N 

720917 

VN 

02 

A 

720611 

VS 



TUROSE. MICHAEL STEPHEN 

02 

F 

720917 

VN 

03 

M 

720611 

VN 









Thursday, 12 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

ZORN, THOMAS ONEAL JR 
CARROLL, ROGER WILLIAM JR 
COOK, DWIGHT WILLIAM 
BORAH, DANIEL VERNOR JR 
CHAN, PETER 

BOSIUEVAC, MICHAEL JOSEPH 
BRETT, ROBERT ARTHUR JR 
COLTMAN, WILLIAM CLARE 
ANDERSON, ROBERT DALE 
BAKER. VETO HUAPILI 
BOLTZE, BRUCE EDWARD 
MCCORMICK, CARL OTTIS 
CLEARY, PETER MCARTHUR 
LEONOR, LEONARDO C 
PEACOCK, JOHN ROBERT II 
PRICE, WILLIAM MARSHALL 
GR.AHAM. ALAN U 
HOCKRIOGE. JAMES ALAN 
BIXEL, MICHAEL SARGENT 
HALL, JAMES WAYNE 
SULLIVAN, JAMES EDWARD 
TOLBERT, CLARENCE ORFIELO 
BROWN, ROBERT MACK 
CARROLL, JOHN LEONARD 
MORRISSEY, ROBERT D 
WRIGHT, FREDERICK WILLISTO 
BREUER, DONALD CHARLES 
CAFFARELLI, CHARLES JOSEPH 
STAFFORD, RONALD DEAN 
earnest. CHARLES M 
HARVEY. JACK ROCKWOOD 
JONES, BOBBY M 
SHINE, ANTHONY C 
WILLIAMS, BILLIE J 
FERGUSON, WALTER L 
MCELVAIN, JAMES RICHARD 
RISSI, DONALD L 
THOMAS, ROBERT J 
WARD, RONALD J 
COOPER, RICHARD WALLER JR 
POOLE, CHARLIE S 
LERNER, IRWIN S 
MCLAUGHLIN, ARTHUR V JR 
PAUL, CRAIG A 
PERRY, RANDOLPH ALLEN JR 
SPENCER, WARREN R 
TUART, JOHN F 
BEBUS, CHARLES JAMES 
CRADDOCK, RANDALL JAMES 
DARR, CHARLES EDWARD 
DICKENS, DELMA ERNEST 
ELLIOTT. ROBERT THOMAS 
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FULLNAME 

LOSS.RI, 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY_0R1G 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

lOATE fTRY_0RI6 













FENTER, CHARLES FREDERICK 

E3 

F 

721221 

LA ■ 

03 

F 

720917 VN 

t 

t 

FULLER, JAMES R 

E6 

F 

721221 

LA 

OA 

F 

720921 LA 



GOULD, FRANK ALTON 

04 

F 

721221 

LA 

02 

F 

720921 LA 



GRAUSTEIN, ROBERT S 

04 

N 

721221 

VN 

03 

N 

720924 VS 



HART, THOMAS TRAMMELL III 

03 

F 

721221 

LA 

E2 

N 

720925 VS 



JOHNSON, EDWARD HARVEY 

04 

F 

721221 

VN 

03 

F 

720929 VN 



KIRBY, BOBBY ALEXANDER 

04 

F 

721221 

VN 

02 

F 

720929 VN 



KROBOTH, STANLEY NEA 

03 

F 

721221 

LA 

04 

F 

720929 VN 



LAGERWALL, HARRY R 

03 

F 

721221 

U 

05 

F 

721006 VN 



LILES, ROBERT L JR 

03 

F 

721221 

LA . , 

E5 

A 

721006 VS 

# 

• 

LOCKHART, GEORGE B 

03 

F 

721221 

VN 

W2 

M 

721006 VS 



LYNN, ROBERT R 

03 

F 

721221 

VN 

05 

F 

721006 VS 



MACDONALD, GEORGE DUNCAN 

01 

F 

721221 

LA 

03 

F 

721010 VN 



MEDER, PAUL OSWALD 

04 

F 

721221 

LA 

03 

F 

721010 VN 



PERRY, RONALD D 

03 

F 

721221 

VN 

03 

M 

721012 VN 



REAID, ROLLIE K 

E3 

F 

721221 

LA 

02 

M 

721012 VN 



WADE, BARTON SCOTT 

04 

N 

721221 

VN 

02 

F 

721017 VN 



WALSH, FRANCIS A JR 

04 

F 

721221 

LA 

03 

F 

721017 VN 



WALTERS, DONOVAN K 

03 

F 

721221 

VN 

02 

N 

,721024 VN 

• 

• 

WINNINGHAM, JOHN Q 

E6 

F 

721221 

LA 

04 

N 

721028 VN 



ALLEY, GERALD WILLIAM 

05 

F 

721222 

VN 

04 

N 

721029 VN 



BENNETT. THOMAS WARING JR 

03 

F 

721222 

VN 

06 

N 

721106 VN 



COPACK, JOSEPH BERNARD JR 

02 

F 

721222 

VN 

04 

F 

721107 VN 



CLARK, PHILLIP SPRATT JR 

03 

N 

721224 

VN 

04 

F 

721107 LA 



JACKSON, PAUL VERNON III 

03 

F 

721224 

LA 

04 

F 

721107 LA 



RICKMAN, DWIGHT 6 

02 - 

M 

721225 

VS 

04 

-N 

72111(7 VN 



MORRIS, ROBERT J JR- 

03 

F - 

721226 

VN 

03 

M 

721120 LA 



WIMBROW, NUTTER J 

-03 ■ 

F 

721226 

VN 

03 

F 

721121 VS 

A 

A 

CHIPHAN, RALPH JIM 

03 

M 

721227 

VN- 

03 

F 

721121 VS 

W 

• 

FORRESTER, RONALO W 

02 

M 

721227 

VN 

05 

N 

721128 VN 



FRYER, BEN L 

02 

F 

721228 

VN 

02 

F 

721128 VS 



HAIFLEY, MICHAEL F 

03 

N 

721228 

VN 

03 

F 

721128 VS 



JOHNSON, ALLEN L 

04 

F 

721228 

VN 

03 

F 

721202 VN 



SCAIFE, KENNETH D 

E2 

N 

730103 

VS 

04 

F 

721209 VN 



JOHNSTON, STEVEN BRYCE 

03 

F 

730104 

LA 

E7 

F 

721218 VN 



LINDAHL, JOHN CARL 

03 

II 

730106 

VN 

04 

F 

721218 VN 



BUSH, ELBERT WAYNE 

E6 

A 

730108 

VS 

05 

F 

721218 VN 

A 

A 

DEANE. WILLIAM LAWRENCE 

04 

A 

730108 

VS 

02 

F 

721218 VN 

w 

V 

KNUTSON. RICHARD ARTHUR 

W1 

A 

730108 

VS 

05 

F 

721218 VN 



UUTERIO, MANUEL ALONZO 

E5 

A 

730108 

VS 

03 

F 

721219 VN 



STINSON, WILLIAM SHERRI L 

E5 

A 

730108 

VS 

E6 

F 

721219 VN 



WILSON, MICKEY ALLEN 

W1 

A 

730108 

VS 

03 

F 

721220 VN 



CLARK, ROBERT ALAN 

02 

II 

730110 

VN 

E7 

F 

721220 VN 



MCCORMICK, MICHAEL T 

03 

N 

730110 

VN 

03 

F 

721220 VN 



CHRISTOPHERSEN, KEITH ALLE 

02 

N 

730121 

VN 

04 

F 

721220 VN 



PARKER. CHARLES LESLIE JR 

04 

N 

730121 

VN 

03 

F 

721220 VN 



WIEHR, RICHARD DANIEL 

E5 

II 

730121 

VN 

04 

F 

721220 VN 


i 

HALL, HARLEY HUBERT 

05 

N 

730127 

VS 

E3 

F 

721221 VN 



MORRIS, GEORGE WILLIAM JR 

03 

F 

730127 

VS 

03 

F 

721221 VN 



PETERSON. HARK ALLEN 

0? 

1 

730127 

VS 

02 

F 

721221 VN 








02 

F 

721221 LA 



Number of Records Output: 2547 





E6 

F 

721221 LA 
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t 

TAB, E; Missing between 30 March 1973 and 

15 Hay 1973, 

and body not 

recovered by 


J.S. forces and subsequently Identified.. 






FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE IDATE 

CTRY.ORIG 


JAMES, SAMUEL L 

03 

■F 

730418 

CB 

t 

MARTIN, DOUGLAS K 

03 

F 

730418 

CB 


MCLEOi), DAVID VANCE JR 

E7 

F 

730614 

CB 


CORNELIUS, SAMUEL BLACKMAR 

03 

F 

730616 

CB 


SMALLWOOD, JOHN J 

03 

F 

730616 

CB 


DEAN, CHARLES 

— 

V 

740910 

LA 


RAWLINGS, JAMES 

— 

V 

750103 

VS 


DOLAN, EDWARD V 

— 

V 

750312 

VS 


HILLER, GEORGE C 

— 

V 

750312 

VS 


SEIOL, ROBERT 

— 

V 

750312 

VS 

• 

WALSH, BRIAN 

— 

V 

750425 

CB 


YIH, JOHN SUNG 

GOUGELMANN, TUCKER P E 

— 

V 

750425 

CB 


— 

V 

750429 

VS 


JUDGE, DARWIN LEE 

E3 , 

M 

750429 

VS 


LECORNEC, JOHN GILBERT 


V 

750429 

VS 


MCMAHON, CHARLES JR 

E4 

H 

750429 

VS 


NYSTUL, WILLIAM CRAIG 

03 

H 

750429 

VS 


SHEA, MICHAEL JOHN 

02 

M 

750429 

VS 


BENEOETT, DANIEL ANDREW 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 

§ 

BLESSING, LYNN 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 


BOYD, WALTER 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 


COPENHAVER, GREGORY SCOTT 

E3 

H 

750515 

CB 


GARCIA, ANDRES 

E3 

H 

750515 

CB 


GAUSE. BERNARD JR 

E5 

N 

750515 

CB 


HALL, GARY LEE 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 


HARGROVE, JOSEPH N 

E3 

H 

- 750515 

CB 


JACQUES, JAMES J 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 


LONEY, ASHTON N 

E3 

H 

750515 

CB 

• 1 

MANNING. RONALD JAMES 

E3 

N 

750515 

CB 


MARSHALL, DANNY G 

El 

H 

750515 

CB 


MAXWELL. JAMES R 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 


RIVENBURGH, RICHARp W 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 


RUMBAUGH, ELWOOD EUGENE 

E5 

F 

750515 

CB 


SANDOVAL, ANTONIO RAMOS 

E2 

M 

7S0515 

CB 


TURNER, KELTON RENA 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 


VANDEGEER, RICHARD (NHI) 

01 

F 

750515 

CB 

• 

Number of Records Output; 36 





# 






f 
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Tab F Afiif'i' acCf'wolofl for (tiul-llnmoi'nnii 


NAMfS 


LWAIilJ 

CAMERON, KEI,’IJC1H ROBBINS 
COBEIL, EARL GLENN 
CONNELL, JAMES JOSEPH 
DENNISON, TERRY ARDEN 
DIEHL, WILLIAM C 
HARTMAN. RICHARD DANNER 
NEWSOM, BENJAMIN B 
PEMBERTON, GENE T 
SCHHIOT, NORMAN 
STORZ, RONALD EDWARD 
WESKAHP, ROBERT L 
ABBOTT, JOHN 
ATTERBERRY, EDWIN LEE 
DODGE, WARD K 
FREDERICK, JOHN WILLIAM 
GRIFFIN, JAMES LLOYD 
GRUBB, WILMER N 
HEGGEN, KEITH R 
SI JAN, LANCE P 
SMITH, HOMER LEROY 
STAMM, ERNEST ALBERT 
WALTERS, JACK 
BUCKLEY, JIMMY LEE 
PUGH, KENNETH W 
FITTON, CROSLEY J - 
PERRY, RONALD D 
TAYLOR, JESSE JUNIOR 
JUDGE, DARWIN LEE 
MCMAHON, CHARLES JR 
BOWLING, ROY HOWARD 
CAPLING, ELWYN R 
DIAMOND, STEPHEN W 
DUCAT, BRUCE CHALMERS 
JOHNSON, GUY 0 
KLENERT, WILLIAM B 
KOLSTAO, THOMAS C 
METZ, JAMES HARDIN 
ROARK, WILLIAM MARSHALL 
WATERS, SAMUEL E 
WYNNE, PATRICK E 
BRAND, JOSEPH W 
CLARK, DONALD E JR 
DAWSON. CLYDE DUANE 
DOBY, HERB 
ESTES, WALTER 0 
FANTLE, SAMUEL 
FRYER, BEN L 
GOLBERG, LAWRENCE H 
GOUGELMANN, TUCKER P E 
GRAHAM, ALAN U 
HOCKRIDGE, JAMES ALAN 
LODGE, ROBERT A 
MEARNS. ARTHUR S 


L/RANK '.FRVirr 


OS US IsAV’i 

03 US AIR rORCr 

03 US NAVY ■ , 

03 US NAVY 

03 US AIR FORCE 

04 US NAVY 

04 US AIR FORCE 

04 US AIR FORCE 

05 US AIR FORCE 

03 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

05 US NAVY 

03 US AIR FORCE 

04 US AIR FORCE 

W4 US MARINE CORPS 

04 US NAVY ■ 

03 US AIR FORCE 

05 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

04 US NAVY 

05 US NAVY 

03 US NAVY 

04 US NAVY 

E2 US NAVY 

04 US AIR FORCE 

03 US AIR FORCE 

04 US NAVY 

E3 US MARINE CORPS 

E4 US MARINE CORPS 

04 US NAVY 

04 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

04 US NAVY 

02 US NAVY 

04 US NAVY 

04 US AIR FORCE 

03 US NAVY 

03 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

05 US AIR FORCE 

03 US AIR FORCE 

04 US AIR FORCE 

03 US AIR FORCE 

02 US NAVY 

03 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

03 US AIR FORCE 

02 US AIR FORCE 

03 US AIR FORCE 

04 US AIR FORCE 

04 US AIR FORCE 


STATUS 

CIHY 

R-DATE 

i:r 

VI, ' 

74030G 

KR 

VIJ 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN, 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740306 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

LA VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

KR 

VN 

740313 

NR 

CH 

751216 

•HR 

CH OW 

751216 

NR 

VN 

‘751221 

NR 

VN 

751221 

NR 

VN CW 

-751221 

NR 

VS 

760222 

NR 

VS 

760222 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN OW 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770318 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VS 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 

NR 

VN 

770930 
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• • 

f'AC.t 


IJAMi ' 


I /RAN^ I • SlAII.i'.' Cli'V 


MORRIS. ROBEl:! J JR 

03 

US AIR fOHCE 

NR 

VN 

7 Air;.;. 

NELSON, WILLIAM M 

06 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

■ VN 

770930 

PAUL, CRAIG A 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

770930 

SINGER, DONALD M 

0< 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

770930 

•SPENCER, WARREN R 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

770930 

TEAGUE, JAMES ERLAN 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

770930 

THUM, RICHARD COBB 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

770930 

WIMBROW, NUTTER J 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

770930 

WINSTON, CHARLES C III 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

770930 

AMMON, GLENDON LEE 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

FERGUSON, WALTER L 

E7 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

GOSS, BERNARD J 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

MONROE, VINCENT DUNCAN 

OA 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

780823 

MORROW, RICHARD D 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

780823 

PETERSEN, GAYLORD D 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

RISSI, DONALD L 

05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

THOMAS, ROBERT J 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

WEATHERBY, JACK WILTON 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

WILKINSON, DENNIS E 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

780823 

WRIGHT,. JAMES J 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

780823 

WIGGINS, WALLACE L 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN LA 

780824 

HENGES, GEORGE B 

02 

US AIR FORCE 


LA 

8009 * 

DODGE, RONALD WAYNE 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

810708 

MUSSELMAN, STEPHEN 0 

02 

.US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

810708 

VAN DYKE, RICHARD HAVEN 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR^ 

VN 

810708 

BROOKS, NICHOLAS GEORGL 

03 

US NAVY 


- LA 

820203* 

FRYE, DONALD PATRICK 

-01 

US NAVY 

. HR 

- VN 

821014 

JACKSON, WILLIAM BRAXTON 

E5 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

821014 

MCGRANE, DONALD PAUL 

E5 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

821014 

TRIER, ROBERT D 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

821014 

BIEOIGER, LARRY WILLIAM 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

830603 

DUDASH, JOHN FRANCIS 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

830603 

LEE, CHARLES RICHARD 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

830603 

LINDLAND, DONALD FREDERICK 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

830603 

MORRILL, MERWIN LAMPHREY 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

830603 

POWELL, LYNN KESLER 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

830603 

RUFFIN, JAMES THOMAS 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

830603 

SULLIVAN, FARRELL JUNIOR 

05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

830603 

HARDY, ARTHUR HANS 

02 

US AIR FORCE 


lA 

830920* 

CONNOLLY, VINCENT J 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

840717 

FANNING, HUGH M 

03 

US MARINE CORPS 

NR 

VN 

840717 

KOn, STEPHEN J 

03 

US MARINE CORPS 

NR 

VN 

840717 

NELSON, RICHARD C 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

840717 

SANSONE, DOMINICK (NMN) 

E7 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

840717 

SHANK, GARY LESLIE 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

840717 

DICKENS, DELMA ERNEST 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

HR 

LA 

850221 

ELLIOTT, ROBERT THOMAS 

E6 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

FENTER, CHARLES FREDERICK 

E3 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

FULLER, JAMES R 

E6 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

HART, THOMAS TRAMMELL III 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

KROBOTH, STANLEY NEA 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

LAGERWALL, HARRY R 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

LILES, ROBERT L JR 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

MACDONALD, GEORGE DUNCAN 

01 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 


t • 


• • 


• • 


• • 




• • 
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PAGE 3 


NAMES 

L/RANK 

SERVICE 

STATUS 

GTRY 

R-DATE 

MEDEfi, PAUL OSWALD 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA ... 

850221 

REAID, ROLLIE K 

E3 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

WALSH. FRANCIS A JR 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

WINNINGHAM, JOHN Q 

E6 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

850221 

ARR0Y0-8AEZ, 6ERASIM0 

E6 

US ARMY 

KR 

VS 

850320 

CHESNUTT, CHAMBLESS M 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850320 

CHWAN. MICHAEL D 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850320 

HARRIS, CLEVELAND SCOTT 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850320 

KILLIAN, MELVIN J 

06 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850320 

SHERMAN, ROBERT C 

E4 

US MARINE CORPS 

KR 

VS 

850320 

BROWN, DONALD HUBERT JR 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

CANNON. FRANCES EUGENE 

E2 

US ARMY 

KR 

VS 

850B14 

DOYLE. MICHAEL WILLIAM 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

FINCH, MELVIN W 

03 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS VN 

850814 

FINNEY, ARTHUR THOMAS 

•05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850814 

FORD, RANDOLPH WRIGHT 
GOODRICH, EDWIN R JR 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

85Q814 

GRAHAM, JAMES SCOH 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

HAIFLEY, MICHAEL F 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

JONES, WILLIAM E 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850814 

KLINCK, HARRISON HOYT 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

HR 

VN 

850814 

KWORTNIK, JOHN C 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

. VN 

850814 

LECORNEC, JOHN GILBERT 

— 


NR 

VS 

850814 

MCKINNEY, CLEMIE 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VS 

850814 

MEYER, -WILLIAM M 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850814 

M00RBER6, MONTE LARUE 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850814' 

PORT, WILLIAM 0 

E3 

-US ARMY 

KR 

VS 

850814 

SATHER, RICHARD CHRISTIAN 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

850814 

SULLIVAN, JAMES EDWARD 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

850814 

THOMAS, KENNETH D JR 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

850814 

VESCELIUS, MILTON JAMES 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

WILLIAMS. RICHARD F 

E8 

US ARMY 

KR 

VS 

850814 

WORRELL. PAUL L • 

01 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

YARBROUGH. WILLIAM P JR 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

850814 

ZAWTOCKI, JOSEPH S JR 

E5 

US MARINE CORPS 

KR 

VS 

- 850814 

GRAUSTEIN. ROBERT S 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

851204 

HAGERMAN, ROBERT W 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

851204 

JOHNSON, ALLEN L 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

851204 

MCGRATH, WILLIAM DARREL 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

851204 

MINNICH, RICHARD WILLIS JR 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

851204 

POWELL. WILLIAM E 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

851204 

WADE, BARTON SCOH 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

851204 

CASTILLO, RICHARD 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

HALPIN, RICHARD C 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

PAULSON, HERLYN L 

E5 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

PEARCE, EDWIN JACK 

E5 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

RAMSOWER, IRVING B 11 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

SHtttNS, ROBERT E 

E3 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

660301 

SMITH, EDWARD D JR 

E5 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

TOOO, WILLIAM ANTHONY 

E3 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

WANZEL, CHARLES J III 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

860301 

BLACKBURN, HARRY LEE JR 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

860410 

BUTT, RICHARD LEIGH 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

860410 

CASE, THOMAS FRANKLIN 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

860410 


1060 


i 


:i'Ki .ilV., |.AVi!: KA!n>''. 
HARKCAnl, ELROY E 
MCWHORTER, HENRY STERLING 
MURRAY, PATRICK PETER 
NESS, PATRICK LAWRENCE 
WILSON, GORDON SCOTT 
ZOOK, HAROLD J 
WARREN, ARTHUR L 
CRAIG, PHILLIP CHARLES 
PERRY, RICHARD CLARK 
BEHNFELOT, ROGER ERNEST 
BOSILJEVAC, MICHAEL JOSEPH 
FULLAH, WAYNE E 
CARAS, franklin ANGEL 
OAROEAU, OSCAR HOISE JR 
LEHNHOFF, EDWARD W 
POWERS. TRENT RICHARD 
TUCKER, EDWIN BYRON 
CHIARELLO, VINCENT AUGUSTU 
CONKLIN, BERNARD 
GREGORY, ROBERT RAYMOND 
HALL, JAKES S 
KAMI YA, JOHN M 
SMITH, HERBERT E 
BLAIR, CHARLES EDWARD 
KARINS, JOSEPH J JR 
KOONS, DALE F - - 

MCCORMICK, JOHN VERN 
STEPHENSEN, HARK L 
STOLZ, LAWRENCE G 
YONAN, KENNETH JOSEPH 
EDMUNDS, ROBERT CLIFTON JR 
AMSPACHER. WILLIAM HARRY J 
BUSCH, JON THOMAS 
FRANKLIN, CHARLES E 
MCCLEARY, GEORGE CARLTON 
MCHICAN, M D 
PEARSON, ROBERT HARVEY 
PETERS, CHARLES HENRY 
ROMANO, GERALD MICHAEL 
WILSON, ROGER E 
BARNETT, CHARLES EDWARD 
CLARK, PHILLIP SPRATT JR 
COLE. LEGRANDE OGDEN JR 
FORTNER. FREDERICK J 
HANSON. ROBERT TAFT JR 
HUNEYCUTT. CHARLES J JR 
KASCH. FREDERICK MORRISON 
PUTNAM, CHARLES LANCASTER 
TOLBERT, CLARENCE ORFIELD 
ALLEY. GERALD WILLIAM. 

BEBUS. CHARLES JAMES 
BEDNAREK, JONATHAN BRUCE 
BELL, HOLLY GENE 


£3 

u.s MR f. 

N'R 

W 

, 'E60‘'ir' 

03 

US NAW 

NR 

VN 

860410 

03 

US MARIN" CORPS 

NR 

VN 

860410 

01 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

860410 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN . 

860410 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

860410 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

860917 

03 

US NAVY 

, NR 

VN 

861126 

OA 

US NAVY 

NR 

VM OW 

861126 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VH 

870924 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

870924 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

870924 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

871125 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

871125 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

871125 

OA 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

871125 

OA 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

871125 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880302 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880302 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880302 

E5 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880302 

E6 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880302 

E6 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VH 

880302 

OA 

US AIRTORCE 

NR 

VS 

880406 

03 

US AIR FORCE _ 

" NR 

VN 

880406 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880406 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

880406 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880406 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880406 

03 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

880406 

02 

US AIR FORCE 


VN 

880605* 

EA 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

. 880713 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880713 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880713 

05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880713 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

880713 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

880713 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

880713 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

880713 

03 

US MARINE CORPS 

NR 

VN 

880713 

05 

US NAVY 

• NR 

VN 

881103 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

881103 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

88110? 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881103 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

881103 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

861103 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881103 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

88110? 

06 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881103 

05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

681215 

E3 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VH 

881215 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 ■ 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 


t 






# 


# 
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, HA".:' 

I./RANL 

SEfU'IC' 

STAlir' 

C^RV 

R-n-,-r 

BUSH, ROBERT EDWARD 

03 

US AIR rOHCL 

NR 

VN 

881215 

CAPPELLl, CHARLES EDWARD 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

COAKLEY, william FRANCIS 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881215 

COOK, WILMER PAUL • 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881215 

COPACK, JOSEPH BERNARD JR 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

CORDOVA, SAM GARY\ 

02 

US MARINE CORPS 

NR 

LA VN 

881215 

CRADDOCK, RANDALL JAMES 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

DARR, CHARLES EDWARD 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

HOFF, SAMMIE DON 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

B81215 

JOHNSON, EDWARD HARVEY 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

KIRBY, BOBBY ALEXANDER 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

LOCKHART, GEORGE B 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

LYNN, ROBERT R 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

MALLON, RICHARD J 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

PANEK, ROBERT J SR 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

PLEIMAN, JAMES EDWARD 

E4 

US AIR FORCE 

NR ’ 

VN OW 

881215 

RATZEL. WESLEY 0 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

RICHARDSON, FLOYD W 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

ROBINSON, KENNETH D 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

ROBY. CHARLES D 

05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

RODRIGUEZ, ALBERT E 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

RUDOLPH, ROBERT DAVID 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881215 

SMITH, GENE ALBERT 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881215 

STUB6ERFIELD. ROBERT A 

03 ■ 

US AIR- FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

WALTERS, DONOVAN K 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

881215 

WILSON. CUUDE DAVID JR 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

881215 

WALUCE, MICHAEL WALTER 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

LA. - 

881216 

ALLEN, WAYNE CLOUSE 

E5 

US ARMY 

NR 

-VS 

89012 

DUNLAP, WILLIAM C 

W2 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890123 

ESPENSHIED. JOHN L 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VS 

890123 

GRISSETT, EDWIN R JR 

E4 

US MARINE CORPS 

KR 

VS 

890123 

SANDERLIN, WILLIAM 0 

E5 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890123 

SHANLEY, MICHAEL HENRY JR 

E5 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890123 

VANDEN EYKEL, MARTIN 0 II 

W2 

US ARMY 

NR 

vs 

' 890123 

WILLIAMSON, DON IRA 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890123 

BADER, ARTHUR EDWARD JR 

E5 

US ARMY 

NR 

U 

890326 

FITTS, RICHARD A 

E5 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

890326 

lABOHN, GARRY RUSSEL 

£4 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

890326 

MEIN. MICHAEL HOWARD 

E4 

US ARMY 

NR 

U 

890326 

SCHOLZ, KLAUS 0 

STACKS, RAYMOND C 

E6 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

890326 

02 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

890326 

TOOHEY, SAMUEL K III 

04 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

890326 

BIGGS. EARL ROGER 

E7 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890427 

BLACKWOOD, GORDON BYRON 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890427 

COZART, ROBERT GORDON JR 

03 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890427 

JOHNS, VERNON Z 

E3 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890427 

REILLY, EDWARD DANIEL JR 

E4 

US ARMY 

KR 

VS 

890427 

SPEN6LER. HENRY HERSHON 3D 

03 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890427 

VARNAOO, MICHAEL B 

W1 

US ARMY 

KR 

CB 

890427 

WINDELER, CHARLES CARL JR 

W2 

US ARMY 

NR 

VS 

890427 

ASIRE, DONALD HENRY 

05 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890621 

ELKINS, FRANK CALLIHAN 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

890621 

HARTNEY, JAMES C 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890621 

LEWIS, MERRILL R JR 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890621 
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TAB G: Unaccounted-for Americans, as of 11 December 1991 
Wednesday, 11 December 1991 


Page 


ma>;w£ll, SAMua •: 

TR1K3LE, LARRV ALLEN 
WILBURN, WOODROW HOOVER 
WILLIAMS, DAVID BERYL 
WRIGHT, JEROY ALBERT JR 
BRINCKHANN, ROBERT EDWIN 
CARRIER, DANIEL LEWIS 
ERWIN, DONALD EDWARD 
FREDERICK, WILLIAM, V 
IRWIN, ROBERT HARRY 
KARDELL, DAVID ALLEN 
MARTIN. LARRY E 
MORGAN, CHARLES E 
VANRENSELAAR, LARRY JACK 
HATLEY, JOEL CLINTON 
KING, MICHAEL ELI 
MOREIRA, RALPH ANGELO JR 
NELSON. DAVID LINDFORO 
BOFFMAN, ALAN BRENT 
BRANDT, KEITH ALUN 
HORNE, STANLEY HENRY 
STEARNS. ROGER HORACE 
DONNELLY, VERNE GEORGE 
HAUER, LESLIE J 
ANDREWS, WILLIAM RICHARD 
CARPENTER, NICHOLAS HALLOR 
CUTHBERT, STEPHE‘'4I0WARD - 
HYDE, MICHAEL LEWIS 
MCMAHAN, ROBERT CHARLES 
POLLIN, GEORGE J 
SAL2ARUL0, RAYMOND PAUL JR 
SPRAGUE, STANLEY GEORGE 
SULLIVAN, JOHN Bill 
WILLIAMS, BILLIE J 
WRIGHT, FREDERICK WILLISTO 
WRYE, BLAIR C 
GREER, ROBERT LEE 
SCHRECKENGOST, FRED T 
SHERMAN, PETER W 
PLANTS, THOMAS LEE 
LEWELLEN, WALTER EDWARD 
ENGEN, ROBERT JOSEPH 
MAGEE, RALPH WAYNE 
GARSIDE, FREDERICK THOMAS 
MATTESON, GLENN (NMN) 
SAMPSON. LESLIE VERNE 


O'! 

u: /■iicFOi^ci. 

NR 

VN 

590621 

02 

us /.IK rOKCE 

HR 

VN 

S9062T 

0^ 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

390621 

03 

US MARINE CORPS 

HR 

VN OW 

890621 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

HR 

VN 

890621 

OA 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890731 

02 

US air FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890731 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN OW 

890731 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890731 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890731 

03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

890731 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890731 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

890731 

02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

890731 

E4 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

900110 

E4 

US ARMY 

NR 

U 

900110 

W1 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

9001-10 

03 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

900110 

02 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

900113 

03 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

900113 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900409 

03 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

900522 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

900911 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900911 

03- 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

- 03 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

900913 

03 

US AIR FORCE — 

■^NR 

VN 

900913 

03 

US AIR FORCE - 

NR 

n 

900913 

- 02 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

900913 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

04 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

900913 

04 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

VN 

900913 

E2 

US MARINE CORPS 

NR 

VS 

901120 

E2 

US MARINE CORPS 

NR 

VS 

901120 

05 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

910116 

E5 

US NAVY 

NR 

VN 

910306 

E4 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

910411 

E4 

US ARMY 

NR 

LA 

910411 

02 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

910711 

E5 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

910711 

01 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

910711 

E5 

US AIR FORCE 

NR 

LA 

910711 


-REMAINS RETURNED BY INDIGENOUS ELEMENTS 
-R-OATE: DATE REMAINS RETURNED TO USG 


TOTAL PERSONNEL; 316 


• • 






t • 


i 








» 




FULLNAME 

DUFFY, CHARLES J 
BANKOWSKI, ALFONS ALOYZE 
WEITKAMP, EDGAR WILKEN 
WESTON, OSCAR BRANCH JR 
BIBER, GERALD MACK 
BISCHOFF, JOHN MALCOLM 
MOON, WALTER HUGH 
GERBER, DANIEL A 
MITCHELL, ARCHIE EMERSON 
VIETTI, ELEANOR A 
BLEWETT, ALAN L 
PARKS, RAYMOND F 
SIMPSON. ROBERT LEWIS 
ANDERSON, THOMAS EDWARD 
CRUZ, RAPHAEL (NMN) 
MCKINNEY, NEIL BERNARD 
PURCELL. HOWARD PHILIP 
CHENEY, JOSEPH C 
DEBRUIN, EUGENE H 
HERRICK. CHARLES 
DENTON, MANUEL REYES 
RITCHEY, LUTHER EDMOND JR 
WADSWORTH. DEAN AMICK 
-VERSACE, HUMBERTO ROQUE 
CODY, HOWARD RUDOLPH 
RORABACK, KENNETH H 
GORTON. THOMAS FREDERICK 
HILL. RICHARD DALE 
ANGELL. MARSHALL JOSEPH 
HICKMAN, VINCENT JOSEPH 
MITCHELL, CARL BERG 
METOYER, BRYFORD GLENN 
STRALEY. JOHN LEROY 
WHITESIDES, RICKARD LEBROU 
LEDBETTER, THOMAS ISAAC 
TALLEY. JAMES LANE 
CUTRER, FRED CLAY JR 
MASTER, LEONARD LEE 
GRAINGER, JOSEPH W 
WALKER. KENNETH EARL 
WOODS, LAWRENCE (NMN) 
DAWSON. DANIEL GEORGE 
BLOOM, DARL RUSSELL 
NIPPER, DAVID 
VADEN. WOODROW WILSON 
TAOIOS, LEONARD MASAYON 
PARKS, JOE 

BENNETT, HAROLD GEORGE 
COOK, DONALD GILBERT 
DODGE. EDWARD RAY 
MCDONALD, KURT CASEY 
HERTZ, GUSTAV 
nrrvcnu cnuaon aunocw 


LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

CTRYJRIG 

- 

V 

610113 

LA 

E5 

F 

610323 

LA 

W1 

A 

610323 

LA 

02 

F 

610323 

LA 

E5 

A 

610422 

LA 

E7 

A 

610422 

LA 

04 

A 

610422 

LA 

— 

V 

620530 

VS 

— 

V ■ 

620530 

VS 

— 

V 

620530 

VS 

— 

V 

620714 

LA 

E6 

A 

620714 

LA 

03 

F 

620828 

VS 

E4 

M 

621006 

VS 

E5 

F 

630902 

VS 

02 

F 

630902 

VS 

03 

F 

630902 

VS 

— 

V 

630905 

LA 

” 

V 

630905 

LA 

— 

V 

630905 

LA 

E4 

N 

631008 

VS 

£3 

H 

631008 

VS 

03 

F 

631008 

VS 

03 “ 

A 

631029 

VS 

03 

F 

631124 

VS 

E6 

A 

631124 

VS 

03 

F 

631206 

VS - 

E3 

F 

631206 

VS 

E5 

A 

63121Z 

VS 

03 

F 

640114 

VS 

04 

F 

640114 

VS 

02 

A 

640118 

VS 

E3 

A 

640118 

VS 

03 

F 

640326 

vs 

03 

A 

640619 

vs 

E4 

A 

640619 

vs 

03 

F 

640806 

vs 

02 

F 

640806 

vs 

— 

V 

640808 

vs 

03 

F 

641002 

vs 

E6 

A 

641024 

CB 

02 

A 

641106 

vs 

03 

M 

641113 

vs 

E3 

H 

641121 

vs 

04 

F 

641210 

vs 

E5 

A 

641211 

vs 

E7 

A 

641222 

vs 

E4 

A 

641229 

vs 

03 

M 

641231 

vs 

E7 

A 

641231 

vs 

03 

F 

641231 

vs 

" 

V 

650202 

vs 


N 

AAfipn? 

VN 
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Page E 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.Rl SERVICE' IDATE CTRyjrig 


MCLEAN, JAMES PENRY 
FRAMES, DWIGHT GLENN 
SMITH, RICHARD D 
. CLYDESDALE, CHARLES FREDRI 
HUME, KENNETH EDWARD 
MCKINLEY, GERALD WAYNE 
SMITH, GEORGE CRAIG 
ORAEGER, WALTER FRANK JR 
MAGNUSSON, JAMES A JR 
BAKER, ARTHUR DALE 
LEWIS, JAMES W 
FEGAN, RONALD JAMES 
MURPHY, TERENCE MEREDITH 
SWANSON, WILLIAM EDWARD 
WOODWORTH, SAMUEL ALEXANOE 
WHEELER, JAMES ATLEE 
SHEA, JAMES PATRICK 
SHELTON, CHARLES ERVIN 
LAHAYE, JAMES DAVID 
WI STRAND. ROBERT C 
HRDLICKA, DAVID LOUIS 
TAVARES. JOHN R 
DONOVAN, LEROY MELVIN 
HARPER, RICHARD K 
WALKER, ORIEN J 
LYNN, DOYLE WILMER 
CROSBY, FREDERICK PETER 
DALE, CHARLES ALVA- 
DEMMON, DAVID STANLEY 
COMPA, JOSEPH JAMES JR 
CURLEE, ROBERT LEE JR 
OOUGHTIE, CARL LOUIS 
HAGEN, CRAIG LOUIS 
HALL, WALTER LOUIS 
JOHNSON, BRUCE G 
OWENS, FRED MONROE 
SAEGAERT. DONALD RUSSELL 
HOLLAND, LAWRENCE THOMAS 
SCHUMANN, JOHN ROBERT 
ARMONO, ROBERT LAURENCE 
GEHRIG. JAMES M JR 
LOWRY, TYRRELL GORDON 
MARSHALL. JAMES ALFRED 
NEVILLE, WILLIAM EDWARD 
ROBERTS, HAROLD J JR 
WATSON, FRANK PETER 
VAN CAMPEN. THOMAS CHARLES 
MONGILARDI, PETER NMN JR 
JACKSON, CARL EDWIN 
ROTH, BILLIE LEROY 
LINDSEY, MARVIN NELSON 

nCFMOCAIIN UIIIUHr 


E4 A 6502CQ VS 

E7 N 650224 VS 

03 F 650311 VS 

02 N 650315 VS 

■ 04 N 650329 VN 

02 N 650331 VN 

02 F 650403 VN 

03 F 650404 VN 

03 F 650404 VN 

03 F 650407 LA 

03 F 650407 LA 

01 N 650409 CH 

02 N 650409 CH 

02 N 650411 LA 

03 F 650417 VN 

03 F 650418 VS 

02, N 650420 VN 

03 F 650429 LA 

05 N 650508 VN 

03 F 650509 LA 

03 F 650518 LA 

V 650518 VS 
E7 A 650519 VS 

W3 A 650519 VS 

03 A - 650523 VS 

05 N 650527 VN 

04 H - • 650601 VN- 

02 A r- 650609 VS 

E5 A 650609 VS 

E6 A 650610 VS 

E6 A 650610 VS 

02 N 650610 VN 

E5 A 650610 VS 

02 A 650610 VS 

03 A 650610 VS 

E7 A 650610 VS 

Wl A 650610 VS 

04 F 650612 VS 

04 A 650616 VS 

03 F 650618 VS 

04 F 650618 VS 

03 F 650618 VS 

02 F 650610 VS 

E6 F 650618 VS 

E7 F 650618 VS 

03 F 650618 VS 

E3 A 650624 VS 

05 N 650625 VN 

03 F 650627 VS 

E5 F 650627 VS 

04 F 650629 VN 

03 A 660705 VS 
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FULLNAME 

^ BRAM, RICHARD CRAIG 

f DINGWALL, JOHN FRANCIS 

6ALUNT, HENRY JOSEPH 
TAYLOR, FRED (NMN) 

AVORE, MALCOLM ARTHUR 
FOBAIR, ROSCOE HENRY 
KOSKO, WALTER 
BROWN, EDWARD DEAN JR 
HAIL, WILLIAM W 
BOWER, JOSEPH EDWARD 

• GRAY, HAROLD EDWIN JR 
MAILHES, LAWRENCE SCOTT 
GOLUHON, GENE RAYMOND 
HELLOR, FREDRIC H 
THOMAS, HARRY EUGENE 
TAYLOR, EDO DAVID 
BRANCH, JAMES ALVIN 
JEWELL. EUGENE M 
LAGRAND, WILLIAM JOHN 

• MARSHALL, RICHARD CARLTON 
SHAW. EDWARD BRENDAN 
GOODWIN, CHARLES B 
GREEN, GERALD (NMN) 
MOSSMAN, JOE RUSSELL 
TAYLOR, NEIL BROOKS 
KLENDA, DEAN ALBERT 
BARBER, ROBERT FRANKLIN 
VOGT; LEONARD FREDERICK JR 

A HAWKINS, EDGAR L 

• MARTIN, DUANE WHITNEY 
OSBORN, GEOFFREY HOLMES 
MASSUCCI, MARTIN J 
OFFUTT, GARY PHELPS 
SCHARF, CHARLES J 
POGREBA, DEAN ANDREW 
SCHULER, ROBERT HARRY JR 
MAYER, RODERICK LEWIS 

^ OLMSTEAD. STANLEY E 

• PYLES, HARLEY B 
SISSON, WINFIELD WADE 
THORNE, LARRY ALAN 
WORCHESTER, JOHN 6 
MANN, ROBERT LEE 
MCEWEN, JAMES ARTHUR 
WEGER, JOHN (NMN) JR 
ADAMS, SAMUEL 

• DUSING, CHARLES GALE 

f MOORE, THOMAS 

BOWLES, DWIGHT POLLARD 
MCCLELLAN, PAUL TRUMAN JR 
GREEN. DONALD GEORGE 

UICUED ICDRYtllPN 


Page 3 


LOSSJt, SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 

E6 M 650708 VS 

E7 H 650708 VS 

E8 A 650713 VS 

E7 A 650713 VS 

03 N 650718 VS 

03 F 650724 VN 

03 F 650727 VN 

02 N 650729 VS 

04 F 650802 VS 

04 F 650803 VN 

04 N 650807 VN 

02 N 650810 VS 

03 N 650813 VN 

03 F 650813 VN 

05 N 650813 VN 

03 N 650829 VN 

03 F 650904 VN 

02 F 650904 VN 

W2 A 650905 VS 

03 F 650905 VS 

02 N 650905 VN 

02 N 650908 VN 

02 N 650912 VN 

02 N 650913 VN 

02 N 650914 VS 

02 F 650917 VN 

03 N 650918 VN 

05 N 650918 VN 

03 F 650920 VN 

02 F 650920 VN 

02 N 650924 VS 

02 F 651001 VN 

02 F 651001 VS 

03 F 651001 VN 

05 F 651005 VN 

03 F 651015 VN 

03 N 651017 VN 

04 N 651017 VN 

04 F 651018 VS 

03 M 651018 VS 

03 A 651018 VS 

02 N 651019 VN 

03 F 651022 VS 

02 F 651022 VS 

02 F 651022 VS 

E5 F 651031 VS 

E5 F 651031 VS 

E6 F 651031 VS 

03 F 651103 VN 

03 F 651114 VS 

03 F 651116 VN 

F4 A fi611]7 VS 
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Page <1 


FULLNAME 

LC'SS_R^ 

SERVICE 

IDAIE 

CIF.Y, 

TOMS, DENNIS' LEROY 

e: . 

N 

651121, 

VS 

DOUGLAS, THOMAS EVAN 

E4 

M 

651122 

vs 

MILLER, RICHARD ARTHUR 

03 

M 

651122 

VS 

PIRKER, VICTOR J 

E4 

M 

651122 

vs 

VISCONTI, FRANCIS 

03 

M 

651122 

vs 

WINKLER, JOHN ANTHONY 

E2 

N 

651122 

vs 

RICHARDSON, STEPHEN GOULD 

02 

N 

651130 

vs 

REITHANN, THOMAS E 

03 

F 

651201 

VN 

AUSTIN. CARL BENJAMIN 

05 

N 

651202 

VN 

LOGAN, JACOB DRUMMOND 

02 

N 

651202 

VN 

Roberts, GERALD RAY 

04 

N 

651202 

VN 

JOHNSON, STANLEY GARWOOD 

02 

M 

651203 

VS 

DIBBLE, MORRIS FREDERICK 

E3 

A 

651205 

vs 

EISENBERGER, GEORGE JOE BU 

E5 

A 

651205 

vs 

HYDE. JIMMY DON 

E4 

N 

651205 

vs 

UPNER, EDWARD CHARLES 

E6 

A 

651205 

vs 

CORLE, JOHN THOMAS 

E'i 

M 

651208 

vs 

CLARK, JERRY PROSPER 

W1 

A 

651215 

vs 

WICKHAM, DAVID WALLACE II 

03 

II 

651216 

vs 

MIMS, GEORGE I JR 

02 

F 

651220 

VN 

NORDAHL, LEE E 

02 

N 

651220 

VN 

WAX, DAVID J 

02 

F 

651220 

vs 

CARTWRIGHT, BILLIE JACK 

05 

N 

651222 

VN 

GOLD. EDWARD FRANK 

03 

N 

651222 

VN 

LUKENBACH, MAX DUANE 

04 

N 

651222 

VII 

PRUDHOMME, JOHN DOUGLAS 

.03 

N 

651222 

VN 

CHRISTIANO, JOSEPH 

04- 

F 

651224 

LA 

COLWELL, WILLIAM KEVIN" 

- E6 

F 

651224 

LA- ' 

EILERS, DENNIS LEE 

03 

F 

651224 

LA 

HASSENGER, ARDEN K 

E5 

F 

65122? 

LA 

JEFFORDS, DERRELL B 

05 

F 

651224 

LA 

THORNTON, LARRY C 

£7 

F 

651224 

LA 

BAILON, RUBEN 


V 

651225 

VS 

GRELLA, DONALD 'CARROLL 

E5 

A 

651228 

vs 

PHELPS, JESSE DONALD 

W2 

A 

651228 

vs 

RICE, THOMAS JR (NHN) 

£4 

A 

651228 

VS 

STANCIL, KENNETH LEON 

W3 

A 

651228 

VS 

HILL, ARTHUR SINCLAIR JR 

03 

N 

651229 

LA 

RAWSTHORNE, EDGAR ARTHUR 

05 

N 

651229 

LA 

KIRKSEY, ROBERT LOUIS 

E3 

A 

660101 

VS 

MAC LAUGHLIN, DONALD C JR 

02 

N 

660102 

VS 

CALLANAN, RICHARD JOSEPH 

03 

F 

660107 

VS 

6REENLEY, JON ALFRED 

02 

r 

660107 

VS 

SCHIMBERG. JAMES PHILIP 

E4 

A 

660109 

VS 

WILLIAMS, THADDEUS EDWARD 

02 

A 

660109 

VS 

GODFREY, JOHNNY HOWARD 

03 

F 

660111 

vs 

HOLLINGSWORTH, HAL T 

01 

N 

660116 

VS 

NETH, FRED ALBERT 

04 

N 

660110 

VS 

SCHOONOVER, CHARLES DAVID 

04 

H 

6601 16 

vs 

WOOD, DON C 

03 

F 

660116 

LA 

EGAN, JAMES THOMAS JR. 

02 

M 

660121 

vs 

CnOMAM UTI 1 TAM ( 


II 


VN 
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Wednesday, 11 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

^ FRENYEA, EDMUND HENRY 

W SENNETT, ROBERT R 

TEHPLIN, ERWIN BERNARD JR 
BOOZE, DELMAR GEORGE 
MELBER, LAWRENCE NEAL 
PITT. ALBERT 
SPRIGK, DOYLE ROBERT 
i MCPHERSON, FRED LAMAR 

i BAOOLATI, FRANK NEIL 

) HODGSON. CECIL J 

i • TERRY, RONALD TERRANCE 

HAMILTON. EUGENE D 
ALM, RICHARD ANDREW 
COATES, DONALD LEROY 
HUMPHREY, GALEN FRANCIS 
LOHEED, HUBERT B 
LUKER, RUSSELL BURT 
PREVOST, ALBERT MICHAEL 
VLAHAKOS, PETER GEORGE 
§ BROWN, WILBUR RONALD 

CARTER, JAMES LOUIS 
PARSLEY, EDWARD HILTON 
WALLER. THERMAN H 
ASMUSSEN, GLENN EDWARD 
MCCONNAUGHHAY, DAN DAILY 
SPAREN6ERG, BERNARD J 
-HOPPS, GARY DOUGLAS 
HUNTER. RUSSELL PALMER JR 
A KIEPEL, ERNST PHILIP JR 

^ HILLS, JOHN RUSSELL 

MAUTERER, OSCAR 
MURRAY, JOSEPH VAUGHN 
SCHROEFFEL, THOMAS ANTHONY 
HETRICK, RAYMOND HARRY 
CAUSEY, JOHN BERNARD 
NEWTON, DONALD S 
WILLS, FRANCIS DESALES 

• CHRISTENSEN, WILLIAM MURRE 
FRAWLEY, WILLIAM D 
WOLOSZYK, DONALD J 
WORST, KARL EDWARD 
ANDREWS, STUART MERRILL 
CONLON, JOHN FRANCIS III 
HESSOH, ROBERT CHARLES 
PAGE, GORDON L 
SMITH, HAROLD VICTOR 

• COLLINS, WILLARD MARION 
FOSTER, ROBERT EUGENE 
PETERSON, OELBERT R 
TAYLOR, JAMES UWRENCE 
XAVIER, AUGUSTO MARIA 
n*wtc ftCNC crvMnun 


Page 5 


LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRYJRIG 

E3 N 660122 VN 

E2 N 660122 VN 

02 N 660122 VN 

01 M 660124 VS 

01 M 660124 VS 

03 M 660124 VS 

03 M 660124 VS 

04 F 660128 VS 

E6 A 660129 VS 

E7 A 660129 VS 

E6 A 660129 VS 

03 F 660131 VN 

04 M 660201 VN 

E6 M 660201 VN 

E7 M 660201 VN 

05 N 660201 VN 

E6 M 660201 VN 

02 M 660201 VN 

E6 H 660201 VN 

03 F 660203 VS 

04 F 660203 VS 

E4 F 660203 VS 

E4 F 660203 VS 

E6 N 660205 VS 

E4 N 660205 VS 

E7 N 660205 VS 

03 N 660210 VN 

03 F 660210 LA 

03 F 660210 LA 

04 F 660214 LA 

04 F 660215 LA 

02 N 66021B VN 

02 N 660218 VN 

03 F 660224 LA 

03 F 660225 VN 

E5 A 660226 VS 

E3 A 660226 VS 

02 N 660301 VN 

03 N 660301 VN 

02 N 660301 VN 

03 F 660302 LA 

04 F 660304 VS 

02 F 660304 VS 

05 N 660305 VN 

04 F 660307 VN 

03 F 660307 VN 

03 F 660309 VS 

E5 F 660309 VS 

02 F 660309 VS 

ES A 660310 VS 

02 H 660310 VS 

F*; F vs 


Wednesday, 11 December 1991 


rULLHAKf , 

DUVALL, DEAN ARNOLD 
HENNINGER, HOWARD W . 
MORGAN, EDWIN E 
OLSON, GERALD E 
PARKER, IJDON (NMN)' 
PASEKOFF, ROBERT E 
PAULEY, MARSHALL I 
HILTON, ROBERT U^RIE 
KLUTE, KARL EDWIN 
HOLMES, DAVID HUGH 
MCELROY, GLENN DAVID 
NASH, JOHN MICHAEL 
SCOTT, MARTIN R 
STEWART, PETER J 
UNDERWOOD. PAUL G 
DAVIS, BRENT EDEN 
MCPHERSON, EVERETT ALVIN 
BEACH, ARTHUR JAMES 
COMPTON, FRANK RAY 
TIOERMAN, JOHN HARK 
HEWITT, SAMUEL EUGENE 
TAPP, JOHN BETHEL 
SHERMAN, JOHN BROOKS 
GRAYSON, WILLIAM RONALD 
KRECH, MELVIN THOMAS 
LAWS, RICHARD LEE 
BROWN, JAMES WILLIAM 
COOK,- DENNIS PHILIP 
GATES, JAMES W 
LAFAYETTE. JOHN W 
BARNETT, ROBERT RUSSELL 
WALKER, THOMAS TAYLOR 
CONWAY, JAMES BENNETT 
GLASSON, WILLIAM ALBERT JR 
HARRIS. REUBEN BEAUMONT 
JORDAN. URRY H 
MAPE, JOHN CLEMENT 
ZERBE, MICHAEL R 
TROMP, WILLIAM LESLIE 
ADAMS, LEE AARON 
BROWN. JOSEPH ORVILLE 
ROBBINS. RICHARD JOSEPH 
AUSTIN. ELLIS ERNEST 
KELLER, JACK ELMER 
NICKERSON, WILLIAM BREWSTE 
WEIHORTS, ROBERT FRANKLIN 
OYC2KOWSK1, ROBERT RAYMOND 
COOPER. WILLIAM EARL 
ANDERSON, WARREN LEROY 
TUCKER, JAMES HALE 
BOSTON. LEO SIDNEY 
RPdux TMnHAC rnvARn 


1068 

, Page ■ 6 


LOSSJK 

SERVICE. 

IDATE 

GTRY^ 

E4 

F 

6603]'3 

VS 

03 

F 

660313' 

VS 

E6 

F 

660313 

VS 

03 

F 

660313 

VS 

E4 

A 

660313 

VS 

03 

F 

660313 

VS 

E5 

F 

660313 

VS 

Ea. 

F 

660314 

VN 

03 

F 

660314 

VS 

03, 

F 

660315 

..LA 

05 

A 

660315 

LA 

03 

A 

660315 

LA 

03 

F 

660315 

VN 

05 

F 

660315 

VN 

05 

F 

660316 

VN 

02 

M 

660318 

VN 

02 

M' 

660318 

VN 

03 

M 

660320 

VS 

03 

N 

660321 

VN 

04 

N 

660321 

VN 

E2 

M 

660323 

VS 

04 

N 

660323 

VS 

02 

M 

660325 

VS 

05 

N 

660401 

VS 

E6 

N 

660401 

VS 

03 

N 

660403 

VN 

El 

H 

660405 

VS 

03 

N 

660406 

VS 

03 

A 

660406- 

LA 

03 

A 

660406 

LA 

03 

F 

660407 

LA 

03 

F 

660407 

LA 

03 

A 

660412 

VS 

04 

N 

660412 

CH 

E2 

N 

660412 

CH 

02 

N 

660412 

CH 

05 

N 

660413 

VN 

02 

N 

660415 

VS 

02 

N 

660417 

VN 

02 

F 

660419 

VN 

03 

F 

660419 

LA 

03 

F 

660419 

LA 

04 

N 

660421 

VN 

04. 

N 

660421 

VN 

02 

N 

660422 

VN 

04 

N 

660422 

VN 

03 

F 

660423 

VN 

05 

F 

660424 

VN 

03 

F 

660426 

VN 

02 

r 

660426 

VN 

03 

F 

660429 

VN 

02 

N 

660429 

VN 



1069 

Wednesday, 11. December 1991 P*ge ^ 


FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY. 

BRUCH, DONALD WILLIAM JR 

02 

F ' 

660429 

VN 

EGAN, WILLIAM PATRICK 

04 

N 

660429 

LA 

MULLEN, WILLIAM FRANCIS 

03 

M 

660429 

LA 

WOOD, WALTER SUTTON 

04 

N 

660502 

VN 

malOne, jimmy M 

E2 

A 

660504 

VS 

DAWES. JOHN JAMES 

E7 

A 

660505 

VS 

DEXTER. BENNIE LEE 

E3 

F 

660509 

VS 

BAILEY, JOHN EDWARD 

03 

F 

660510 

VN 

FENELEY, FRANCIS JAMES 

03 

F 

660511 

VN 

VILLEPONTEAUX, JAMES H JR 

02 

M 

660511 

VS 

KING, DONALD L 

03 

F 

660514 

VN 

RALSTON, FRANK DELZELL III 

03 

F 

660514 

VN 

BALCOH, RALPH CAROL 

03 

F 

660515 

VN 

JENSEN. GEORGE W 

04 

F 

660515 

LA 

MADISON, WILLIAM L 

E5 

F 

660515 

LA 

MCKENNEY, KENNETH DEWEY 

E3 

F 

660515 

LA 

PRESTON, JAMES A 

E5 

F 

660515 

LA 

REILLY, LAVERN G 

04 

F 

660515 

LA 

TAPP. MARSHALL L 

03 

F 

660515 

LA . 

THOMPSON, GEORGE W 

02 

F 

660515 

LA 

WILLIAMS, JAMES E 

E4 

F 

660515 

LA 

DEERE, DONALD THORPE 

E4 

A 

660517 

VS 

GUILLET, ANDRE R 

E3 

F 

660518 

LA 

HARLEY, LEE D 

03 

F 

660518 

LA 

MOORE, WILLIAM JOHN 

E4 

F 

660518 

VS 

WALL, JERRY HACK 

E4 

F 

660518 

VS 

BUCKLEY. LOUIS JR .. 

E5 

A 

660521 

VS 

THACKERSON, WALTER ANTHONY 

E3 

a' 

660521 

VS 

GLANDON, GARY ALVEN 

02 

F 

660526 

VS 

GRIFFEY, TERRENCE HASTINGS 

02 

F 

660526 

VS 

ALBERTON, BOBBY JOE 

EDMONDSON, WILLIAM ROTHROC 

E5 

F 

660531 

VN 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

HERROLO, NED R 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

MCDONALD, EMMETT RAYMOND 

03 

F 

660531 

VN 

RAGLAND, DAYTON WILLIAM 

05 

F 

660531 

VN 

SHINGLEOECKER, ARMON 0 

02 

F 

660531 

VN 

STEEN, .MARTIN W 

03 

F 

660531 

VN 

STICKNEY, PHILLIP J 

E3 

F 

660531 

VN 

ROSATO, JOSEPH FRANK 

03 

F 

660602 

VS 

KRYSZAK. THEODORE E 

03 

F 

660603 

LA 

MARTIN, RUSSELL 0 

02 

F 

660603 

LA 

MULLINS, HAROLD E 

E6 

F 

660603 

LA 

ROSE, LUTHER L 

E6 

F 

660603 

LA 

SMITH, HARDING EUGENE SR 

05 

F 

660603 

LA 

WARREN, ERVIN 

SANDNER, ROBERT LOUIS 

ES 

F 

660603 

U 

03 

F 

660607 

CB 

BUSH, ROBERT IRA 

03 

F 

660609 

VN 

SHORACK, THEODORE JAMES JR 

04 

F 

660609 

VN 

HARRIS, GREGORY J 

E4 

M 

660612 

VS 

BURKART, CHARLES WILLIA JR 

03 

F 

660613 

LA 

GIERAK, GEORGE GREGORY JR 

02 

N 

660613 

VN 

RiatIUTIIF .inUM TIIRNFR .IN 

04 

N 

660613 

VN 
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# 
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Wednesday, 11 December 1991 




Page 

FULLNAME 

LOSS..PK 

SERVICE 

•I DATE 

CTRY_ORIG 



FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY_0RIG 

KERR, EVERETT 0 

03 ' 

F 

660613 

LA 

§ 

m 

KEMP, FREDDIE (NMN) 

E2 

A 

660817 

VS 

LAMBTON, BENNIE RICHARD 

E7 

tl 

66D613 

VN 


w 

RYKOSKEY, EDWARD JAY 

E3 

M 

660818 

VS 

ADAMS, OLEY NEAL 

E5 

F 

660617 

VS 



HILIKIN, RICHARD M III 

02 

F 

660820 

VN 

CAIRNS. ROBERT ALEXANDER 

E5 

F 

660617 

VS 



JOHNSON, JAMES REED 

E3 

A 

660821 

VS 

COBBS, RALPH BURTON 

04 

!,' 

660617 

VS 



BULURD. WILLIAM HARRY 

02 

N 

660825 

VS 

COLLETTE,. CURTIS DAVID 

E5 

N 

660617 

VS 



BABULA, ROBERT LEO 

E2 

M 

660828 

VS 

DEMPSEY, JACK ISHUM 

E5 

N 

660617 

VS 



BODENSCHATZ, JOHN EUGEN JR 

E2 

M 

660828 

VS 

FRENG. STANLEY JON 

E5 

N 

660617 

VS 



BORTON, ROBERT CURTIS JR 

E2 

M 

660828 

VS 

GRAVITTE, CONNIE MAC!' 

03 

F 

660617 

VS 



CARTER, DENNIS RAY 

E2 

M 

660828 

VS 

HESS, GENE KARL 

E5 

'F 

660617 

VS 

A 

t 

NICHOLS, HUBERT C JR 

04 

F 

660901 

VN 

ROMIG. EDWARD LEON 

02 

N 

660617 

VS 

9 

TRUJILLO. JOSEPH F 

E3 

M 

660903 

VS 

SAVOY, M J 

E2 

N 

660617 

VS 



BUNDY, NORMAN LEE 

02 

N 

660906 

VN 

S1E6WARTH, DONALD E 

02 

N 

660617 

vs 



FISCHER, JOHN RICHARD 

03 

M 

660909 

VS 

WASHBURN, URRY EUGENE 

E3 

F 

660617 

vs 



TATUM, UWRENCE B 

04 

F 

660910 

VN 

MCDONOUGH, JOHN RICHARD 

03 

N 

660620 

VN 



STODDARD, CLARENCE W JR 

05 

N 

660914 

VN 

TUNNELL, JOHN WALLACE 

04 

N 

660620 

VN 



ROBERTSON. JOHN L 

04 

F 

660916 

VN 

SMITH, WARREN PARKER JR 

03 

F 

660622 

U 



LEEtUN, OAREL D 

03 

F 

660917 

VN 

BELKNAP, HARRY JOHN 

01 

N 

660623 

VN 



BROWN, FRANK MONROE JR 

03 

N 

660919 

VS 

NYHAN, LAWRENCE FREDERICK 

02 

N 

660623 

VN 



HENRY, DAVID ALAN 

02 

N 

660919 

•VS 

ELLIS, WILLIAM JR 

E3 

A 

660624 

VS 

• 

f 

PARSONS, DON BROWN JR 

02 

N 

660919 

VN 

MARIK, CHARLES WELDON 

02 

N 

660625 

VN 



PILKINGTON. THOMAS HOLT 

02 

N 

660919 

VN 

CAVALLI, ANTHONY FRANK 

02 

F 

66062B 

U 



BLOOM, RICHARD MCAULIFFE 

02 

M 

660920 

VS 

DUDLEY. CHARLES GLENDON 

03 

F 

660626 

LA 



BAUDER, JAMES REGINALD 

04 

N 

660921 

VN 

WOLFE, THOMAS HUBERT 

03 

F 

660628 

LA 



MILLS, JAMES B 

02 

N 

660921 

VN 

WILLIAMS, ROBERT CYRIL 

04 

F , 

660701 

VN 



KNOCHEL, CHARLES ALLEN 

03 

N 

660922 

VN 

GAGE, ROBERT HUGH 

-E4 

M 

660703 

VS 



WHinLE, JUNIOR LEE 

E4 

A 

660924 

VS 

PHILLIPS, DAVID JOSEPH JR 

03 

F 

660703 

VS “ 



BOSSMAN. PETER ROBERT - 

E4 

N 

660925 

VS . 

RENO, RALPH JOSEPH 

_ E8 

A 

660703 

VS 



CUSHMAN, CLIFTON EMMET 

03 

~F 

660925 

VN 

HESTLE. ROOSEVELT JR 

04 

F 

660706 

VN 

'#1 

• 

DUCAT, PHILLIP ALLEN 

03 

M 

660925 

VS 

PHARRIS, WILLIAM VALRIE 

E3 

A 

660707 

VS 



REITER. DEAN WESLEY 

02 

M 

660925 

VS 

LONGANECKER, RONALD LEE 

E3 

M 

660708 

VS 



TICE, PAUL DOUGLAS 

E3 

M 

660925 

VS 

WILKINS, GEORGE HENRY 

04 

N 

660711 

VN 



MOSBURG, HENRY LEE 

03 

A 

660926 

VS 

KIPINA, MARSHALL F 

E4 

A 

660714 

LA 



PHILLIPS, MARVIN FOSTER 

E4 

A 

660926 

VS 

NOPP, ROBERT G 

03 

A 

660714 

LA 



SPILMAN, DYKE AUGUSTUS 

02 

F 

660927 

VN 

WINTERS, DARRYL GORDON 

E3 

F 

660719 

VS 



STINE, JOSEPH M 

04 

F 

660927 

VN 

DILLON, DAVID ANDREW 

E4 

A 

660720 

VS 



BRASHER, JIMMY MAC 

02 

A 

660928 

VN 

NOBERT, CRAIG R 

02 

F 

660720 

VN 



PITTMAN, ROBERT EDWARD 

E4 

A 

660928 

VN 

TIFFIN. RAINFORD 

03 

F 

660721 

VN 

• 

0 

TAYLOR, DANNY GENE 

EG 

A 

660928 

VS 

WELLS, ROBERT JAMES 

E3 

A 

660722 

VS 



ECHEVARRIA, RAYMOND L 

E8 

A 

661003 

LA 

SMITH, WILLIAM WARD 

03 

F 

660723 

VS 



JONES, JAMES E 

E7 

A 

661003 

LA 

BOSSIO, GALILEO. FRED 

04 

F 

660729 

VN 



WILLIAMS, EDDIE L 

E7 

A 

661003 

LA 

CAMERON, VIRGIL KING 

02 

N 

660729 

VN 



BEENE, JAMES ALVIN 

02 

N 

661005 

VN 

01 TOMMASO, ROBERT JOSEPH 

02 

F 

660729 

VN 



GILCHRIST, ROBERT M 

02 

F 

661007 

VN 

HOSKINSON, ROBERT E 

03 

F 

660729 

VN 



KNIGHT, LARRY D 

03 

F 

661007 

VS 

LAWS. DELMER LEE 

E7 

A 

660729 

VS 



PABST, EUGENE M 

02 

F 

661007 

VN 

BURNS, JOHN ROBERT 

03 

F 

660804 

LA 



TREECE, JAMES ALLEN 

03 

F 

661007 

VS 

FRYER. CHARLES WIGGER 

03 

N 

660807 

VN 

0 

M 

FELDHAUS, JOHN ANTHONY 

03 

N 

661008 

VN 

MORAN, RICHARD ALWN 

04 

N 

660807 

VS 


W 

CONFER, MICHAEL STEELE 

02 

N 

661010 

VN 

KOMMENOANT, AAOO 

02 

F 

660808 

VS 



BORDEN, MURRAY LYMAN 

02 

F 

661013 

VN 

WALLING. CHARLES HILTON 

03 

F 

660808 

VS 



MEADOWS, EUGENE THOMAS 

02 

F 

661013 

VN 

ALLINSON, DAVID JAY 

03 

F 

660812 

VN 



THOMAS, DARWIN JOEL 

01 

N 

661014 

VN 

c«Tr>M nioTK ADont 

na 



VN 



AniM<; aPVFN HAROin 

B 

F 

661018 

VN 



Wednesday, 11 l,'p'.emt)er 1991 


FULLNAME 

AN’GSTADT, RALPH HaROI.C 
CURK, LAWRENCE 
HILL, ROBERT L 
LONG, JOHN HENRY SOTHORON 
RACKLEY, INZAR WILLIAM JR 
SHONECK, JOHN R 
BURKE, MICHAEL JOHN 
LEWANDOWSKI, LEONARD ,1 JR 
MISHUK, RICHARD E 
EDWARDS, HARRY S JR 
WAGENER, DAVID RAYMOND 
EARLL, DAVID JOHN 
HARRIS, HAROLD LEE 
MCBRIDE. EARL PAUL 
GREEN, ROBERT BAILEY 
LEVAN, ALVIN LEE 
MORRISON, GLENN R JR 
JOHNSON. DALE ALONZO 
WEAVER, GEORGE ROBERT JR 
KLINE, ROBERT E 
HUNT, WILLIAM B 
SCUNGIO. VINCENT ANTHONY 
CARTER, WILLIAM THOMAS 
MCATEER, THOMAS JOSEPH 
O'BRIEN. JOHN LAWRENCE 
RIORDAN, JOHN MICHAEL 
SCHODERER, ERIC JOHN 
FROSIO,- ROBERT CLARENCE 
JONES, -JAMES GRADEY 
KEIPER, JOHN CHARLES 
RAVENNA, HARRY M III 
TIMMONS, BRUCE ALLEN 
PIITTMANN, ALAN D 
ARNOLD, WILLIAM TAMM 
JOHNSTONE, JAMES MONTGOMER 
WHITED, JAMES LAFAYETTE 
GARDNER, GLENN VIRGIL 
NIEHOUSE, DANIEL LEE 
HOEFFS, JOHN HARVEY 
BOTT. RUSSELL PETER 
OYER, IRBY III (NMN) 

MCRAE, DAVID EDWARD 
NYSTROM, BRUCE AUGUST 
STARK. WILLIE E 
SULANOER. DANIEL ARTHUR 
BEGLEY, BURRISS NELSON 
CARLSON. JOHN WERNER 
ALFRED. GERALD OAK JR 
BRIGHAM. ALBERT 
HOLMAN. GERALD ALLAN 
KOENIG, EDWIN LEE 
MouiDcv oiruapn i vum 
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Page 




■ 



FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRYJRIG 

0^ ■ 

1 

G61C1S VN^ 








E5 . 

F 

661018 ,VN 

* 1 


NEWELL, MICHAEL THOMAS 

03 

N 

661214 

VN 

E6 

F 

661018 VN 



LUCAS, LARRY FRANCIS 

03 

A 

661220 

LA 

02 

r 

661018 VN 



LUM, DAVID ANTHONY 

02 

F 

661220 

VS 

04 

r 

66I01E VN 



KERNS, ARTHUR WILLIAM 

E2 

A 

661223 

VS 

E5 

F 

661016 VN 



REEVES, JOHN HOWARD 

E3 

M 

661223 

VS 

E3 

M 

66101? VS 



BULLOCK, LARRY ALAN 

E3 

A 

670101 

VS 

E2 

M 

661,019 VS 



GAULEY, JAMES PAUL 

03 

F 

670110 

LA 

E2 

M 

661019 VS 



STOVES, MERRITT III (NMN) 

E3 

A 

670110 

VS 

02 

N 

661020 VN 

'!L ■ 


KEMP, CLAYTON C JR 

E4 

N 

670112 

VN 

03 

F 

661020 LA 


• 

REINECKE, WAYNE C 

E4 

N 

670112 

VN 

03 

F 

661021 VN 



CANUP, FRANKLIN HARLEE JR 

E5 

N 

670114 

VS 

E3 

A 

661022 VS 



WELCH, ROBERT J 

03 

F 

670116 

VN 

04 

N 

661022 VN 



COGOELL, WILLIAM KEITH 

03 

F 

670117 

LA 

E5 

F 

661025 LA 



KROGHAN, ALVA RAY 

02 

F 

670117 

LA 

E3 

N 

661025 VS 



WOZNIAK, FREDERICK J 

02 

F 

670117 

VN 

03 

F 

661026 VS 



WRIGHT, GARY G 

04 

F 

670117 

VN 

04 

F 

661027 VN 



MADSEN, MARLOW ERLING 

02 

N 

670118 

VS 

E5 

II 

661101 VS 

' 


ASHBY, DONALD ROBERTS SR 

04 

N 

670119 

VS 

04 

F 

661102 VN 

% 

• 

EHRLICH. DENNIS MICHAEL 

02 

N 

670119 

VS 

E6 

A 

661104 VS 



CONLEY, EUGENE OGDEN 

05 

F 

670121 

VN 

03 

F 

661104 VN 



HOGAN. JERRY F 

02 

N 

670121 

VN 

02 

N 

661110 VN . 



SIMPSON, MAX COLEMAN 

E3 

A 

670124 

VS 

03 

li 

661110 VS 



WALLACE, ARNOLD BRIAN 

E2 

A 

670125 

VS 

03 

F 

661110 U 



MORGAN, THOMAS R 

03 

F 

670126 

VS 

E4 

N 

66-1110. VS 



THORNTON,. WILLIAM DEMPSEY 

E3 

A 

670128 

VS - 

E4 

. N 

661110 VS- 



SILVA, CUUDE ARNOLD 

02 

F 

670129 

VN 

05 

N 

- 66U12 VS 



BARDEN, HOWARD LEROY 

03 

F - 

670131 

LA ' 

02 

N 

661112 VS 

♦ 

% 

KUBLEY, ROY ROBERT 

03 

F 

670131 

LA 

E4 ■ 

M 

661115 VS 



MIYAZAKI, RONALD KAZUD 

E4 

F 

670131 

LA 

03 

A 

661115 VS 



HULHAUSER, HARVEY 

03 

F 

670131 

LA 

E4 

N 

661115 VS 



WALKER, LLOYD FRANCIS 

04 

F 

670131 

LA 

E3 

F 

661116 U 



JOHNSON, AUGUST DAVID 

E3 

N 

670203 

VS 

02 

N 

661118 VN 



COLLAMORE, ALLAN PHILIP JR 

03 

N 

670204 

VN 

03 

A 

661119 VS 



POOR, RUSSELL ARDEN 

03 

F 

670204 

VN 

04 

A 

661119 lA 



THOMPSON, DONALD E 

03 

N 

670204 

VN 

E2 

A 

661125 VS 



HALL, DONALD J 

E5 

F 

670206 

VN 

“• 

V 

661125 VS 


A 

HEISKELL, LUCIUS L 

03 

F 

670206 

VN 

E4 

A 

661128 VS 



KIBBEY, RICHARD ABBOT 

03 

F 

670206 

VN 

E6 

A 

661202 LA 



WOOD, PATRICK HARDY 

04 

F 

670206 

VN 

E5 

A 

661202 LA 



CARLSON, PAUL VICTOR 

02 

N 

670212 

VS 

02 

N 

661202 VN 



SULLIVAN, MARTIN JOSEPH 

04 

N 

670212 

VS 

05 

N 

661202 VN 



WEISSMUELLER, COURTNEY E 

03 

F 

670212 

U 

E7 

A 

661202 LA 



MARVIN, ROBERT CLARENCE 

03 

N 

670214 

VN 

W1 

A 

661202 LA 



GOODMAN, RUSSELL CLEMENSEN 

04 

F 

670220 

VN 

04 

F 

661205 VN 



BORJA, DOMINGO R S 

E7 

A 

670221 

LA 

03 

F 

661207 VS 

^ 1 


WRIGHT, ARTHUR 

E4 

A 

670221 

VS 

02 

F 

661211 VN 


f 

HART, JOSEPH LESLIE 

05 

F 

670225 

LA 

E3 

M 

661214 VS 



ALWAN, HAROLD JOSEPH 

04 

M 

670227 

VS 

02 

N 

661214 VS 



HUIE, LITCHFIELD PATTERSON 

03 

N 

670227 

VS 

04 

N 

661214 VS 



LETCHWDRTH, EDWARD NORMAN 

02 

N 

670227 

vs 


N 




SAUSE, BERNARD JACOB JR 

E3 

N 

670227 

vs 






7PMpri QnNAin iff 

F3 

N 

670227 

vs 
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FULLNAME 

LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY_ORIG 



FULLNAME 

LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY.ORIG 

MOORE, JAMES R 

E4 

M 

670228 

VS 

$} 

• 

BAILEY, JOHN HOWARD 

E5 

M 

670501 

VS 

CARLOCK, RALPH LAURENCE^ 

04 

F 

670304 

LA. 



CORFIELO, STAN LEROY 

E5 

M 

670501 

VS 

CARPENTER, HOWARD B 

E5 

A 

670306 

LA 



GAUGHAN, ROGER CONRAD 

E4 

M 

670501 

VS 

SHALL, BURT CHAUNCEY JR 

E4 

A 

670306 

Vs 



GUAJARDO, HI LARIO H 

E2 

M 

670501 

VS 

MILLER. ROBERT LESTER 

03 

N 

670307 

VN 



SMITH, CARL ARTHUR 

E3 

M 

670501 

VS 

CRAIN, CARROLL OWEN JR 

04 

N 

670308 

VN 



SOULIER, DUWAYNE 

E2 

M 

670501 

VS 

GALVIN, RONALD E 

E2 

N 

670308 

VN 



MOORE, RALPH EDWARD 

E3 

A 

670503 

VS 

PAWLISH, GEORGE F 

02 

N 

670308 

VN 



ROGERS, CHARLES EDWARD 

04 

F 

670504 

LA 

ADRIAN, JOSEPH DANIEL 

03 

F 

670312 

VS 



STEIMER, THOMAS JACK 

02 

N 

670508 

vs 

HARRIS, PAUL WINIFORD 

E2 

M 

670313 

vs 

1 

# 

TODD, ROBERT JACY 

El 

M 

670509 

VS 

TERWILLIN6ER, VIRGIL BYRON 

E3 

M 

670313 

vs 



AHLMEYER, HEINZ JR 

01 

M 

670510 

vs 

FREDERICK, PETER J 

05 

F 

670315 

VN 



HILLER, MALCOLM THOMAS 

E4 

N 

670510 

VS 

SMITH, DEAN (NHN) JR 

02 

N 

670315 

VN 



NETHERIAND, ROGER H 

05 

N 

670510 

VN 

GOEDEN, GENE WILLIAM 

02 

N 

670317 

VN 



SHARP, SAMUEL ARTHUR JR 

E3 

M 

670510 

VS 

MORRILL, DAVID WHITTIER 

04 

M 

670318 

vs 



TYCZ, JAMES NEIL 

E5 

M 

670510 

vs 

PARKER, MAXIM CHARLES 

01 

M 

670318 

VS 



ASHLOCK, CARLOS 

E4 

M 

670512 

VS 

AUSTIN, JOSEPH CLAIR 

05 

F 

670319 

VN 



GRENZEBACH. EARL W 

, 04 

F 

670512 

VN 

CHARVET, PAUL CLAUDE 

03 

N 

670321 

VN ■ 



JEFFERSON, JAMES HILTON 

02 

F 

670512 

VN 

ELLISON. JOHN C 

04 

N 

670324 

VN 

1 

, #) 

PITMAN, PETER POTTER 

03 

F 

670512 

VN 

HALLBERG, ROGER C 

E6 

A 

670324 

vs 



STEWART, ROBERT ALLAN 

04 

F 

670512 

VN 

PLOWMAN, JAMES EDWIN 

02 


670324 

VN 



HILL, CHARLES DALE 

E2 

N 

670515 

VN 

STEWART, JACK T 

03 

A 

670324 

VS 



LEWIS, CHARLIE GRAY 

E7 

A 

670517 

VS 

HISE, JAMES HAMILTON * 

02 

N 

670325 

VS 



DELONG, JOE LYNN 

E3 

A 

670518 

VS 

PALENSCAR, ALEXANDER J 3D 

03 

N 

670327 

VN 



HELLBACH, HAROLD JAMES 

03 

M 

670519 

VS 

GOVAN, ROBERT A 

04 

F 

670401 

LA 



KNIGHT, ROY A JR 

04 

F 

670519 

LA 

JOURDENAIS, GEORGE HENRY 

03 

F 

670401 

VS 

- 


PATTERSON, JAMES KELLY 

03 

N 

670519 

VN 

STANLEY, ROBERT W 

02 

F 

'670401 

VS 



RICH, RICHARD 

05 

N 

6ZQ519 

VN 

WILLIAMS, DAVID R 

04 


6Z0401 

U 

4- 

A 

KEEFE, DOUGLAS ONER 

E2 

M 

670520 

VS - 

MARTIN, DAVID EARL 

01 

N 

670404 

VN 

f 

1 w 

MADDOX, NOTLEY 6 

04 

F 

670520 

VN- 

SZEYLLER, EDWARD PHILIP 

03 

N 

670404 

VN 



SIMPSON, WALTER STEPHEN 

E6 

A 

670521 

VS 

PARKER, THOMAS AQUINAS 

E6 

N 

670405 

VS 



WROBLESKI, WALTER F 

W1 

A 

670521 

VS 

SCHWORER, RONALD PAUL 

E4 

A 

670409 

VS 



BACKUS, KENNETH FRANK 

02 

F 

670522 

VN 

O'GRADY, JOHN FRANCIS 

04 

F 

670410 

VN 



HOLMES, LESTER E 

05 

F 

670522 

VN 

CLAY, WILLIAM CLIFTON III 

03 

M 

670412 

VS 



PERRINE, ELTON L 

03 

F 

670522 

VN 

CARLTON, JAMES EDMUND JR 

03 

M 

670417 

VN 



HOMUTH, RICHARD WENDAL 

03 

N 

670523 

VN 

MCGARVEY, JAMES MAURICE 

04 

M 

670417 

VN 



PETTIS, THOMAS EDWIN 

02 

N 

670523 

VN 

HAMILTON, JOHN S 

04 

F 

670419 

VN 


A 

SCHMinOU, EUREKA LAVERN 

E5 

N 

670523 

VN 

HAMILTON, ROGER D 

E3 

M 

670421 

VS 

f 

^ f 

SOUCY, RONALD PHILIP SR 

E5 

N 

670523 

VN 

HASENBACK, PAUL ALFRED 

E3 

A 

670421 

vs 



GRAVES, RICHARD CAMPBELL 

01 

N 

670525 

VN 

MANGINO, THOMAS ANGELO 

E4 

A 

670421 

VS 



GARNER, JOHN HENRY 

E4 

N 

670529 

VS 

NIDDS, DANIEL R 

E3 

A 

670421 

vs 



FITZGERALD. JOSEPH E 

£3 

A 

670531 

VS 

WINTERS, DAVID M 

E3 

A 

670421 

vs 



JAKOVAC, JOHN ANDREW 

E5 

A 

670531 

VS 

AUSTIN. CHARLES DAVID 

02 

F 

670424 

VN 



MCGAR, BRIAN KENT 

E3 

A 

670531 

VS 

KNAPP, HERMAN L 

04 

F 

670424 

VN 



ROCKETT, ALTON C JR 

03 

F 

670602 

VN 

ESTOCIN, MICHAEL JOHN 

04 

N 

670426 

VN 



WOOD, REX STEWART 

04 

N 

670602 

VN 

BENTON, JAMES AUSTIN 

E3 

M 

670427 

vs 



SODDEN, TIMOTHY ROY 

E5 

M 

670603 

LA 

CASTRO, REINALDO ANTONIO 

E5 

M 

670427 

VS 

9 

# 

DEXTER, RONALD JAMES 

Ee 

A 

670603 

LA 

DALLAS, RICHARD HOWARD 

E3 

M 

670427 

VS 



GARDNER, JOHN G 

02 

M 

670603 

LA 

DYER. BLENN COLBY 

E3 

M 

670427 

vs 



HANSON, STEPHEN PAUL 

03 

M 

670603 

LA 

OSBORNE, SAMUEL WILLIAM JR 

E2 

M 

670427 

vs 



KEARNS, JOSEPH T JR 

03 

F 

670603 

VN 

PENNINGTON, RONALD KEITH 

E3 

M 

670427 

vs 



LANEY. BILLY R 

£7 

A 

670603 

LA 

MTPHFF randy NFAI 

r? 

M 

670430 

vs 



<;pBfNR^Tfw THPnnnRF .ip 

04 

F 

670603 

VN 
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loss.rk 

SERVICE 

IDATE CTRY_0RIG 

ROBINSON, LEWIS MERRITT 

05 

F 

670604 LA 

IBANEZ, D1 REYES 

E5 

M 

670605 VS 

OWENS, JOY, L 

04 

F 

670607 VN 

SALE, HAROLD R JR 

02 

F 

670607 VN 

APODACA, VICTOR JOE JR 

03 

F 

670608 VN 

MYERS, DAVID GEPHART 

02 

M 

670608 VS 

PLATT, ROBERT 1 JR 

E3 

A 

670610 VS 

BEECHER, QUENTIN RIPPETOE 

W2 

A 

670611 VS 

BOHLSCHEID, CURTIS RICHARD 

03 

M 

670611 VS 

CHOMEL, CHARLES DENNIS 

E2 

M 

670611 VS 

CHRISTIE, DENNIS RAY 

E3 

M 

670611 VS 

CLINTON, DEAN EDDIE 

W1 

A 

670611 VS 

FOLEY, JOHN JOSEPH III 

E3 

M 

670611 VS 

GONZALEZ, JOSE JESUS 

E3 

M 

670611 VS 

HANRATTY, THOMAS MICHAEL 

E2 

M 

670611 VS 

HAVRANEK, MICHAEL WILLIAM 

E3 

M 

670611 VS 

KLEMM, DONALD M 

04 

F 

670611 VN 

KOOI, JAMES WILLARD 

E3 

M 

670611 VS 

MOSHIER. JIM EDWIN . 

E4 

M 

670611 VS 

NELSON, JAMES R 

E5 

A 

670611 VS 

OLDHAM, JOHN SANDERS 

04 

M 

670611 VS 

RIGGS, THOMAS F 

W2 

A 

670611 VS 

UHLMANSIEK, RALPH E 

E4 

A 

670611 VS 

WIDENER, JAMES EDWARD 

E2 

M 

670611 VS 

SWANSON, JOHN W JR 

03 

F 

670615 VN 

GUILLORY, EDWARD JOSEPH 

E7 

A- _ 

670618 VS 

LEMMONSr WILLIAM E 

02 

A 

670618 VS 

MCKTTTRICK, -JAMES C 

03 

A “ 

670618 VS 

SPINLEft, DARRELL JOHN 

03 

F 

670621 LA 

ALLEN, MERLIN RAYE 

£3 

M 

670630 VS 

HOUSE, JOHN ALEXANDER II 

03 

M 

670630 VS 

HOWARD, LUTHER HARRIS 

E4 

A 

670630 VS 

JUDD, MICHAEL BARRY 

E4 

N 

670630 VS 

KILLEN, JOHN DEWEY III 

E3 

M 

670630 VS 

RUNNELS, GLYN LINAL JR 

E4 

M 

670630 VS 

WILSON. WAYNE V 

E5 

M 

670702 VS 

SEYMOUR, LEO E 

E5 

A 

670703 LA 

AVOLESE, PAUL ANDREW 

04 

F 

670707 VS 

BITTENBENDER. DAVID FRITZ 

03 

F 

670707 VS 

BLANKENSHIP, CHARLES HERMA 

03 

F 

670707 VS 

CRUMM, WILLIAM JOSEPH 

08 

F 

670707 VS 

JONES, GEORGE EMERSON 

02 

F 

670707 VS 

MCLAUGHLIN, OLEN BURKE 

E7 

f 

670707 VS 

TRITT, JAMES FRANCIS 

E5 

N 

670707 VN 

ALMENDARIZ. SAMUEL (NMN) 

E7 

A 

670712 LA 

DOVE, JACK PARIS SR 

03 

F 

670712 VN 

SCHIELE, JAMES F 

E4 

A 

670712 VS 

SQUIRE, BOYD E 

04 

F 

670712 VN 

SULLIVAN, ROBERT JOSEPH 

E7 

A 

670712 LA 

VANBEN0E60M, JAMES LEE 

E4 

A 

670712 VS 

CASSELL. ROBIN BERN 

02 

N 

670715 VN 

pFTrR«;nM, ofnnts william 

03 

N 

670719 VN 
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# . DAVIS ; DONALD VANCE 

JARVIS, JEREMY M 
LUNSFORD, HERBERT L 
BRAZIK, RICHARD 
CLAFLIN, RICHARD AMES 
BARE, WILLIAM ORLAN 
CORBITT, GILLAND WALES 
HARDIE, CHARLES DAVID 
PATTERSON, BRUCE MERLE 

• BENNEFELD, STEVEN HENRY 
JOHNSON, RICHARD HERMAN 
BISCAILUZ, ROBERT LYNN 
BYARS, EARNEST RAY 
FREDERICK, DAVID ADDISON 
WATERMAN, CRAIG HOUSTON 
ALLEN, THOMAS RAY 
PACKARD, RONALD L 
PREWITT, WILLIAM ROIAND 

A CUNNINGHAM, CAREY ALLEN 

HYNDS, WALLACE G JR 
GOPP, THOMAS ALAN 
MCGRATH, JAMES PATRICK 
NAHAN, JOHN BENEDICT III 
WOLPE, JACK 
BISZ,_RALPH CAMPION 
KEMMERER, DONALD R 
PAGE, ALBERT L JR 

• CHERRY, ALLEN SHELDON 
BERUBE. KENNETH ALLEN 
DION, LAURENT NORBERT 
HOM, CHARLES DAVID 
EBY, ROBERT GINO 
SCOTT, DAIN V 
TREMBLEY, J FORREST GEORGE 
KERR, JOHN CREIGHTON GILLE 
MORGAN, BURKE HENDERSON 
^ LANE, CHARLES JR 

9 MIDNIGHT, FRANCIS B 

SITEK, THOMAS WALTER 
SITTNER, RONALD NICHOLIS 
ALLARD. RICHARD MICHAEL 
GOFF. KENNETH B 
HOLTZMAN, RONALD LEE 
SCHELL, RICHARD J 
BOIS, CLAIRE RONALD ALAN 
^ JACOBS, EDWARD JAMES JR 

9 ZAVOCKY, JAMES JOHN 

FULLER, WILLIAM 0 
KILCULLEN, THOMAS M 
BACIK, VLADIMIR HENRY 
BOGGS, PASCHAL GLENN 

nCftUAN .IFDOV I 
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LOSS_Rk SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 

04 N 670725 VN 

02 F 670725 VN 

04 F 670725 VN 

02 F 670726 VN 

03 F 670726 VN 

02 F 670727 VN 

04 F 670727 VN 

E5 N 670727 VN 

01 N 670727 VN 

E3' M 670729 VS 

E3 M 670729 VS 

E3 M 670730 VS 

E3 M 670730 VS 

03 M 670730 VS 

02 M 670730 VS 

03 F 670731 VN 

02 F 670731 VN 

E3 M 670801 VS 

03 F 670802 VN 

06 F 670802 VN 

E4 M 670803 VS 

E3 N 670803 VS 

E3 M 670803 VS 

E4 M 670803 VS 

02 N 670804 VN 

03 F 670806 VN ' 

03 F ' 670806 VN 

03 F 670809 VN 

02 M 670811 VS 

05 N 670817 VN 

02 N 670817 VN 

V 670821 VS 

02 N 670821 VN 

02 N 670821 VN 

04 F 670822 LA 

03 F 670822 LA 

03 F 670823 VN 

02 F 670823 VN 

04 N 670823 VN 

03 F 670823 VN 

E4 A 670824 VS 

02 A 670824 VS 

E4 A 670824 VS 

03 A 670824 VS 

E5 N 670825 VN 

05 N 670825 VN 

02 N 670825 VN 

03 F 670826 VN 

02 F 670826 VN 

04 M 670827 VN 

03 M 670827 VN 

V 670828 VS 
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I 


FULLNAME 

LOSS.Rl 

SERVICE 

lOATE 

CTRYJRIG 

FULLNAME 

LOSS.RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

CTRY.ORIG 















CONNER, LORENZA (NMI) 

02 

F 

671027 

VN 

WALLACE, CHARLES FRANKLIN 

04 

M 

670828 

VN 



KNAPP, FREDRIC WOODROW 

02 

N 

671102 

VN 

NEWBURN, LARRY STEPHEN 

E3 

A 

670829 

VS 



EGGER, JOHN CULBERTSON JR 

04 

F 

671103 

VN 

ALLARD, MICHAEL JOHN 

03 

N 

670830 

VN 



GRAUERT, HANS HERBERT 

02 

N 

671103 

VS 

JOHNSON, ROBERT DENNISON 

04 

N 

670901 

VS 



KRUSI , PETER HERMAN 

04 

N 

671103 

VS 

OTT,. EDWARD LOUIS III 

E6 

N 

670901 

VS 



ADAMS, JOHN ROBERT 

E5 

A 

671108 

VS 

BENNETT, WILLIAM GEORGE 

04 

F 

670902 

VN 



EVERT, LAWRENCE G 

03 

F 

671108 

VN 

MOORE, HERBERT WILLIAM JR 

03 

F 

670903 

VN 



HINES, VAUGHN MAURICE 

E3 

A 

671108 

VS 

DOWNING, DONALD WILLIAM 

03 

F 

670905 

VN 



ARMSTRONG, JOHN WILLIAM 

05 

F 

671109 

LA 

HANSON, THOMAS PATTERSON 

02 

F 

670905 

VN 



BAXTER. BRUCE RAYMOND 

E8 

A 

671109 

LA 

LAPORTE, MICHAEL LOUIS 

E2 

N 

670905 

VS 


$ 

BROWER, RALPH WAYNE 

03 

F 

671109 

LA 

HILLER, CARL 0 

04 

F 

670905 

VN 



CLAY. EUGENE LUNSFORO 

E5 

F 

671109 

LA 

PRATHER, MARTIN WILLIAM 

E3 

M 

670905 

VS 



KUSICK, JOSEPH GEORGE 

E5 

A 

671109 

LA 

RAYMOND, PAUL D 

02 

F 

670905 

VN 



MAYSEY, LARRY WAYNE 

£4 

F 

671109 

LA 

ANSPACH, ROBERT ALLEN 

E8 

A 

670911 

VS 



REHN, GARY LEE 

E4 

M 

671109 

VS 

HAWTHORNE, RICHARD W 

04 

M 

670912 

VS 



COOK, KELLY FRANCIS 

05 

F 

671110 

VN 

KANE, RICHARD R 

03 

M 

670912 

VS 



CREW, JAMES ALAN 

02 

F 

671110 

VN 

REID, HAROLD E 

E3 

M 

670913 

VS 



MORGAN. JAMES S 

04 

F 

671110 

VN 

GRUBB, PETER ARTHUR 

02 

F 

670917 

VN 



MARTI NEZ-MERCAOO, EDWIN JU 

E3 

A 

671111 

VS 

NELLANS, WILLIAM L 

03 

F 

, 670917 

VN 

0 

A 

SHAW. GARY FRANCIS 

E3 

A 

671111 

VS 

PLUMAOORE, KENNETH LEO 

E3 

M 

670921 

VS 


w 

STATON, ROBERT HILTON JR 

E4 

A 

671111 

VS 

GET ST. STEPHEN J 

E4 

A 

670926 

VS 



STUCKEY, JOHN STEINER JR 

E2 

A 

671111 

VS 

HUDDLESTON, LYNN R 

02 

A 

670926 

VS 



CAYCE, JOHN DAVID 

E3 

N 

671112 

VN 

MOE, HAROLD JOHN 

02 

M 

670926 

VS 



ROARK, JAMES DAVID 

E5 

N 

671112 

VN 

GRAHAM, GILBERT JAMES 

E3 

N 

670928 

vs 

Pi 


KMETYK, JONATHAN PETER 

E3 

M 

671114 

VS 

MUSETTI, JOSEPH TONY JR 

E5 

N - 

670928 

vs 

F 


EMRICK, ROGER G 

03 

N 

671117 

VN 

OTT, PATRICK LEWIS 

02 

-M 

671002 

VS- 



CROXDALE, JACK LEE 11 

E4 

A 

671119 

VS 

KING, RONALD RUNYAN. 

“04 

-f 

-671003 

VN 

f, 


DE HERRERA, BENJAMIN DAVID 

E3 

A 

671119 

VS 

LILLUND, WILLIAM ALLAN 

03 

F - 

671004 

VN 


A 

lANDOLI, DONALD (NMN) 

E5 

A 

671119 

VS 

MCDANIEL, MORRIS L JR 

04 

■'F 

671004 

VN 


9 

MARTIN, JOHN M 

03 

F 

671120 

VN 

ZOOK, DAVID HARTZLER JR 

04 

F 

671004 

VS 

1 


REYNOLDS, DAVID RICHARD 

E3 

A 

671121 

VS 

ARMSTRONG, FRANK ALTON III 

04 

F 

671006 

LA 



FOLEY, BRENDAN PATRICK 

04 

F 

671124 

LA 

APPLEBY, IVAN DALE 

04 

F 

671007 

VN 

V, 


MAYERCIK, RONALD M 

02 

F 

671124 

LA 

HODGES, DAVID LAWTON 

03 

N 

671007 

VN 



ABRAMS, LEWIS HERBERT 

05 

M 

671125 

VN 

GUERRA, RAUL ANTONIO 

E3 

N 

67100B 

VS 

f;' 


HOLDEMAN, ROBERT EUGENE 

02 

M 

671125 

VN 

PINEAU, ROLAND ROBERT 

E7 

N 

67100B 

VS 



MIDGETT, DEWEY ALLEN 

E2 

A 

671125 

VS 

ROGGOW, NORMAN LEE 

02 

N 

671008 

VS 

t; 


SEARFUS, WILLIAM HENRY 

05 


671125 

VN 

WOLFE, DONALD FINDLING 

02 

N 

67100B 

VS 



BRENNAN, HERBERT OWEN 

06 

F 

671126 

VN 

ZISSU, ANDREW GILBERT 

02 

N 

67100B 

VS 

X 

• 

CONDIT, DOUGUS CRAIG 

02 

F 

671126 

VN 

OERRICKSON, THOMAS G II 

03 

F 

671012 

VN 

j 


JONES, LOUIS F 

04 

F 

671129 

LA 

HARDY, JOHN K JR 

02 

F 

671012 

VN 

i 


MILLNER, MICHAEL 

E6 

A 

671129 

VS 

VAUGHAN, ROBERT REDOINGTON 

04 

N 

671014 

VN 



CROSBY, RICHARD ALEXANDER 

E4 

A 

671202 

VS 

APPLEHANS, RICHARD DUANE 

03 

F 

671016 

LA 

f 


LEEPER, WALLACE WILSON 

W2 

A 

671202 

vs 

CLARKE, GEORGE WILLIAM JR 

03 

F 

671016 

U 



MOREIOA, MANUEL J 

E4 

A 

671202 

vs 

CAOWELL, ANTHONY BLAKE 

E2 

A 

671017 

VS 

'■ 


STRANGE, FLOYD W 

WI 

A 

671202 

vs 

FITZGERALD, PAUL L JR 

E5 

A 

671017 

VS 



COLLINS, ARNOLD 

E4 

M 

671204 

vs. 

HARGROVE, OLIN JR 

E3 

A . 

671017 

VS 

! 


RUSSELL, DONALD M 

04 

F 

671205 

LA 

BARR. JOHN FREDERICK 

04 

N 

671018 

VN 

0 • 

• 

PASTVA, MICHAEL JAMES 

E3 

M 

671206 

VS 

OGDEN, HOWARD JR 

E3 

M 

671018 

VS 

■'1 


GRZYB, ROBERT H 


V 

671210 

VS 

HEMMEL. CLARENCE JOSEPH 

03 

F 

671021 

VS 



BENNETT, ROBERT ELWOOD III 

02 

F 

671213 

VS 

DOOLEY, JAMES EDWARD 

02 

N 

671022 

VN 



SCURLOCK, LEE D 

E6 

A 

671221 

LA 

CLARK, RICHARD CHAMP 

02 

N 

671024 

VN 



irnDc naoY hitmov 

03 

M 

671??? 

lA 

KROMMFNHnFK. .IFFFRFY H 

03 

N 

671025 

VN 











Wednesday, 11 December 1991 


Page 18 


FULLNAME 


LOSS.Ri: SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


POWERS, VERNIE HOMER 
BURNS, FREDERICK JOHN 
KOONCE, TERRY T 
INNES, ROGER B 
LEE, LEONARD MURRAY 
MARTIN, SAMMY ARTHUR 
CLAPPER, GEAN PRESTON 
CLAXTON, CHARLES PETER 
CRUZ, CARLOS RAFAEL 
DARCY, EDWARD JOSEPH 
ECKLEY, WAYNE ALVIN 
FISHER, DONALD E 
FOSTER. PAUL L 
MCCRARY, JACK 
OSBORNE. EDWIN NELMS JR 
PARKER, FRANK C III 
POTTER, WILLIAM JOSEPH JR 
VAN BUREN, GERALD GORDON 
WENAAS, GORDON J 
WILLIAMS, JAMES R 
SWORDS, SMITH III 
WORTHAM, MURRAY L 
BELCHER, GLENN ARTHUR 
PEACE, JOHN DARLINGTON III 
PERISHO, GORDON SAMUEL 
DENNISON, JAMES RICHARD 
HANLEY, TERRENCE HIGGINS 
^ HERRIN, HENRY HOWARD JR 
ELLIS, BILLY J 
UNCASTER, KENNETH R 
BRIGGS, ERNEST FRANK JR 
FOULKS, RALPH EUGENE JR 
GALUGHER, JOHN THEODORE 
HAMILTON, DENNIS C 
SCHULTZ, SHELDON 0 
WILLIAMSON, JAMES D 
STONE, JAMES MARVIN 
TRUJILLO, ROBERT S 
BIFOLCHI, CHARLES UWRENCE 
FISCHER, RICHARD WILLIAM 
SMITH, HALLIE W 
GREEN, NORMAN M 
IRSCH, WAYNE C 
NEWTON, WARREN E 
PHIPPS, JAMES L 
• RAMOS, RAINIER S 
REHE, RICHARD RAYMOND 
SYKES, DERRI 
HOPPER, EARL PEARSON JR 
ANDERSON, DENIS LEON 
BUCK, ARTHUR CHARLES 
MANriNT oirMinn MTrHAFi 


E3 

A 

671224 

VS 

E3 

M 

671225 

VS 

03 

F 

671225 

u 

02 

N 

671227 

VN 

04 

N 

671227 

VN 

02 

F 

671227 

VN 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

04 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

U 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

E5 

F 

671229 

VN 

05 

F 

671229 

VN 

E5 

F 

671229 

U 

E6 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 ■ 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

,F 

671229 

U 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

03 

F 

671229 

VN 

E4 

F 

671229 

VN 

04 

F 

671230 

U 

02 

F 

671230 

U 

02 

F 

671231 

U 

04 

N 

671231 

VN 

03 

N 

671231 

VN 

04 

N 

680101 

VN. 

02 

N 

- 680101 

VN 

01 

~N - 

680101 

VN 

E4 

A 

680103 

VS 

E4 

A 

680103 

VS 

E5 

A 

680105 

U 

02 

N 

680105 

VN 

E6 

A 

680105 

U 

W1 

A 

680105 

U 

W1 

A 

680105 

U 

E4 

A 

680105 

U 

02 

A 

680107 

VS 

E3 

A 

680107 

VS 

02 

F 

680108 

VS 

E3 

M 

68010B 

VS 

03 

F 

680108 

VS 

05 

F 

680109 

u 

02 

F 

680109 

u 

E4 

A 

680109 

vs 

W1 

A 

680109 

VS 

W1 

A 

680109 

vs 

E3 

A 

680109 

VS 

E3 

A 

680109 

vs 

02 

F 

680110 

VN 

02 

N 

660111 

u 

02 

N 

680111 

u 

FR 

N 

680111 

LA 
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Page 19 


FULLNAME 


LOSSJi: SERVICE I DATE ^ CTfiY.ORIG 


OLSON, DELBERT AUSTIN 
ROBERTS, MICHAEL UNO 
Slow, GALE ROBERT 
STEVENS, PHILLIP PAUL 
THORESEN, DONALD NELLIS 
WIDON, KENNETH HARRY 
COHRON, JAMES DERWIN 
SKARMAN, ORVAL HARRY 
COOLEY, ORVILLE DALE 
GEE, PAUL S 
MOREUND, WILLIAM D 
REEDY, WILLIAM HENRY JR 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM JOSEPH 
WILKE, ROBERT F 
BOLES, WARREN WILLIAM 
ROEHRICH, RONALD L 
JOHNSON, WILLIAM 0 
WALLACE, HOBART M JR 
HOLLEY, TILDEN S 
KETTERER, JAMES AUN 
COALSTON, ECHOL W JR 
ELLIOTT, JERRY W 
HILL. BILLY 0 

- KIHSEY, WILLIAM ARTHUR JR 
RAMSAY, CHARLES J 
RAMSDEN, GERALD LEE 
DUNN, MICHAEL E 
EIDSMOE, NORMAN EDWARD 
CORDOVA. ROBERT JAMES 
MILLS, JAMES DALE 
WHITE, CHARLES E 
COCHEO, RICHARD NEWELL 
UCEY, RICHARD J 
BLOOD, HENRY F 
OLSEN, BETTY ANN 
ADKINS, CHARLES LEROY 
BURNHAM, DONALD DAWSON 
PAHON, KENNETH J 
PRINGLE, JOE HAROLD 
PUGGI, JOSEPH D 
WILSON, MARION EARL 
EDGAR, ROBERT JOHN 
GODWIN, SOLOMON HUGHEY 
POTTER, WILLIAM TOO 
BURNETT. DONALD FREDERICK 
CHAPA, ARMANDO JR 
FARRIS, WILLIAM F 
GALLAGHER. DONALD L 
HUSS, RDY ARTHUR 
JONES. THOMAS PAUL 
MCKAY, HOMER E 
NPWHAN. .lAMFK t .1R 


05 

N 

680111. 

LA 

E5 

N 

680111 

LA 

E4 

N 

680111 

LA 

02 

N 

680111 

LA 

E5 

N 

680111 

LA 

E5 

N 

680111 

LA 

E6 

A 

680112 

LA 

E5 

M . 

680115 

VS 

03 

N 

680116 

VN 

02 

M 

680116 

VS 

03 

M 

680116 

vs 

E4 

N 

680116 

VN 

04 

N 

680116 

VN 

05 

F 

680117 

VN 

02 

N 

680118 

VN 

02 

N 

680118 

VN 

E3 

A 

680119 

VS 

04 

M 

680119 

VN 

03 

F 

680120 

VN 

02 

F 

680120 

VN 

E5 

A 

680121 

VS 

E2 

A 

680121 

VS 

£6 

A 

680121 

VS 

W2 

A 

680121 

VN 

D3 

M 

680121 

VN 

04 

N 

680123 

VN 

03 

N 

680126 

VN 

04 

N 

680126 

VN 

E2 

N 

680127 

VN 

03 

M 

680129 

VS 

E7 

A 

680129 

CB 

— 

V 

680131 

VS. 

E5 

A 

680131 

VS 

— 

V 

680201 

VS 

— 

V 

680201 

VS 

E4 

A 

680202 

VS 

03 

A 

680202 

VS 

E5 

A 

680202 

VS 

E7 

A 

680202 

VS 

E5 

A 

680202 

VS 

E3 

A 

680203 

VS 

02 

F 

680205 

u 

W1 

M 

680205 

vs 

02 

F 

680205 

u 

E8 

N 

680206 

VS 

E4 

N 

680206 

VS 

E4 

N 

680206 

vs 

E7 

N 

680206 

VS 

02 

N 

680206 

vs 

03 

N 

680206 

vs 

ES 

N 

680206 

vs 

E6 

N 

680206 

vs 



1082 


Wednesday, 1) December 1991 

FULLNAME 

LOSS_Ri: 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

CTRY_ORIG 

THOMPSON, MELVIN CARL 

E6 

N 

660206 

VS 

TRAVIS, LYNN MICHAEL 

02 

N 

680206 

VS 

HANNA, KENNETH 

E7 

A 

680207 

VS 

HOLT, JAMES W 

E7 

A 

680207 

VS 

LINOEWALD. CHARLES W 

E7 

A 

680207 

VS 

MORELAND, JAMES L 

E4 

A 

680207 

VS 

PHILLIPS, DANIEL R 

E5 

A 

680207 

VS 

GEORGE, JAMES E JR 

E4 

A 

68020B 

VS 

HAFMOND, DENNIS WAYNE 

E4 

M 

680208' 

VS 

LAPHAM, ROBERT GRANTHAN 

04 

F 

680208 

VS 

BROWN, HARRY WILLIS 

E5 

A 

680212 

VS 

GROTH, WADE L 

E4 

A 

680212 

VS 

GUNN, AUN W 

W2 

A 

680212 

VS 

ROE, JERRY L 

DUNN, JOSEPH PATRICK 

02 

A 

680212 

vs 

02 

N 

680214 

CH 

ELLIOT, ROBERT MALCOLM 

03 

F 

680214 

VN 

ASHBY, CUYBORN WILLIS JR 

E5 

N 

680217 

U 

COONS, CHESTER LEROY 

E4 

N 

680217 

U 

DAWSON, FRANK ARTHUR 

E3 

N 

680217 

U 

ONATO, PAUL NICHOLAS 

E6 

N 

680217 

U 

HAYDEN, GLENN HILLER 

05 

N 

680217 

U 

KRAVITZ, JAMES STEPHEN 

02 

N 

680217 

U 

MARTIN, JAMES EDWARD 

E3 

H 

680217 

U 

THURMAN, CURTIS FRANK 

03 

N 

680217 

U 

WONN, JAMES CHARLES 

01 

N 

680217 

u 

DYE, MELVIN C 

E5 

A 

680219 

u 

GLOVER, OQUGUS J 

£6 

A 

680219 

u 

GRIFFITH, ROBERT S 

E5 

A 

680219 

u 

UUREANO, LOPEZ ISMAEL 

E4 

A 

680220 

vs 

HUBLER, GEORGE UWRENCE 

03 

M 

660223 

vs 

HARTZHEIM, JOHN FRANCIS 

E5 

N 

680227 

u 

HI LIUS. PAUL L 

05 

N 

680227 

u 

PALMER, GILBERT S JR 

04 

F 

680227 

u 

WRIGHT, THOMAS T 

03 

F 

680227 

u 

COONS, HENRY ALBERT 

04 

N 

680228 

VN 

HUNT. ROBERT W 

E4 

A 

680228 

vs 

STEGMAN, THOMAS 

03 

N 

680228 

VN 

UNNOM, RICHARD CLIVE 

02 

N 

680301 

VN 

SCHEURICH, THOMAS EDWIN 

04 

N 

680301 

VN 

WELSHAN, JOHN T 

02 

F 

680303 

VS 

ANSELMO, WILLIAM FRANK 

E5 

F 

680306 

VS 

COLOMBO, GARY LEWIS 

E4 

M 

680306 

VS 

LOPEZ, ROBERT (NMN) 

05 

A 

680306 

VS 

MITCHELL, GILBERT L 

03 

N 

680306 

VN 

RIOS, NOEL LUIS 

E5 

F 

680306 

VS 

jEWARD, william HENRY 

04 

M 

680306 

vs 

BUNTON, CURENCE FINLEY 

05 

F 

680311 

U 

BOND, RONALD DALE 

04 

F 

680311 

VS 

CALFEE, JAMES HENRY 

E7 

F 

680311 

u 

CALLOWAY, PORTER EARL 

E5 

A 

680311 

VS 

DAVIS, JAMES WOODROW 

E5 

F 

680311 

u 

HFNRYaFRAin 

E5 

F 

680311 

u 


t 


1083 


# 

t 

t 

I 
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Page 21 


FULLNAME 

HALL, WILLIS ROZELLE 
HOLLAND, MELVIN ARNOLD 
KIRK, HERBERT ARTHUR 
OLDS, ERNEST ARTHUR 
PRICE, DAVID STANLEY 
SHANNON, PATRICK LEE 
SPRINGSTEADAH, DONALD K 
WORLEY, DON FRANKLIN 
GRIFFITH, JOHN GARY 
KOLmANN, GLENN EDWARD 
ROGERS, EDWARD FRANCIS 
BYRNE, JOSEPH HENRY 
COLLINS, GUY FLETCHER 
EVANS, CLEVELAND JR 
HEITMAN, STEVEN W 
WATSON. JIMMY L 
WESTBROOK. DONALD E 
HAMM, JAMES E 
ERICKSON. DAVID W 
.RAUSMAN, EDWARD L 
BARBER, THOMAS DAVID 
BENSON, LEE DAVID 
COLUZO, RAPHAEL LORENZO 
HENSLEY, THOMAS TRUETT 
HUBBS, DONALD RICHARD 
NIGHTINGALE, RANDALL JOHN 
ROSS, JLYNN JR 
RAY, JAMES MICHAEL 
SWITZER. JERROLD ALLEN 
WILLIAMS, HOWARD K 
ROMERO. VICTOR 
FELLOWS. ALLEN E 
SAYRE, LESLIE BERKLEY 
HESFORD, PETER D 
STOWERS, AUBREY E JR 
LYON, DONAVAN L 
FRANKS, IAN JACK 
HATTORI, MASAKI (NMN) 
ALLGOOD, FRANKIE EUGENE 
EVANCHO, RICHARD 
GREEN, LARRY EDWARD 
KERR, ERNEST CLANEY JR 
LOMAX, RICHARD EUGENE 
MOWREY, GLENN WILLIAM 
RADLEY, JAMES LINDSAY 
-ALHOUN, JOHNNY C 
WHITTEKER, RICHARD LEE 
BOYER, AUN LEE 
BROWN, GEORGE RONALD 
GRAHAM, DENNIS L 
GROSSE, CHRISTOPHER A JR 

MIKTfW rHABI ft 


LOSS^RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY. 

E6 

F 

680311 

LA 

E6 

F 

680311 

U 

E5 

F 

680311 

U 

04 

F 

680311 

VN 

E4 

F 

680311 

U 

E6 

F 

680311 

U 

E6 

F 

680311 

U 

E5 

F 

680311 

U 

03 

N 

680312 

VN 

05 

N 

680312 

VN 

E2 

M 

680312 

VS 

04 

F 

680313 

U 

05 

F 

680313 

U 

E5 

M 

680313 

VS 

E5 

A 

680313 

VS 

W2 

A 

680313 

VS 

04 

F 

680313 

U 

02 

F 

680314 

VS 

E2 

M 

680316 

vs 

E2 

M 

680316 

vs 

E3 

N 

680317 

VN 

02 

N 

680317 

VN 

E3 

A 

680317 

vs 

03 

F 

680317 

U 

05 

N 

680317 

VN 

E5 

N 

680317 

VN 

E3 

A 

680317 

VS 

E3 

A 

680318 

vs 

E2 

M 

680318 

VS 

03 

F 

680318 

VN 

E4 

F 

680319 

VS 

04 

F 

680320 

U 

02 

A 

680320 

VS 

02 

F 

680321 

U 

02 

F 

680321 

U 

04 

F 

6B0322 

U 

E4 

A 

6B0323 

VS 

04 

A 

6S0323 

vs 

05 

M 

680326 

vs 

E3 

M 

680326 

vs 

E4 

M 

680326 

vs 

E3 

M 

6B0326 

vs 

E4 

A 

680326 

vs 

E4 

M 

680326 

vs 

02 

F 

680327 

VN 

E4 

A 

680327 

vs 

03 

F 

680327 

VN 

E5 

A 

680328 

u 

E8 

A 

680328 

u 

03 

F 

680328 

VN 

E5 

A 

680328 

VS 

FS 

A 


lA 
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Wednesday, 11 Detember 1991 

FULLNAME 

L0SS.R1: 

: SERVICE 

Page 

I DATE CTRY_0RIG 

HACCANN, HENRY ELMER 

04 

F 

680328 VN 

CICHON, WALTER AUN 

E4, 

A’ 

680330 VS 

HULLEAVEY, QUINTEN EMILE 

E4 

A 

680403 VS 

REXROAD, RONALD R 

03 

F 

680403 VN 

THOMAS, JAMES CALVIN 

E3 

M 

680403 VS 

TRIVELPIECE, STEVE MAURICE 

£3 

A 

680404 VS 

MATOCHA, DONALD JOHN 

01 

M 

680405 VS 

PEPPER, ANTHONY JOHN 

E2 

H 

680406 VS 

TRIMBLE, JAMES MITCHELL 

E4 

■ M 

680406 VS 

MCMURRAY, FRED HOWELL JR 

02 

A 

680407 VS 

LAWSON, KARL WADE 

E4 

A 

680409 VS 

CARVER, HARRY FRANKLIN 

E6 

A 

680410 VS 

PADGETT, SAMUEL JOSEPH 

E7 

A 

680410 VS 

WHITTEMORE, FREDERICK HERB 

05 

N 

680411 VN 

HELD. JOHN WAYNE 

03 

F 

680417 VS 

BLODGETT, DOUGLAS RANDOLPH 

E4 

A 

680419 VS 

DENNIS, WILLIAM ROY 

E4 

A 

680419 VS 

GONZALEZ, JESUS ARMANDO 

E5 

A 

680419 VS 

HOUSH, ANTHONY F 

E6 

A 

680419^ VS 

.ORD, ARTHUR J 

03 

A 

680419 VS 

MILLARD, CHARLES WORTH 

W3 

A 

680419 VS 

SHAFER, PHILIP R 

E4 

A 

680419 VS 

WALLACE, MICHAEL J 

E5 

A 

680419 VS 

WEROEHOFF, MICHAEL R 

E6 

A 

680419 VS 

WILBURN, JOHN EDWARD 

E4 

A 

680419 VS 

CESTARE, JOSEPH ANGELO 

02 

M 

680420 VS 

WALKER, WILLIAM JJIHN 

G4 

M 

680420 VS 

ZUTTERMAN, JOSEPH A JR 

E5 

M 

680420 VS 

CREAMER, JAMES EDWARD JR 

E5 

A 

680421 VS 

JAHERSON, LARRY C 

E4 

A 

680421 VS 

JOHNSON, FRANKIE 8 JR 

E5 

A 

680421 VS 

LINK, ROBERT C 

W2 

A 

680421 VS 

MACKEDANZ, LYLE E 

E6 

A 

680421 VS 

OLSEN, FLOYD WARREN 

03 

A 

680421 VS 

SPINDLER, JOHN GATES 

01 

M 

680421 VS 

CHOMYK, WILLIAM (NMN) 

03 

F 

680422 VS 

COOLEY, DAVID LEO 

04 

N 

680422 VN 

PALMGREN. EDWIN D 

05 

F 

680422 VN 

RIGGINS, ROBERT PAUL 

04 

F 

680422 VS 

PARKER, WOODROW WILSON II 

02 

F 

680424 VN 

VINSON, BOBBY G 

05 

F 

680424 VN 

CROSSMAN, GREGORY JOHN 

02 

F 

680425 VN 

GUILLORY, HUBIA JUDE 

E3 

A 

680425 VS 

KELLEY, OAfclEL MARTIN 

£4 

A 

680425 VS 

MITCHELI ALBERT C 

04 

F 

680425 VN 

iCOTT, DAVID LEE 

E4 

A 

680425 VS 

MCDANIEL, JOHN LEWIS 

04 

F 

680426 VS 

STOW, LILBURN RAY 

04 

F 

680426 VS 

TODD, LARRY RICHARD 

E4 

F 

680426 VS 

BORS, JOSEPH CHESTER 

04 

F 

680428 VS 

COOK, WILLIAM RICHARD 

05 

F 

680428 VS 

CAAucnoA pnncQT 

fM 

N 

680428 VN 



Wednesday, 11 December 1991 


Page 23 


FDLLNAME. . ' . 

^ , GUI UERMIN, LOUIS F 

PIETSCH, ROBERT E 
STAEHLIi BRUCE WAYNE 
GERVAIS, DONALD PETER 
MARTIN, RICHARD 0 
WHITMIRE, WARREN T JR 
ENGLANDER, LAWRENCE J 
AVERY, ROBERT DOUGLAS 

A CHANEY, ARTHUR FLETCHER 

• CLARK, STEPHEN WILLIAM 
CLEM, THOMAS DEAN 
HCKAIN. BOBBY LYN 
TERRY, ORAL R 

KING, PAUL CHESTER JR 
KUSTIGAH, MICHAEL J 
MITCHELL, HARRY E 
ALDRICH, LAWRENCE LEE 

^ CONDREY, GEORGE THOMAS 111 

• DAYTON, JAMES LESLIE 
JENNE, ROBERT EARL 
JURECKO, DANIEL EDWARD 
VAN ARTSOALEN, CLIFFORD DA 
BUCKMAN, THOMAS JOSEPH 
COOK, JOSEPH FRANCIS 
CZERWONKA, PAUL STEVEN 

~ FLEMING, HORACE H III . 

FRltSCHi THOMAS WILLIAM . 

• ' ~ HEMPEL, BARRY LEE 

HEYNE, RAYMOND- THOMAS 
KING, GERALD EUGENE 
LOPEZ, ROBERT CHARLES 
MC60NIGLE, WILLIAM DEE 
MILLER, GLENN EDWIN 
MITCHELL, DONALD WAYNE 
PERRY, THOMAS HEPBURN 
SARGENT, JAMES RAY 

• JIMENEZ, JUAN MACIAS 
BUCHER. BERNARD LUDWIG 
COEN, HARRY BOB 
CRAVEN. ANDREW JOHNSON 
HEPLER. FRANK MONROE 
LONG. GEORGE WENDELL 
MCELROY. JOHN LEE 
MOORE, MAURICE HENRY 
MORELAND. STEPHEN CRAIG 

• ORR. WARREN ROBERT JR 
RANSBOTTOM. FREDERICK J 
SANDS. RICHARD EUGENE 
SIMPSON, JOSEPH L 
SKIVINGTOH, WILLIAM E JR 
STULLER, JOHN CHARLES 
winm^oN THiAY sr.riTT 


LOSSJK SERVICE lOATE CTRY.ORIG 


03 

F 

680430 

LA 

03 

F 

680430 

LA 

E3 

M 

680430 

VS 

E5 

A 

680501 

VS 

E4 

• A 

680501 

VS 

W1 

A 

680501 

VS 

E5 

A 

680502 

VS 

02 

M 

680503 

VN 

W1 

A 

680503 

VS 

03 

■ M. 

680503 

VS 

02 

. M, 

680503 

VN 

W2 

A 

680503 

VS 

E3 

A 

680503 

VS 

E3 

A 

680504 

LA 

E7 

N 

680505 

VN 

E8 

N 

680505 

VN 

E4 

A 

680506 

VS 

W1 

A 

680508: 

VS 


W] A 680508 VS 

E4 A 680508 VS 

E4 A 680508 VS 

E4 A 680509 VS 

E2 M .680510 VS 

E3 M 680510 VS 

E2 M 680510 VS 

02 M 680510 VS 

E3 M . 680510 VS 

E2 M 680510 VS 

E3 M 680510 VS 

E4 M 680510 VS 

E2 M 680510 VS 

E2 M 680510 VS 

E5 A 680510 VS 

E3 M 680510 VS 

E4 A 680510 VS 

E3 M 680510 VS 

E4 A 680511 VS 

04 F 680512 VS 

E3 A 680512 VS 

E3 A 680512 VS 

E5 F 680512 VS 

E3 F 680512 VS 

04 F 680512 VS 

E4 A 680512 VS 

02 F 680512 VS 

03 A 680512 VS 

01 A 680512 VS 

E3 A 680512 VS 

E5 A 680512 VS 

E3 A 680512 VS 

E6 A 680512 VS 

F4 A 68051? VS 
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Wednesday, I'l December 1991 


FULLNAME 

LOSS^Rf 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

.CTR' 

WIDNER, DANNY 1 

.E3 

A 

680512 

VS 

WILLIAMS, ROY C 

E3’ 

A '• 

680512 

VS 

COTA, ERNEST KENO, 

■'E6 

N 

680514 

VS 

KARGER, BARRY EDWIN 

02 

N 

680514 

VN 

CROSSON, GERALD JOSEPH JR 

02 

F 

680516 

VN 

RICKEL, DAVID. J 

03 

•F 

680516 

VN 

YOUNG, CHARLES L 

E3 ' 

A 

680517 

VS 

GIST, TOMMY E 

03 

F 

680518 

VN 

PADILLA, DAVID. ESEQUIEL 

E3 

M 

680518 

VS 

DAVIES, JOSEPH. EDWIN 

03 

F 

680519 

VN 

MCCUBBIN, GLENN DEWAYNE 

02 

F 

680519 

VN 

ROBERTSON, JOHN HARTLEY 

E7 

A 

680520 

LA 

LEMCKE, DAVID EARL 

E4 

A 

680521 

VS 

ADAM, JOHN QUINCY 

E3 

F 

680522 

lA 

CHAMBERS, JERRY tEE 

04 

F 

680522 

LA 

CREWS, JOHN HUNTER III 

02 

F 

680522 

VN 

GLOVER, CALVIN C 

E5 

F 

680522 

LA 

KNEBEL, THOMAS E 

E3 

F 

680522 

LA 

MASON, WILLIAM HENOER 

05 

F 

680522 

LA 


ICPHAIL, WILLIAM THOMAS 
MITCHELL, THOMAS B. . 
PATE, GARY 
RASH. MELVIN 0 
STPIERRE, DEAN PAUL 
COCHRAN, ISOM CARTER JR - 
LANE, GLEN 0 
OWEN, ROBERT O 
RUCKER, EMMETT JR 
SHANKS, JAMES LEE 
HILL, JOSEPH ARNOLD 
SMITH, LEWIS PHILIP II 
BERESIK, EUGENE PAUL 
GATEWOOD, CHARLES HUE 
BRICE, ERIC PARKER 
MCMANUS, TRUMAN J 
HARPER, RALPH LEWIS 
LAPLANT, KURT ELTON 
PALACIOS, LUIS FERNANDO 
SANCHEZ, JOSE RAMON 
SPENCER, DEAN CALVIN III 
HOLDEN, ELMER LARRY 
LOCKER, JAMES 0 
RITTICHIER, JACK COLUMBUS 
SCHMIDT, WALTER R JR 
'^EENO, RICHARD CAROLINUS J 
-ARTER, JAMES OEVRIN 
BOWMAN, frank (NMN) 
CHANDLER, ANTHONY GORDON 
RUPINSKY, BERNARD FRANCIS 
BOOTH, JAMES ERVIN 
CASEY, DONALD FRANCIS 
rnONPMIK .lOUNNtP riAYTON 
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Page 25 


FULLNAME 


LOSSJK service I DATE , CIRY.ORIG 


WOODS, ROBERT FRANCIS 
GIAMMERINO, VINCENT F 
JOHNS, PAUL F 
OWEN, TIMOTHY S 
TIPPING, HENRY ALBERT 
DEWBERRY. JERRY DON 
LAWRENI;E, BRUCE E 
SILVER, EDWARD 0 
MAHONEY, THOMAS PATRICK 3D 
BIRD, LEONARD ADRIAN 
HURST, JOHN CLARK 
CROSS, ARIEL LINDLEY 
PARRA, LIONEL 
SEABLOH, EARL FRANCIS 
FLANAGAN, SHERMAN E JR 
WILLING, EDWARD ARLO 
GOSEN, LAWRENCE DEAN 
BUSH, JOHN ROBERT 
GREILING, DAVID SCOTT 
JkCKETT, HARLEY B III 
PARISH, CHARLES C 
FULLERTON, FRANK EUGENE 
PATTON, WARD KARL . 
AUXIER, JERRY EDWARD 
BEYER, THOMAS JOHN 
BROMS, EDWARD JAMES JR 
FOWLER, DONALD R 
HASTINGS, STEVEN H 
ROSS, JOSEPH S 
RUSSELL, PETER J 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM J 
WOLFKEIL, WAYNE B 
HICKS, TERRIN D 
QRANIELA, JOSE ANTONIO JR 
HCELHANON, MICHAEL OWENS 
OVERLOCK, JOHN F 
COLLINS, THEOTHIS 
HOFFMAN, TERRY ALAN 
LINDBLOOM, CHARLES DAVID 
ACOSTA-ROSARIO, HUMBERTO 
BERGEVIN, CHARLES LEE 
FERGUSON, WALTER JR 
SETTERQUIST, FRANCIS L 
HEEP, WILLIAM ARTHUR 
'>DEWIG, MELVIN E 
HEAD, CHARLES HAROLD W JR 
' PICK, DONALD WILLIAM 
MILLER, ROBERT CHARLES 
PHILLIPS, ELBERT AUSTIN 
ASHALL, ALAN FREDERICK 
DUNCAN, ROBERT RAY 
woTnrn .irwn ninPNF 


04 

■ ■ F;: ■, 

680626 

,VN 

E3 , 

. A 

680627 

VS 

04 

F 

680628 

LA 

E3 

A 

: 680629 

VS 

04 

., 'F-' . ■ 

680702 

VS 

E4 . 

M 

680705 

VS 

02 

F 

680705 

VN 

04 

F 

680705 

VN 

E3 

M 

680706 

VS 

02 

H. 

680713 

VS 

03 

M 

680713 

VS 

02 

M 

680717 

VS 

03 

M 

680717 

VS 

E3 

A 

680718 

VS 

05 

F 

. 680721 

VS 

E3 

M 

680721 

VS 

04 

N 

680723 

vs 

02 

F 

.680724 

VN 

04 

N 

680724 

VN 


03 F 680724 VN 

03 N 680725 VH 

04 N . 680727 VN 

E6 N 680727 VS 

E6 A 680729 VS 

03 • F 680730 VS 

02 N 680801 VN 

E4 ■ A 680801 VS 

E5 A 680801 VS 

02 F 680801 VN 

02 A 680801. VS 

04 F 680801 VN 

04 F 680809 LA 

03 F 680815 VN 

E3 A 680816 VS 

04 F 680816 VN 

04 F 680816 VN 

E3 M 680819 VS 

E4 M 680819 VS 

E6 N 680820 VS 

E3 A 680822 VS 

02 F 680823 VN 

E6 A 680823 VS 

02 F 680823 VN 

03 N 680824 VN 

02 F 680824 VN 

04 F 680824 VN 

04 F 680827 VS 

04 F 680828 LA 

E6 F 680828 LA 

02 N 680829 VN 

02 N 680829 VN 

04 N 680831 VS 
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FIJLLNAME 

LOSS. 

.Rf: SERVICE 

IDATE 

Page 

CTRY.:ORIG 

KINKADE. WILLIAM L 

02 

F ■ 

680901 

VN ; 

FRAZIER, PAUL REID 

.E5 

A . 

680903 

VS , . 

POSEY, GEORGE 'RAY 

■ . ■ E3' 

N ' 

680905' 

VS 

DEICHELMANN, SAMUEL MACKAL 

03 

F 

680906 

VS 

PRIOEMORE, DALLAS REESE 

E6 

• A 

680908 

VS 

SHARK, EARL E 

E5' 

A 

680912 

VS 

DAVIS, EDGAR FELTON 

03 

F . 

680917 

U , 

HOLT, ROBERT ALAN 

03 

M 

680919 

VN 

LAVOO, JOHN ALLEN 

03 

M 

680919 

VN. 

KUHLMANN, CHARLES F 

. 04 

F . 

680922 

. U 

CALLAHAN, DAVID FRANCIS JR 

04 

N 

680923 

VN 

BREINER, STEPHEN EUGENE 

E2 

M 

680924 

VS 

MCCONNELL, JERRY (NMI) 

E2 

A 

680924 

VS 

OLSON, BARRY ALLEN 

E3 

A 

680926 

VS 

SMITH, WILLIAM ARTHUR JR 

WI 

A 

680927 

VS 

DIXON, DAVID LLOYD 

E4 

N 

680928 

VS 

HALPIN, DAVID PAUL 

E3 

N 

680928 

VS 

NEWBERRY, WAYNE ELLSWORTH 

03 

F 

680929 

LA 

FIES2EL, CLIFFORD W 

03 

F 

680930 

VN 

,HITH, HOWARD HORTON 

04 

F 

680930 

VN 

SPINELLl. DOMENICK ANTHONY 

03 

N 

680930 

VN 

SMITH, ROGER LEE 

E4 

A 

681003 

VS 

LAWRENCE, GREGORY PAUL 

E4 

F 

681005 

U 

STRIDE, JAMES DANIEL JR 

E6 

A 

681005 

LA 

WESTER. ALBERT DWAYNE 

04 

F 

681005 

LA 

HANORAHAN, EUGENE ALLEN 

E4- 

A 

681010 

VS 

HERREID, ROBERT 0 

- E5 

A 

681010 

VS 

HUNT, JAMES D - -- ~ 

03 

~^N - 

681013 

VN - 

HASTERSON, MICHAEL JOHN 

03 

F 

681015 

u - 

ORELL, QUINLAN ROBERTS “ 

05 

N ' 

681013 

VN 

MASON. JAMES PHILIP 

E5 

A 

681017 

VS 

BRIDGES, JERRY GLEN 

E5 

A 

681020 

VS 

DEITSCH, CHARLES EDWARD 

W3 

A 

681020 

VS 

KNIGHT, HENRY C 

Wl 

A 

681020 

VS 

MELOAHL. CHARLES H 

E5 

A 

681020 

VS 

STANTON, RONALD 

E4 

A 

681020 

vs 

FINLEY, DICKIE W 

E3 

A 

681021 

vs 

KNABB, KENNETH KEITH JR 

03 

N 

681021 

VN 

TYLER, GEORGE E 

04 

F 

681024 

VN 

THOMPSON, BENJAMIN ARTHUR 

E6 

A 

681025 

VS 

CONNOR, CHARLES RICHARD 

03 

M 

681028 

VS 

RICKER, WILLIAM ERNEST 

03 

N 

681028 

VS 

STONEBRAKER, KENNETH ARNOL 

03 

F 

681028 

VN 

STROVEN, WILLIAM HARRY 

03 

F 

681028 

VN 

lEZOLO, STEVEN NEIL 

02 

A 

681029 

VN 

JARRISON, DONALD L 

03 

A 

681029 

VN 

HUNTER. JAMES D 

E3 

A 

681029 

VS 

SWANSON, ROGER W 

E3 

A 

681031 

VS 

KENNEY, HARRY JOHN 

E4 

N 

681101 

VS 

SIMPSON, JAMES EDWARD 

TURNER. FREDERICK RAY 

— 

V 

681105 

VS 

E3 

M 

681106 

VS 

poterup .urir n 

— 

V 

fifilll.l 

VS 
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FULLtiAHE 

' BIRCHIM. JAMES DOUGLAS ■ 
COPLEY, WILLIAM MICHAEL. 
KARST, CARL F 
WIECHERT, ROBERT CHARLES 
DERBY, PAUL DAVID 
CUTHBERT, BRADLEY GENE 
FRANCISCO, SAN OEWAYNE 
MORRISON, JOSEPH C 
HARTNESS, GREGG 

^ STUIFBERGEN, GENE PAUL 

# BERRY, JOHN ALVIN 
EVANS, BILLY KENNEDY JR 
MORALES, FRANK ADRIAN 
PIRRUCCELLO, JOSEPH S JR 
REX,. ROBERT A 

FORD, EDWARD (NHN) 

MINOR, CARROL WILLIAM 
SHIHEK, SAMUEL DALE 
GALBRAITH, RUSSELL 0 

t \LBRIGHT, JOHN SCOTT II 

ClARKE, FRED LEE 
DAILEY, DOUGLAS VINCENT 
DONAHUE, MORGAN JEFFERSON 
DUGAN, THOMAS WAYNE 
FANNING, JOSEPH PETER 
MCGOULORICK. FRANCIS J JR 
WALKER, SAMUEL F JR 
BARRAS, GREGORY INMAN 

# PAYNE, NORMAN 
BOUCHARD, MICHAEL LORA 
KENT. ROBERT D 
MORIN, RICHARD G 
ALLEE, RICHARD KENNETH 
BROWNLEE, CHARLES RICHARD 
KING, CHARLES D 
SCHEROIN, ROBERT F 
MCCANTS, LELANO S III 

# CLACK. CECIL JAMES 

^ LANE, MITCHELL S 

NEELO, BOBBY G 
WELSH, LARRY DON 
BYRD, HUGH MCNEIL JR 
O'BRIEN, KEVIN 
SPROTT, ARTHUR ROY JR 
EATON, NORMAN DALE 
GETCHELL. PAUL E 

• FICKLER, EDWIN JAMES 
KUHLHAN, ROBERT J JR 
.SMITH, VICTOR A 
COAOY. ROBERT FRANKLIN 
ROSS, DOUGLAS ALAN 
siHRiPTnu nauipi p 
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LOSS.Ri: SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


02 

A 

.681115 

VS 

E4 

A 

681116 

LA 

04 

T ■ 

681116 

VS 

04 

F 

681116 

VS 

03 

M 

681117 

VS 

03 

F 

681123 

VN 

02 

F 

681125 

VN 

04 

F 

681125 

VN 

03 

F 

681126 

LA 

E5 

F 

681127 

CB 

Wl 

A 

681205 

VS 

E5 

A 

681205 

VS 


V 

681206 

VS 

03 

F 

681208 

LA 

02 

F 

681208 

lA 

E5 

A 

6B1209 

VS 

E3 

N 

681209 

VS 

E4 

A 

681209 

VS 

03 

F 

681211 

lA 

02 

F 

681213 

LA 

E6 

F 

681213 

LA 

E5 

F 

681213 

LA 

02 

F 

681213 

LA 

04 

F 

681213 

lA 

02 

F 

681213 

LA 

04 

F 

681213 

LA 

E5 

F 

681213 

LA 

-04 

F 

681218 

LA 

E5 

A 

681219 

LA 

03 

N 

681220 

lA 

03 

H 

681220 

LA 

02 

H 

681220 

LA 

03 

F 

681221 

LA 

04 

F 

681224 

LA 

E4 

F 

681225 

LA 

E3 

A 

681229 

CB 

02 

A 

681230 

VS 

E3 

A 

690101 

VS 

03 

F 

690104 

VS 

04 

F 

690104 

VS 

E5 

A 

690107 

VS 

03 

A 

690109 

VS 

02 

A 

690109 

VS 

04 

F 

690110 

VS 

05 

F 

690113 

LA 

03 

F 

690113 

LA 

03 

M ■ 

690117 

VS 

02 

H 

690117 

VS 

03 

F 

690117 

lA 

03 

F 

690118 

LA 

E5 

A 

690122 

VS 

n? 

P 

fiqmPR 

lA 
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LOSSjK SERVICE lOATE CTRY.ORIG 


UTLEY, RUSSEL K 
CONGER, JOHN EDWARD JR 
CAMPBELL, WILLIAM EDWARD 
HOLTON, ROBERT E 
LUNA, DONALD A 
SWIGART, PAUL EUGENE JR 
BRIGGS, RONALD DANIEL 
CHRISTIANSEN, EUGENE F 
O'HARA, ROBERT CHARLES . . 
PADGETT, DAVID E . 

PARKER, DAVID WAYNE 
PARSONS, DONALD E , 
STANLEY, CHARLES 1 
DELEIDI, RICHARD AUGUSTINE 
CLARK, THOMAS EDWARD 
KALIL, TANOS E : 

WILKINS, CALVIN WAYNE 
MEYERS, ROGER ALLEN 
KROSKE, HAROLD W JR‘ 
:UKOWSKI, ROBERT JOHN 
CLARK,. STANLEY SCOTT 
STEVENS, LARRY JAMES 
NIEDECKEN, WILLIAM CLINTON 
WALSH, RICHARD A 111 
MOORE, JERRY L , 

WOGAN, WILLIAM M: 

BRUCHER, JOHN MARTIN - 
CHAPMAN, RODNEY MAX _ 
JEROME, STANLEY HILTON 
SCHIMMELS, EDDIE RAY 
NEISLAR, DAVID PHILLIP 
MACKO, CHARLES 
PAXTON, OONALD E 
PEARSON, WAYNE E 
CAMPBELL, CLYDE WILLIAM 
KELLER, WENDELL R 
LOVEGREN, DAVID EUGENE 
HERONEY, VIRGIL K 111 
BOGIAGES, CHRISTOS C JR 
EVANS, WILLIAM ANTHONY 
HAY, MICHAEL FREDERICK 
SMITH, WILLIAM' M 
COLEMAN, JIMMY LEE 
MCDONNELL, JOHN TERRENCE 
REX, ROBERT F 
WALTERS, TIM LEROY 
LUNA, CARTER PURVIS 
ROBINSON, FLOYD HENRY 
BARNES. CHARLES RONALD 
BATT. MICHAEL LERO 
BOBE, RAYMOND EDWARD 

CnCTCO MADUTN I 
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i 




f 


t 


f 


FULLNAME 

SMITH, DAVID R 
ARMITSTEAD, STEVEN RAY 
DINAH, DAVID THOMAS III 
FINNEY, CHARLES E 
MURPHY, BARRY DANIEL 
DAVIS, RICARDO GONZALES 
DAVIS, ROBERT CHARLES 
WIDbiS, JAMES W JR 
BOWERS, RICHARD LEE 
HERRERA, FREDERICK 0 
HICKS, PRENTICE W 
ROBERTS. RICHARD 0 
CZERWIEC, RAYMOND GEORGE 
BELCHER, ROBERT ARTHUR 
HILLER. MICHAEL ANDREW 
HESS, FREDERICK WILLIAM JR 
LATIMER. CLARENCE ALBERT 
CARPENTER, RAMEY LEO 
WHITE. DANFORTH ELLITHORNE 
•OWERS, LOWELL S 
ECKLUND, ARTHUR G 
JEFFERSON, PERRY HENRY 
DE SOTO, ERNEST LEO 
HALL, FREDRICK H 
LAMP, ARNOLD WILLIAM JR 
PIERSON. WILLIAM C III 
KONYU, WILLIAM MICHAEL 
DAHILL, DOUGLAS EDWARD 
NEWTON, CHARLES V 
PREVEDEL, CHARLES F 
WILLETT. ROBERT VINCENT JR 
ELLIS, RANDALL S 
scon, VINCENT CALVIN JR 
VAN CLEAVE, WALTER SHELBY 
SHRIVER, JERRY M 
EAST, JAMES BOYD JR 
REARDON, RICKARD JOHN 
MASCARI, PHILLIP LOUIS 
BILLIPP, NORMAN KARL 
HAGAN. JOHN ROBERT 
BRASHEAR, WILLIAM JAMES 
MUNOT, HENRY 6 iT 
WALTERS, WILLIAM (NMN) 
RYAN, WILLIAM C JR 
TESSOR, BRUCE CARLETON 
dROOKS, JOHN HENRY RALPH 
MASUDA, ROBERT S 
MUNOZ, DAVID LOUIE 
SCOTT, MIKE JOHN 
STEWART. VIRGIL GRANT 
CUOLIKE, CHARLES JOSEPH 

OCUTflU ROCfinov OCA .IP 


LOSS.RK 

, SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY.C 

03 

A 

690316 

VS 

02 

M 

690317 

LA 

02 

F 

690317 

LA 

03 

M 

690317 

LA 

E5 

A 

690318 

CB 

E7 

A 

690320 

LA 

03 

F 

690323 

LA 

03 

F 

690323 

LA 

03 

A 

690324 

VS 

E3 

' A' 

690325 

VS 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

E3 

A 

690325 

VS 

E5 

A 

690327 

VS 

04 

F 

690328 

VS 

02 

F 

690328 

VS 

02 

F 

690329 

LA 

E4 

A 

690330 

VS 

03 

N 

690331 

lA 

05 

N 

690331 

LA 

W1 

A 

690402 

VS 

02 

A 

690403 

VS 

03 

F 

690403 

VS 

04 

F 

690412 

VS 

02 

F 

690412* 

VS 

03 

F 

690412 

VS 

W2 

A 

690413 

VS 

W1 

A 

690416 

-VS 

E4 

A 

690417 

VS - 

E6 

A 

690417 

VS 

E5 

A 

690417 

VS 

02 

F 

690417 

LA 

E4 

A 

690418 

VS 

02 

F 

690422 

LA 

05 

F 

690422 

LA 

E7 

A 

690424 

CB 

04 

F 

690426 

LA 

02 

N 

690426 

VS 

02 

F 

690502 

LA 

03 

M 

690506 

VS 

02 

M 

690506 

VS 

04 

F 

690508 

LA 

02 

F 

69050B 

LA 

E3 

A 

690510 

VS 

02 

M 

690511 

VS 

02 

A 

690513 

LA 

E4 

A 

690513 

VS 

E4 

A 

690513 

VS 

E3 

A 

690513 

VS 

E7 

A 

690513 

LA 

02 

F 

690517 

LA 

E4 

A 

690518 

VS 


C7 M AQni;?! 
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FULLNAME 
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LOSS.RK 

SERVICE, 

IDATE' 

Page 30 

CTRY.ORIG 

c 

RAMIREZ, ARMANDO (NMN) 

E5. 

A . 

690523 

CB . ^ ' V 

MANSKE, CHARLES JEROME , 

03 

F' . 

690524 

' VS ' 


MONTEZ, ANASTACIO (NMN) 

E7. 

A 

690524 

VS 


WEITZ, MONEK 

El 

M 

690525 

vs 


WILLIAMS, LEROY CHRISTOPHE 

E2 

'M . 

690525 

VS 


STORY, JAMES CLELLON 

E2 

A 

690613 

vs 


WARD. NEAL C 

02 

F 

690613 

LA 


GRACE, JAMES W . 

03 

F 

690614 

LA 


KAHLER, HAROLD 

04 

■F ■■ 

690614 

■ LA 

• 

SPARKS, DONALD L 

E3 

A 

690617 

vs 

ROBERSON. JOHN-WILL 

E3 

A 

690622 

vs ■ 


CONOIT, WILLIAM HOWARD JR 

04 

F 

690623 

vs 


REED. TERRY MICHAEL 

02 

F 

690623 

vs 


SAGE. LELAND CHARLES COOKE 

02 

N . 

690623 

LA 


JABLONSKI, MICHAEL JAMES 

E3 

A 

690627 

VS 


FRAHSEN, ALBERT M JR 

E4 

N 

690702 

vs 


FALLON. PATRICK M 

06 

F 

690704 

LA 


ANDRE, HOWARD VINCENT JR 

04 

F 

690708 

LA 

f 

SIZEMORE, JAMES ELMO 

04 

F 

690708 

LA 

JANNON.'PAUL WEDLAKE 

04 

F 

690712 

LA 


PIKE, PETER X 

02 

F 

690712 

LA 


BUTLER, DEWEY RENEE 

E3 

A 

690714 

vs 


BOLSTER, HARMON 

02 

F 

690715 

LA 


WALKER, MICHAEL S 

03 

F 

r<!0715 

LA 


DAWSON, JAMES VERNON 

03 

-F 

690716 

VS 


SMILEY, STANLEY KUTZ 

03 

N 

690720 

LA 


BRENNING, RICHARD DAVID 

03 

N 

D90726- VN ^ 

— 

BURNS, MICHAEL PAUL 

E4 

-A 

690731 

LA 

f 

NEAL, DENNIS PAUL 

03 

A 

690731 

LA 


BURD, DOUGLAS GLENN 

02 

F 

690B01 

VS 


CALLIES, TOMMY LEON 

03 

F 

690801 

VS 


TALKEN, GEORGE FRANCIS 

04 

N 

690802 

VN 


BECK, EDWARD EUGENE JR 

E2 

M 

690809 

VS 


DOTSON, JEFFERSON SCOTT 

02 

F 

690809 

LA 


GOURLEY, LAURENT LEE 

03 

F 

690809 

LA 


JANOUSEK, RONALD JAMES 

02 

M 

690809 

VS 


KANE, BRUCE EDWARD 

E4 

H 

690809 

VS 

i 

MICKELSEN, WILLIAM EMIL JR 

03 

N 

690810 

VN 


HANSEN. LESTER ALAN 

W2 

A 

690813 

VS 


DAVIS, DANIEL RICHARD 

02 

F 

690818 

LA 


BOHLIG, JAMES RICHARD 

02 

M 

690819 

VS 


FUNIGAN. JOHN NORLEE 

03 

M 

690819 

VN 


MORRISSEY, RICHARD THOMAS 

03 

M 

690819 

VS 


SMITH, ROBERT NORMAN 

05 

M 

690819 

VN 


GRAF, ALBERT STEPHEN 

02 

M 

690829 

VS 


ZIMMER, JERRY ALLEN 

03 

H 

690829 

VS 

€ 

ESCOBEDO, JULIAN JR 

E3 

M 

690901 

VS 


HELWIG, ROGER DANNY 

03 

F 

690911 

LA 


TRAMPSKI, DONALD JOSEPH 

E2 

A 

690916 

VS 


CLIHE, CURTIS ROY 

E2 

A 

690918 

vs 


CECIL, ALAN BRUCE 

ES 

A 

690921 

LA 


urvcnM .lAMCc u .lo 

PT 

M 

fipnqpV 

VS 
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FULLNAHE 

• HUNTLEY* JOHN NORMAN 

CURRAN; PATRICK ROBERT 
LONO, LUTHER A 
BECK, TERRY LEE 
BELL, RICHARD WILLIAM 
BOWMAN* MICHAEL LEE 
DAYAO, ROLANDO CUEVA 
DEAN, DONALD CHESTER 
OILGER, HERBERT HUGH 
i ELLERD, CARL O 

FOWLER, JAMES JEWEL 
FOWLER, ROY G 
GAN, LEONARDO M , 

GORE, PAUL EDWIN 
GORSUCH, WILLIAM 0 
HILL, RAYFORD J 
KOHLER, OELVIN LEE 
KOSLOSKY. HOWARD M 
§ LEONARD. ROBERT B 

.IVINGSTON, RICHARD ALLEN 
MONTGOMERY, RONALD WAYNE 
MOORE, WILLIAM R 
MOSER, PAUL KIERSTEAD 
PRENTICE, KENNETH M 
SALAZAR, FIDEL G 
TERRELL, KEAVIN LEE 
TYE, MICHAEL JAMES 
A . - VIAOOr REYNALDO ROCILLO 

^ CUNNINGHAM, KENNETH LEROY 

GRAFFE, PAUL L 
BOWER, IRVIN LESTER JR 
ALTIZER, ALBERT HAROLD 
WATKINS, ROBERT JAMES JR 
DRIVER, DALUS ALAN 
GARBETT, JIMMY RAY 
MOORE, RAYMOND GREGORY 

• SUYDAM, JAMES LAWRENCE 
TURNER, JAMES HENRY 
MAXWELL. CALVIN WALTER 
WEISNER, FRANKLIN LEE 
BOOTH, LAWRENCE RANDOLPH 
RATTIN, DENNIS M 
STUBBS, WILLIAM WENTWORTH 
COOK, GLENN RICHARD 
lYNUM, NEIL STANLEY 
^ WARREN, GRAY D 

W HERRICK, JAMES W JR 

GAUTHIER, DENNIS L 
PARTINGTON, ROGER DALE 
CARROLL. PATRICK HENRY 
WHITFORD, LAWRENCE W JR 
oonuu UTII 1*H Tucnnrtoc 


Page ,31 


LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

I DATE 

CTRYJ 

E3 

A, 

690927 

LA 

02 

M ■ ■ 

690929 

LA. ^ 

04, 

M 

690929 

LA 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E6 

N 

691002 

VN 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

03 

N 

691002 

VN 

E5 

■ N 

691002 

VN 

E2 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E7 

N 

691002 

VN 

E6 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E3 

N 

691002 

VN 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

03 

N 

691002 

VN 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

ES 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

E5 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E4 

N 

691002 

VN 

E3 

N 

691002 

VN- 

E2 

A 

691003 

VS 

02 

A 

691003 

VS 

£3 

M 

691006 

VS 

E3 

A 

691008 

VS 

W2 

A 

691008 

VS 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

E5 

A 

691009 

VS 

E4 

A 

691009 

VS 

03 

A 

691010 

VS 

02 

A 

691010 

vs 

03 

A 

691016 

LA 

E4 

A 

691016 

LA 

E5 

A 

691020 

LA 

02 

F 

691021 

VS 

02 

F 

691026 

LA 

03 

F 

691026 

LA 

02 

F 

691027 

LA 

E3 

A 

691031 

VS ' 

03 

M 

691101 

VS 

02 

F 

691102 

LA 

05 

F 

691102 

LA 

PA 


A9nn3 

lA 


Wednesday, 01 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

NORTON. MICHAEL, ROBERT. 
SHOE, DONALD MONROE 
WALD, GUNTHER HERBERT 
ALFORi), TERRY LANIER 
CAVENDER, JIM RAY 
HANLEY, LARRY JAMES 
KLIMO, JAMES ROBERT 
WARE, JOHN ALAN 
ECHANIS, JOSEPH' YGNACIO 
LEFEVER, DOUGLAS PAUL 
BODAHL, JON KEITH 
DEKNANY, JAMES EUGENE 
HEmiCH, GERALD ROBERT 
SMITH, HARRY W 
TUCCI, ROBERT L.. 

RAY. RONALD E 
SUBER, RANDOLPH BOTHWELL 
GRAF, JOHN GEORGE 
BALDRIDGE, JOHN ROBERT JR 
.lENELT, WALTER A 
COLLINS, RICHARD FRANK 
DEUTER, RICHARD CARL 
QUINN, MICHAEL EDWARD 
JONES, 6RAYLAND (NMN) 
BALAMOTI, -MICHAEL DIMITRI " 
BROWN, EARL CARLYLE ' 
COMER, HOWARD BRISBANE JR 

dewispeiaere; rexforo john 

FELLENZ, CHARLES R 
GANLEY, RICHARD 0 
6REWELL, LARRY I 
MATTHES, PETER R 
WHITE, JAMES B 
WRIGHT, DONALD L 
ROGERS, BILLY LEE 
CLARK, JOHN CALVIN II 
DANIELSON, BENJAMIN FRANKL 
HARROLD, PATRICK K 
BUCKLEY, VICTOR PATRICK 
LONG, CARL EDWIN 
BURRIS, DONALD DEANE JR 
KENNEDY, JAMES EDWARD 
TROWBRIDGE, DUSTIN COWLES 
FEATHERSTON, FIELDING W 3D 
FERGUSON, DOUGLAS D 
FRYAR, BRUCE C 
LINDSTROH, RONNIE G 
WEST, JOHN THOMAS 
WALTON, WILBERT 
BURNES, ROBERT WAYNE 
ROBINSON, LARRY WARREN 
uncc MiruACi c 
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f 
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LOSS.RK SERVICE lOATE CTRY_ORIG 


' E2 

A' 

691103 

VS 

E4' 

A 

,691103 


E5 

A 

691103 

LA 

W1 

A 

691104 

VS 

W1 

A 

691104 

VS 

03 

F 

691104 

U 

E4 

A 

691104 

VS 

E4 

A 

691104 

VS 

03 

F 

691105 

LA 

03 

F 

691105 

LA 

03 

F 

691112 

LA 

04 

F 

691112 

LA 

04 

F 

691112 

LA 

•03 

F 

691112 

lA 

03 

F 

691112 

LA 

E6 

A 

691113 

LA 

E5 

A 

691113 

lA 

0» 

N 

691115 

VS 

02 

F 

691120 

LA 

05 

F 

691120 

LA 

04 

N 

691122 

LA 

02 

N . 

691122 

LA 

03 

N 

691122 

LA 

E3 

A 

691123 

VS 

-- 04- 

F 

691124 

LA 

■ 03 

■ F 

691124 

.LA 

- W2 

A “ 

691124 

VS 

E4 

F- 

691124 

LA 

E5 

F 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

LA 

E5 

F 

691124 

LA 

02 

F 

691124 

LA 

03 

F 

691124 

LA 

E5 

F 

691124 

lA 

E3 

N 

691201 

VN 

03 

F 

691205 

LA 

03 

F 

691205 

LA 

02 

F 

691205 

LA 

03 

N 

691216 

VN 

03 

M 

691220 

VS 

W2 

A 

691222 

LA 

E4 

A 

691222 

CB 

02 

N 

691226 

VS 

03 

F 

691230 

LA 

02 

F 

691230 

LA 

03 

N 

700102 

LA 

02 

F 

700102 

LA 

03 

F 

700102 

LA 

E2 

A 

700103 

VS 

02 

M 

700105 

LA 

04 

M 

700105 

LA 

na 

u 

ynnin? 

lA 


• It 


f t 




• t 


FULLNAME 

OCHAB, ROBERT (NMN) „ 
CROSBV, HERBERT CHARLES 
GRAZIOSi, FRANCIS GEORGE 
HOWES, GEORGE ANDREWS 
CHORLINS, RICHARD DAVID 
TUBBS, GLENN E 
ANDERSON, GREGORY LEE 
.LEESER, LEONARD CHARLES 
PRUETT, WILLIAM DAVID 
SHINN, WILLIAM CHARLES 
SUnON, WILLIAM CARL 
LYON. JAMES MICHAEL 
STEPHENSON, RICHARD CHARLE 
KIEFFER, WILLIAM L JR 
BRADSHAW. ROBERT SAMUEL 3D 
BREEDING. MICHAEL HUGH 
DAFFRON, THOMAS CARL 
GILLEN. THOMAs ELDON 
HORLEY, CHARLES FRANK 
.OORE, SCOTT FERRIS JR 
SABOG. MATEO 
BOYLE, WILLIAM (NMN) 

MCVEY, UVOY DON • 

SKIBBE, DAVID WILLIAM 
- PARKER, JOHN JACKSON 
ROSENBACH, ROBERT PAGE 
GATES, ALBERT HENRY JR ^ 
COHEN, LARRY WILLIAM 

■ PARCELS, REX LEWIS JR 
ROBINSON, EDWARD (NMN) 
SCHOEPPNER, LEONARD JOHN 
TERLA, LOTHAR GUSTAV T 
SCULL, GARY BERNARD 
AYERS, DARRELL EUGENE 
PUGH. DENNIS GERARD 
BUTLER, JAMES EDWARD 
GONZALES, DAVID 
HUDGENS, EDWARD MONROE 
UNDERWOOD, THOMAS WAYNE 
BECERRA, RUDY MORALES 
BORONSKI, JOHN ARTHUR 
GANDE, BERMAN JR 
HARNEO, GARY ALAN 
HOSKEN, JOHN CHARLES 
nOONNELL. MICHAEL DAVIS 
/OOL, JERRY LYNN 

■ ALLEN, HENRY LEWIS 
ELZINGA. RICHARD G 
DUFFY, JOHN EVERETT 
YOUNG, JEFFREY JEROME 
CROPPER. CURTIS HENRY 
RRASSFIFin ANDREW THDNA^ 


LOSS_RK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY^C 

03 

F 

700107 

VS 

03 

A 

700110 

VS 

E4 

A 

700110 

VS 

W3 

A 

700110 

VS 

02 

F 

700111 

LA 

E5 

A 

700113 

VS 

E4 

F 

700128 

VN 

03 

F 

700128 

VN 

E8 

F 

700128 

VN 

E5 

F 

700128 

VN 

E7 

F 

700128 

VN 

03 

A 

700205 

VS 

02 

N 

700205 

VN 

05 

F 

700211 

LA 

02 

M 

700212 

VS 

02 

M 

700212 

VS 

03 

F 

700218 

LA 

04 

F 

700218 

LA 

02 

F 

700218 

LA 

E4 

N 

700220 

VS 

E8 

A 

700225 

VS 

E7 

A 

700228 

LA 

03 

M 

700302 

VS 

01 

M 

700302 

VS 

03 

N 

70D304 

VN 

03' 

I 

700305 

VS 

03 

M 

700307 

VS 

02 

F 

700309 

LA 

02 

N 

700309 

VN 

£6 

A 

700309 

VS 

03 

N 

700309 

VN 

03 

F 

700309 

LA 

01 

A 

700312 

VS 

E6 

M 

700319 

VS 

02 

F 

700319 

LA 

W1 

A 

700320 

VS 

E5 

M 

700321 

LA 

04 

F 

700321 

LA 

E6 

M 

700321 

LA 

E4 

A 

700324 

CB 

E6 

A 

700324 

CB 

E4 

A 

700324 

CB 

ES 

A 

700324 

CB 

W1 

A 

700324 

CB 

03 

A 

700324 

CB 

02 

A 

700324 

CB 

02 

F 

700326 

LA 

03 

F 

700326 

LA 

02 

F 

700404 

VS 

E3 

A 

700404 

VS 

03 

N 

700405 

VN 

F6 

A 

700406 

LA 
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FULINAME 
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lOSS.RK, 

SERVICE 

IOATE 

Page 34 

CTRr_ORIG 

t 

t 

FLYNN, SEAN LESLIE 


V 

700405 

08 


KLINGNER. MICHAEL LEE 

03 • 

F ' 

700406 

LA 


STONE, DANA 

-T 

V 

700406 

CB 


BUSHNELL, BRIAN LEE 

E3 

N 

700409 

VN 


HORCHAR, ANDREW ANTHONY J 

E3 

N 

700409 

VN 


KNIGHT^ LARRY COLEMAN 

03 

N 

700409 

VN 


PFAFFMANN, CHARLES BROOKS 

02 

N 

700409 

VN 


NELSON, JAN HOUSTON 

02. 

M 

700411 

VS 

f 

BIVENS, HERNDON ARRINGTON 

E4 

A 

700415 

VS 

AYERS, RICHARD LEE 

04 

F 

700416 

LA 


RAUSCH, ROBERT- E 

03 

F 

700416 

LA 


WHEELER, EUGENE LACY 

04 

M 

700421 

VS 


ADACHI, THOMAS YUJl 

.E5 

F 

700422 

LA 


BROOKS, william LESLIE 

04 

F 

700422 

LA 


DAVIS, CHARLIE BROWN JR 

05 

F 

700422 

U 


FISHER, DONALD 6 

04 

F 

700422 

LA 


GOLZ, JOHN BRYAN 

02 

N 

700422 

LA 


HARRIS, STEPHEN W 

E5 

F 

700422 

LA 

t 

HENSLEY, RONNIE L 

E5 

F 

700422 

LA 


.’RELAND, ROBERT NEWELL 

E7 

F 

700422 

LA 


LINT, DONALD M. 

E2 

F 

700422 

LA 


ROWLEY, CHARLES S 

05 

F 

, 700422 

LA 


TOWLE,JOHNC 

02 

F 

700422 

LA 


EADS, DENNIS KEITH 

GOMEZ, ROBERT A 

- W1 

A 

700423 

VS 


02- 

F 

700423 

LA 


LITTLE, DANNY LEONARD 

E6 

A 

-700423 

VS 


LUCKI , ALBIN E- 

- -03 

F 

700423 

LA 

i 

MURPHY. LARRON D 

03 

A 

■ 700423 

VS 

CROSS, JAMES EMORY 

03 

F 

700424 

LA 


REESE, GOHER DAVID III 

03 

F 

700424 

LA 


HILL, JOHN RICHARD 

03 

A 

700427 

VS 


SNIDER, HUGHIE FRANKLIN 

E4 

A 

700428 

VS 


BISHOP, EDWARD JAMES JR 

E3 

A 

700429 

VS 


GRIFFIN, RODNEY L 

E4 

A 

700502 

CB 


PRICE, BUNYAN DURANT 

E4 

A 

700502 

CB 


RICHARDSON, DALE W 

03 

A 

700502 

CB 

f 

YOUNG, ROBERT M 

03 

A 

700502 

CB 


CHURCHILL, CARL RUSSELL 

03 

F 

700503 

LA 


CONAWAY, LAWRENCE VERGES 

05 

F 

700503 

LA 


HERNANDEZ, FRANK SANCHEZ 

E5 

A 

700506 

VS 


KIER, LARRY GENE 

E3 

A 

700506 

VS 


TERAN, REFUGIO THOMAS 

E3 

A 

700506 

VS 


WORTHINGTON, RICHARD CHARL 

W2 

A 

700506 

VS 


HAIGHT, STEPHEN HAROLD 

E4 

A 

700509 

VS 


PREISS, ROBERT FRANCIS JR 

E6 

A 

700512 

U 

f 

HUBERTH, ERIC J 

02 

F 

700513 

CB 

TRENT, AlAN ROBERT 

03 

F 

700513 

CB 


CONNER, EDWIN RAY 

E8 

N 

700516 

VS 


SKEEN, RICHARD ROBERT 

05 

N 

700516 

VS 


WESTWOOD, NORMAN PHILIP JR 

03 

N 

700517 

VN 


LEE, GLENN HUNG NIN 

02 

F 

700527 

CB 


nillfC PHARIP^ 0 


V 

700530 

VS 
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fullnahe lossjk service IOATE, CTRY_0R1G 


•MARK, KIT T 
§ HANGEN. WELLES 

HUGGINS, BOBBY GENE 
WILSON, HARRY TRUMAN 
ALLOWAY, CLYDE DOUGLAS 
WILBRECHT, KURT MICHAEL 
ELLIOTT, ANDREW JOHN 
HILBRICH, BARRY W 
RYDER, JOHN L 
PIERCE, WALTER MELVIN (HI 

• COCHRANE, DEVERTON C 

LAKER, CARL JOHN 
DRAKE, CARL WILSON 
GREEN, JAMES ARVIL 
MCLAHB, HARRY LAWRENCE 
EARLE, JOHN STILES 
GUMBERT, ROBERT WILLIAK JR 
PEDERSON. JOE PALMER 
'HILLIPS, ROBERT PAUL 

» .,OZO, JAMES MILAN 

ALDERN, DONALD DEANE 
BELL, MARVIN EARL 
BURGESS, JOHN LAWRENCE 
DEAN, MICHAEL FRANK 
GOEGLEIN, JOHN WINFRED 
HILL, GORDON C 
JENKINS, PAUL LAVERNE 
_ SADLER, MITCHELL 0 JR 
^ ' SANDERS, -WILLIAM STEPHEN 

• - SCHANEBER6, LEROY CLYDE 

HARDER, STEPHEN J 
BOOKOUT, CHARLES FRANKLIN 
BEALS, CHARLES ELBERT 
HOWARD, LEWIS JR. 

SCHULTZ, RONALD JAMES 
BLOODWORTH, DONALD BRUCE 
REED, JAMES WILLIAM 
GREGORY, PAUL ANTHONY 
§ BROWN, DONAIO ALAN 

CHAVEZ, GARY ANTHONY 
CROWLEY, JOHN EDWARD 
BROWN, JAMES AUSTON 
BECKER, JAMES CHRISTOF 
SCHMIDT, PETER ALOEN 
lELLONS, PHILLIP ROGERSON 
HAUER, ROBERT 0 
PLASSMEYER, BERNARD HERBER 
• MILLER, WYATT JR (NMN) 

DAVIDSON, DAVID ARTHUR 
GASSMAN, FRED ALLEN 
Orr, WILLIAM A 
SHAY. nONAIT) FMFRSON JR 


04 

E5 

E5 

02 

W2 

03 
02 
E3 
E6 
E4 

04 
E3 

04 

03 
E3 
E7 
E2 
E4 

05 
E5 
E5 
E5 

04 
02 
E7 
03 
03 
03' 
E4 
E7 
E4 
E4 
E3 
02 
03 
03 
03 

03 
E4 
E4 
02 
E4 

04 
02 
02 
E2 
E6 
E5 
03 
03 


V 

V 
F 
M 
F 
M 
A 
A 
F 
A 
A 
A 
F 
A 
F 

A 

A 

A 

A 

N 

F 

A 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

F 

F 

N 

F 

F 

A 

A 

A 

A 

F 

F 

M 

A 

A 

A 


700530 VS , 
700531 CB 
700604 VS 
700604 U 
700607 VS 
700607 VS 
700609 VS 
700609 VS 
700609 VS 
700610 CB 
700617 CB 
700617 CB 
700618 CB 
700618 CB 
700618 CB 
700622 VS 
700622 VS 
700623 VS 
700623 VS 
700623 VS 
700629 LA, 
700630 U 
700630 VS 
700630 LA 
700630 U 
700630 LA 
700630 LA 
700630 LA 
700630 LA 
700630 LA 
700702 VS 
700704 LA 
700707 VS 
700707 VS 
700721 VS 
700724 LA 
700724 LA 
700725 VN 
700730 LA 
700730 LA 
700810 LA 
700812 VS 
700815 LA 
700815 LA 
700817 VS 
700905 VS 
700911 VS 
700913 VS 
701005 LA 
701005 LA 
70100B LA 
701008 LA 


F 

F 
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FULLNAHE , LOSSJK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_ORIG 


CHESTNUT, JOSEPH LYONS , . 

04 

F 

■ 701013 

LA 

MARTIN, JOHN BERNARD II, 

03 

N 

701016 

VS 

STRAIT, DOUGLAS F 

E4 

A 

701018 

VS 

WILSON, PETER JOE 

E6 

A 

701019 

LA 

HEIDEMAN, THOMAS EDWARD 

E7 

F 

701024 

LA 

DAY, DENNIS IRVIN 

E4 

A 

701103 

VS 

DORITY, RICHARD CLAIR 

GINN, DAVID lANDRELL 

E4 

A 

701103 

VS 

E3 

A 

701103 

■VS 

MANGUS, ARLIE ROBERT 

E4 

A 

701103 

VS 

MARTIN, JERRY DEAN 

E3 

A 

701103 

VS 

NpRRIS, CALVIN ANDREW 

E5 

A 

701103 

VS 

PANTALL, JAMES ROBERT 

SHEWMAKE, JOHN DANIEL SR 

E3 

A 

701103 

VS 

. E6 

A 

701103 

VS 

WOODS. DAVID WALTER 

E4 

A 

701103 

VS 

CORONA, JOEL (NMN) 

E3 

A 

701108 

VS 

BANCROFT, WILLIAM W JR 

02 

F 

701113 

VN 

WRIGHT, DAVID IRVIN 

04 

F 

701113 

VN 

KLUGG, JOSEPH RUSSELL 

03 

N 

701114 

VN 

XINTOSH, IAN (NMI) 

WI 

A 

701124 

VS 

jMITH, RONALD EUGENE 

E7 

A 

701128 

CB 

STRINGER,' JOHN CURTIS 11 

02 

A 

701130 

VS 

GREEN. GEORGE CURTIS JR 

E5 

A 

701204 


TAYLOR, WALTER JOSEPH JR . 

B3 

A 

701206 

VS 

DUCKEH. THOMAS ALLEN 

02 

F 

701212 

LA 

SKINNER. OWEN G 

04 

F 

701212 

LA 

DEUSO. CARROLl JOSEPH 

-E9 

-N 

701215 

VN 

MCCOY. MERa OLEN JR 

03 

N 

701215 

VN 

OWEN, CLYDE C . = 

E4 

N 

701215 

VN 

PIERSANTI. ANTHONY J JR 

-02 

N- 

701215 

VN 

■BOOTH, GARY PRESTON 

E4 

A 

701223 

VS 

MCANDREWS. MICHAEL WILLIAM 

Wl 

A 

701223 

VS 

WISEMAN. BAIN WENDELL JR 

Wl 

A 

701223 

VS 

LUNDY. ALBRO LYNN JR 

04 

F 

701224 

LA 

BUNKER, PARK GEORGE 

03 

F 

701230 

LA 

AYRES. JAMES HENRY 

04 

F 

710103 

LA 

HOLGUIN. LUIS GALLEGOS 

Wl 

A 

710103 

VS 

MAGEE. PATRICK JOSEPH 

E6 

A 

710103 

VS 

OKERLUND. THOMAS RICHARD 

Wl 

■ A 

710103 

VS 

OMELIA, DENNIS WILLIAM 

Wl 

A 

710103 

VS 

PALEN, CARL ANTHONY 

E5 

A 

710103 

VS 

PARSONS. MICHAEL D 

02 

A 

710103 

VS 

RHODES, FERRIS ANSEL JR 

03 

A 

710103 

VS 

STRATTON, CHARLES W 

03 

F 

710103 

LA 

CRAMER. DONALD MARTIN 

W2 

A 

710105 

VS 

tlLLER, CARLETON PIERCE JR 

02 

N 

710106 

VN 

CURRY, KEITH ROYAL WILSON 

05 

N 

710108 

VN 

HARWOOD. JAMES ARTHUR 

E5 

A 

710115 

VS 

KINSMAN, GERALD FRANCIS 

02 

A 

710115 

VS 

MIRRER, ROBERT HENRY 

04 

F 

710117 

VS 

CARTER, GERALD LYNN 

02 

N 

710126 

VN 

LINEBERGER, HAROLD B 

04 

F 

710129 

CB 

MivTCD nauin ium 

PS 

A 

TiniPQ 

lA 




(♦ 


II 


9 


i 
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FULLNAME ' 

LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRYJRIG 

§ 

CARTWRIGHT, PATRICK G 

E4 

N 

710131 

VS 


STANDERWICK, ROBERT L 

05 

F 

710203 

LA : 


PAUL, JANES LEE: 

Wl 

A 

710205 

vs , 


STEWART, PAUL CLARK 

W2 

A 

710208 

LA 


PIETRZAK, JOSEPH RAY , 

E5 

A 

710210 

VS 


ROBERTSON, MARK JOHN 

Wl 

A 

710210 

VS 


MCLEOD, ARTHUR EDWARD 

Wl 

A 

710212 

VS 


WILKINSON. CLYDE DAVID 

03 

A 

710212 

VS 


CREAR, WILLIS CALVIN 

E4 

A 

710215 

LA 

' m ' 

CRONE, DONALD EVERETT 

E4 

A 

710215 

LA 

w 

FIVELSON, BARRY FRANK 

Wl 

A 

710215 

LA 


LEONARD, MARVIN MAURICE 

W2 

•A 

710215 

LA 


POWERS, JOHN LYNN 

E4 

A 

710215 

LA 


TAYLOR, JAMES HARRY 

01 

A 

710215 

LA 


HOSKINS, CHARLES L 

02 

F 

710216 

LA 


PATTILLO, RALPH NATHAN 

04 

F 

710216 

LA 


BERG, GEORGE PHILLIP 

Wl 

A 

710218 

LA 


CRANDALL, GREGORY STEPHEN 

Wl 

A 

710218 

LA 


'EMSEY, WALTER EDWARD JR 

E4 

A 

710218 

LA 

9 

JOHNSON, GARY LEE 

E4 

A 

710218 

LA 


LLOYD. ALLEN RICHARD 

E5 

A 

710218 

^ 1 


WATSON, RONALD LEONARD 

03 

A 

710218 

LA 


WOODS, GERALD ERNEST 

Wl 

A 

710218 

LA 


HULL, JAMES URRY 

02 

F 

710219 

LA 


ACALOTTO, ROBERT JOSEPH 

E4 

A 

710220 

LA . 


JOHNSON, RANDOLPH L 

' E5 

A 

710220 

LA 


MAY, DAVID M 

02 _ 

A 

710220 

LA 


REID, JOHN ERIC “ 

Wl 

A 

710220 

LA 

• 

HARRISON, LARRY GENE 

E6 

A 

710226 

CB . 


SWANSON, JON EDWARD 

03 

A 

710226 

CB 


BABCOCK. RONALD LESTER 

03 

A 

710227 

LA 


LEWIS, LARRY GENE 

02 

N 

710227 

VS 


MOONEY, FRED (NMN) 

E7 

A 

710227 

LA 


BLACK; PAUL VERNON 

Wl 

A 

710301 

CB 


ZUBKE, DELAND DWIGHT 

E5 

A 

710301 

VS 


OUBBELD, ORIE JOHN JR 

02 

A 

710303 

VS 


DUNCAN, JAMES EDWARD 

E7 

A 

710303 

VS 

• 

ALGAARD, HAROLD LOWELL 

WI 

A 

710304 

VN 


HEHTZ, RICHARD JAY 

ES 

A 

710304 

VN 


MARKER, MICHAEL WAYNE 

03 

A 

710304 

VN 


OSBORNE, ROONEY DEE 

E5 

A 

710304 

VN 


STRAVN, JOHN THOMAS 

E6 

A 

710304 

VN 


HUMMEL, JOHN F 

Wl 

A 

710306 

LA 


MILLINER. WILLIAM PATRICK 

Wl 

A 

710306 

LA 


.RD. RANDOLPH JEFFERSON 

Wl 

A 

710307 

LA 


BURNETT, SHELDON JOHN 

05 

A 

710307 

LA 

t 

GRANTHAM, ROBERT EUGENE 

E4 

A 

710308 

VS 


HALE, JOHN DOUGLAS 

02 

A 

710308 

VS 


SMOOT. CURTIS R 

E5 

A 

710310 

CB 


JEFFS. CLIVE G 

02 

F 

710312 

VS 


CREED, BARTON SHELDON 

03 

N 

710313 

LA 


4FVTnN. navin Ma^rw 

FS 

A 

710315 

VS 
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FULLNAME 

LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRYJ 

SCRIVENER, STEPHEN RUSSELL 

02 


710316 

LA : 

SEELEY. DOUGLAS MILTON 

. 03 

F 

710316 

LA 

BAUMAN, RICHARD LEE . 

W2 

A 

710317 

CB 

DIX, CRAIG MITCHELL 

. E4 

A 

710317 

CB 

KARRIS, BOBBY GLENN 

LILLY, LAWRENCE EUGENE 

E4 

A 

710317 

CB 

02 

A: ■ 

710317 

CB 

CRISTMAN, FREDERICK LEWIS 

, Wl 

A 

710319 

LA 

GARCIA, RICAROO MARTINEZ 

E5 

A ■ 

710319 

LA 

SPARKS. JON M 

Wl 

.A.,; 

710319 

LA 

BARKER, JACK LAMAR; 

04 

A 

710320 

LA 

CHUBB, JOHN JACOBSEN 

E3 . 

A 

710320 

LA 

DILLENDER, WILLIAM EDWARD 

E4 

A 

710320 

LA 

DUGAN, JOHN FRANCIS 

03 

A 

710320 

LA 

CLEVE, REGINALD DAVID 

Wl 

A 

710322 

U 

HALL, WALTER RAY 

E4 

A 

710322 

LA 

KNUTSEN, DONALD PAUL 

E4 

A 

710322 

LA 

MORI ARTY, . PETER GIBNEY 

03 

F 

710322 

LA 

TRAVER, JOHN GROVE III 

Wl 

A , ' ' 

710322 

LA 

'ECKWITH, HARRY MEDFOR III 

- E5 

A 

710324 

VS 

..CDONELL, R 0 (NFN/NMN) 

E6 

A 

710325 

VS 

PUENTES. MANUEL RAHERIZ 

E3 

■A-' ■' 

710325 

VS 

ROSSANO, RICHARD JOSEPH 

E3 

A'' 

710325 

VS 

SALLEY, JAMES JR 

E7 

A 

710331 

VS 

TERRILL. PHILIP B 

E4 

A ■■ ■ '. 

710331 

VS 

SMITH, JOSEPH STANLEY 

01 

F 

710404 

CB 

LILLY, CARROLL B 

03 

■ F ' 

710409 

LA 

BUERK, WILLIAM, CARL *- 

03 - _ 

. F 

710411 

VS 

CHAMPION. JAMES ALBERT ^ 

E3 

A. 

710424: 

VS 

LEMON, JEFFREY C 

03 

F 

710425 

LA 

SIGAFOOS, WALTER HARRI III 

02 

F 

710425 

LA 

KRUPA, FREDERICK 

06 

A 

710427 

VS 

BINGHAM, KLAUS JURGEN 

E6 

A 

710510 

VS 

LUHRELL, JAMES M 

E6 

A 

710510 

VS 

WALTON. LEWIS C 

E6 

A 

710510 

VS 

CROOK. ELLIOn 

E4 

A 

710516 

VS 

FARLOW, CRAIG L 

Wl 

A 

710516 

VS 

JACOBSEN, TIMOTHY J 

E4 

A 

710516 

VS 

NOLAN. JOSEPH PAUL JR 

02 

A 

710516 

VS 

PEARCE, DALE ALLEN 

Wl 

A 

710517 

vs 

SOYLAND, DAVID PECOR 

Wl 

A 

710517 

vs 

ENTRICAN, DANNY D 

02 

A 

710518 

vs 

KNUCKEY. THOMAS WILLIAM 

02 

A 

710527 

CB 

TAYLOR. PHILLIP CHARLES 

E5 

A 

710527 

CB 

CHAVIRA, STEPHEN (NMN) 

E4 

A 

710528 

VS 

ROUHART, PAUL DEAN 

03 

A 

710528 

VS 

BRUNSON, JACK WALTER 

W2 

A 

710531 

LA 

MUSI L. CLINTON ALLAN SR 

03 

A 

710531 

LA 

HAGERS, PAUL GERALD 

02 

A 

710601 

VS 

WANN, DONALD LYNN 

JONES, JOHN ROBERT 

W2 

A 

710601 

VS 

E5 

A 

710605 

VS 

WILSON, RICHARD JR (NMN) 

E3 

A 

710614 

VS 

BTDWELL. BARRY ALAN 

E5 

N 

710618 

VN 
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FULLNAME : LOSS.RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY_0RI6 


DEBLAEiO, RAYMOND VINCE JR 
PAINTER. JOHN ROBERT JR 
METZLER, CHARLES D 
STROHLEIN, MADISON ALEXANO 
BRIDGES. PHILIP WAYNE 
CARR. DONALD GENE 
THOMAS. DANIEL W 
TAYLOR. TED JAMES 
ASTON, JAY STEVEN 
ANTUNANO. GREGORY ALFRED 
DALTON. RANDALL DAVID 
BERG. BRUCE ALLAN 
BATES. PAUL JENNINGS JR 
DOLAN, THOMAS ALBERT 
KENNEDY. JOHN W 
KUYKENDALL, WILLIE CLYDE 
VEAKS, MELVIN LEE 
VENNIK. ROBERT NICHOLAS 
‘ORNWELL, LEROY JASON 111 
1 VAN, ANDREW JR. 

BOND. RONALD LESLIE 
DONOVAN. MICHAEL LEO 
GARRETT. MAURICE EDWIN JR 
EVELAND. HICKEY EUGENE 
FINGER, SANFORD IRA 
GREEN, THOMAS FREDERICK 
LAUTZENHEISER, MICHAEL (NM 
NICKOL. ROBERT ALLEN 
TRUDEAU. ALBERT RAYMOND 
OAKLEY. LINUS LABIN 
DECAIRE. JACK LEONARD 
ALTUS, ROBERT WAYNE 
PHELPS. WILLIAM 
THOMAS, JAMES R 
BEUTEL, ROBERT DONALD 
STEADMAN, JAMES. E 
MCINTIRE, SCOTT WINSTON 
BOYANOWSKl, JOHN GORDON 
BREHMER. DWIGHT AMOS 
CALDWELL. FLOYD DEAN 
HOLLINGER, GREGG NEYHAH 
PERKINS, CECIL CARRINGTON 
PERRY, OTHA LEE 
FORAME, PETER CHARLES 
^OYNOR, DANIEL ROBERTS 
SKILES, THOMAS WILLIAM 
THOMAS, LEOTARLTON JR 
FINN. WILLIAM ROBERT 
TUCKER, TIMOTHY M 
RITTER, GEORGE L 
TOWNLEY, ROY F 
WCKVNRACK. FOWARn .1 


02 N 710618 VN 

03 N 710618 VN 

05 N 710621 VN 

E5 A 710622 . VS 

E4 A 710630 VS 

03 A 710706 lA 

02 F 710706 LA 

03 A 710715 VS 

W1 A 710718 VS 

E5 A 710724 C0 

E4 A 710724 CB 

E5 A 710807 VS 

03 A 710810 VS 

E5 A 710810 VS 

02 F 710816 VS 

E3 A 710818 VS 

E3 A 710818 VS 

E6 A 710826 VS 

03 F 710910 LA 

03 F 710910 LA 

02 F 710930 LA 

03 F 710930 LA 

03 A 711022 VS 

E4 A 711026 VS 

E6 A 711026 VS 

E2 A 711026 VS 

:E5 a 711026 _VS 

E5 - A 7n026 VS 

W1 A 711026 VS 

E4 F 711029 VS 

E6 A 711103 VS 

03 F 711123 LA 

02 F 711123 LA 

E6 F 711125 VS 

02 F 711126- LA 

03 F 711126 LA 

05 F 711210 LA 

05 A 711214 VS 

E4 A 711214 VS 

E6 A 711214 VS 

03 A 711214 VS 

03 A 711214 VS 

W2 A 711214 VS 

02 A 711219 CB 

02 F 711219 LA 

Wl A 711219 CB 

03 F 711219 LA 

02 F 711224 LA 

02 F 711224 LA 

V 711227 LA 

V 711227 LA 

V 711227 LA 
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FULLNAME 

LOSSJK 

SERVICE 

IDATE 

CTRY.C 

HOLMES, FREDERICK LEE 

04 

■N:. ' ■ 

711230 

VN 

DUGGAN, WILLIAM YOUNG 

04 

'"F ■ 

711231 

LA 

SUTTER, FREDERICK JOHN 

03 

F 

711231 

U 

BERDAHL, DAVID DONALD 

E3 

A 

720120 

VS 

EDWARDS, HARRY JEROME 

E4 

A 

720120 

VS 

COOPER, DANIEL DEAN 

03 

N 

720204 

VN 

LEE, ALBERT EUGENE 

E6 

N 

720216 

VS ' 

MORGAN, WILLIAM J 

04 

A 

720225 

VS 

HOWELL, CARTER A 

02 

F 

720307 

LA 

RUSCH, STEPHEN A 

02 

F 

720307 

U 

JACKSON, JAMES TERRY 

03 

F 

720323 

LA 

PIKE, DENNIS STANLEY 

03 

N 

720323 

LA 

WHITT, JAMES EDWARD 

04 

F 

720323 

LA 

CROW, RAYMOND JACK JR 

E3 

F 

720327 

CB 

OREHER, RICHARD E 

03 

F 

720327 

CB 

MANOR, JAMES (NMN) 

E4 

F 

720327 

CB 

PANNABECKER, DAVID ERIC 

03 

F 

720327 

CB 

WAGNER, RAYMOND ANTHONY 

E3 

F 

720327 

CB 

’ONG, EDWARD PUCK KOW JR 

E4 

A 

720327 

VS 

.RAUNER, HENRY PAUL 

04 

F 

720329 

LA 

CANIFORD, JAMES KENNETH 

E5 

F 

720329 

U 

MILLER, CURTIS 0 

03 

F 

720329 

U • 

STEPHENSON, HOWARD 0 

04 

F 

720329 

LA 

YOUNG, BARCLAY B 

03 

F 

720329 

U 

CROSBY,JRUCE ALLEN JR 

. - E4 

A 

720330 

VS 

WESTCOTT, GARY PATRICK 

'E5 

A 

720330 

vs- 

WORTH, JAMES F 

" E4 

M 

720401 

vs 

BOLTE, WAYNE LOUIS 

04 

F 

720402 

vs- 

FRINK, JOHN W 

W1 

A 

720402 

v$ 

GATWOOD, ROBIN F JR 

02 

F 

720402 

vs 

6IANNAN6ELI, ANTHONY ROBER 

05 

F 

720402 

vs 

KULLAND, BYRON K 

02 

A 

720402 

vs 

LEVIS, CHARLES ALLEN 

05 

F 

720402 

vs 

PASCHALL, RONALD PAGE 

E5 

A 

720402 

vs 

SEREX, HENRY MUIR 

04 

F 

720402 

vs 

CHRISTENSEN, ALLEN DUANE 

E5 

A 

720403 

vs 

HUREN, THOMAS R 

E2 

N 

720403 

VN 

ONEILL, DOUGLAS LEE 

W2 

A 

720403 

vs 

WILLIAMS, EDWARD W 

W1 

A 

720403 

vs 

ZICH, LARRY ALFRED 

W2 

A 

720403 

vs 

ALLEY, JAMES HAROLD 

E4 

F 

720406 

vs 

AVERY, ALLEN JONES 

E6 

F 

720406 

vs 

CALL, JOHN HENRY III 

02 

F 

720406 

vs 

CHAPMAN, PETER HAYDEN II 

03 

F 

720406 

vs 

lUNLOP, THOMAS EARL 

05 

N 

720406 

VN 

PEARSON, WILLIAM ROY 

E4 

F 

720406 

vs 

PRATER, ROY DEWin 

E6 

F 

720406 

vs 

Lull, Howard b jr 

E7 

A 

720407 

vs 

pons, lARRY FLETCHER 

02 

M 

720407 

vs 

SCHOTT, RICHARD S 

05 

A 

720407 

vs 

WALKER, BRUCE C 

02 

F 

720407 

vs 

KETCHTE. SCOTT DOUGLAS 

02 

M 

7204O9 

u 


Wednesday, 11 December 1991 


FULLNAME 

.§ CHRISTENSEN, JOHN MICHAEL 
LEET, DAVID LEVERETT 
6REENLEAF, JOSEPH 6 
JONES, ORVIN C JR 
HATEJA, ALAN PAUL 
AMOS, THOMAS HUGH . 
BURNHAM, MASON IRVIN 
CARTER, GEORGE WILLIAMS 
ELLEN, WADE LYNN , 

t HUNSICKER, JAMES EDWARD 
JONES; JOHNNY MACK 
ZOLLICOFFER, FRANKLIN 
BROWNLEE, ROBERT WALLACE 
AMESBURY, HARRY ARLO JR 
COOKE, CALVIN C JR 
DUNN, RICHARD EDWARD 
HOSKINS, DONALD RUSSELL 
REYNOLDS, TERRY L 

• '•JSSELL, RICHARD LEE 

.EAGRAVES, MELVIN D 
MCDONALD, JOSEPH WILLIAM 
WILES, MARVIN BENJAMIN C 
CONSOLVO, JOHN WADSWORT JR 
LEAVER, JOHN HURRAY JR 
TAYLOR, EDMUND BATTELLE JR 
HARRIS, JEFFREY 1 
BLASSJE, MICHAEL JOSEPH 
- STROBRIDGE, ROONEY L 

f WILLIAMS, ROBERT J 

BOGARO, LONNIE PAT 
OSTERMEYER, WILLIAM HENRY 
HENN, JOHN ROBERT JR 
STRONG, HENRY HOOKER JR 
MORROW, LARRY K 
KRANER, DAVID S 
PAYNE, KYLIS THEROD 
; ^ FOWLER, JAMES ALAN 

f SEUELL, JOHN W 

BIBBS, WAYNE (NMN) 
HACKETT, JAMES EDWARD 
HOLM, ARNOLD EDWARD JR 
MCQUAOE, JAMES RUSSELL 
YEAKLEY, ROBIN RAY 
WILEY, RICHARD DENNIS 
AVIS, FRANCIS JOHN 
; AYRES, GERALD FRANCIS 

If COLE, RICHARD HILTON JR 

DANIELSON, MARK GILES 
I GILBERT, PAUL f 

i HARRISON, ROBERT HEERMAN 

i HUNT, LEON ANDREW 

i KILPATRICK. LARRY R 


1103 

Page A1 

LOSS.RK SERVICE IDAtE CTRY.ORIG 


02 

M 

720413 

VN 

03 

M 

720413 

VN 

03 

N 

720414 

VS 

03 

F 

720416 

VN 

03 

F 

720416 

VN 

03 

F 

720420 

VS 

03 

F 

720420 

VS 

04 

A 

720424 

VS 

W1 

A 

720424 

VS 

02 

A 

720424 

VS 

02 

A 

720424 

VS 

E4 

A 

720424 

VS 

05 

A 

720425 

VS 

04 

F 

720426 

VS 

E5 

F 

720426 

VS 

E6 

F 

720426 

vs 

E6 

F 

720426 

vs 


V 

720426 

CB 

02 

F 

720426 

vs 

E3 

N 

720430 

VN 

02 

M 

720503 

VN 

03 

N 

720506 

VN 

03 

M 

720507 

vs 

05 

N 

720508 

VN 

06 

N 

720508 

VN 

03 

F 

720510" 

VN 

02 

F 

720511 

VS 

03 

~ A 

720511 

VS 

03 

A 

720511 

VS 

03 

F 

720512 

LA 

02 

F 

720512 

LA 

W2 

A 

720524 

VS 

05 

N 

720525 

VN 

E4 

A 

720529 

VS 

E3 

N 

720605 

VN 

E2 

N • 

720605 

VN 

04 

F 

720606 

VN 

03 

F 

720606 

VN 

E3 

A 

720611 

VS 

E4 

A 

720611 

vs 

03 

A 

720611 

vs 

02 

A 

720611 

vs 

E4 

A 

720611 

vs 

E4 

A 

720612 

vs 

04 

N 

720614 

VN 

04 

F 

720618 

VS 

E6 

F 

720618 

vs 

03 

F 

720618 

vs 

02 

F 

720618 

vs 

04 

F 

720618 

vs 

E7 

F 

720618 

vs 

03 

N 

720618 

VN 
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FULLNAHE LOSSJK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


KLIKKE, DONALD HERMAN 
LEHRKE, STANLEY L 
MERCER, JACOB E 
NEWMAN, LARRY J 
NYHOF, RICHARD E 
WILSON, ROBERT ALLAN 
MCCARTY, JAMES L 
SHUHWAY. GEOFREY RAYMOND 
ROBERTSON, LEONARD 
GREEN* FRANK CLIFFORD JR 
CRODY, KENNETH LLOYD 
HENDRIX, JERRY WAYNE 
HOARD, JAMES L 
ODONNELL, SAMUEL JR 
SHIMKIN, ALEX 
DROWN, WAYNE GORDON II 
HAAS, LEON. FREDERICK 
SANSONE, JAMES J 
THOMPSON, DAVID MATHEW 
JWNSEND, FRANCIS WAYNE 
PENDER, ORIAND JAMES JR 
PITZEH, JOHN RUSSELL 
LESTER, RODERICK 8 
HOSSMAN, HARRY SEEBER 
CROCKETT, WILLIAM'JAMES 
TI6NER, LEE MORROW 
GREENWOOD, ROBERT R JR 
HEROLD. RICHARD WALTER 
WOOD. WILLIAM C JR 
GERSTEL, DONALD ARTHUR 
BUELL, KENNETH RICHARD 
GOETSCH, THOMAS AUGUST 
TUROSE, MICHAEL STEPHEN 
ZORN. THOMAS ONEAL JR 
CARROLL, ROGER WILLIAM JR 
cook, DWIGHT WILLIAM 
BORAH, DANIEL VERNOR JR 
CHAM, PETER 

BRETT, ROBERT ARTHUR JR 
COLTMAN, WILLIAM CLARE 
ANDERSON, ROBERT DALE 
BOLTZE, BRUCE EDWARD 
MCCORMICK, CARL OTTIS 
CLEARY. PETER MCARTHUR 
EONOfi, LEONARDO C 
PEACOCK, JOHN ROBERT II 
PRICE, WILLIAM MARSHALL 
BIXEL, MICHAEL SARGENT 
HALL, JAMES WAYNE 
BROWN, ROBERT MACK 
CARROLL, JOHN LEONARD 
MORRISSEY. ROBERT D 


, E5 

F 

720618 

VS 

E4 

F 

720618 

VS 

E7 

F 

720618 

VS 

E5 

F 

720618 

VS 

E5 

F 

720618 

VS 

03 

F 

720618 

vs 

02 

F 

720624 

VN 

03 

N 

720625 

VN 

03 

M 

720707 

VS 

05 

N 

720710 

VN 

E4 

H 

720711 

VS 

E6 

H 

720711 

VS 

02 

F 

720712 

VN 

03 

F 

720712 

VN 


V 

720712 

VS 

03 

F 

720717 

VS 

03 

N 

720717 

VN 

E3 ■ 

. N 

720810 

VN 

03 

N 

720812 

VN 

02 

F 

720813 

VN 

03 

N 

720817 

VN 

05 

N 

720817 

VN 

02 

N 

720820 

VN 

03 

N 

720820 

VN 

02 

F 

720822 

VS 

04 

F 

720822 

VS 

04 

F “ 

720902 

LA 

03 

F 

720902 

LA 

03 

F 

720902 

LA 

04 

N 

720908 

VN 

04 

N 

720917 

VN 

E2 

N 

720917 

VN 

02 

F 

720917 

VN 

03 

F 

720917 

VN 

04 

F 

720921 

LA 

02 

F 

720921 

LA 

03 

N 

720924 

VS 

E2 

N 

720925 

VS 

02 

F 

720929 

VN 

04 

F 

720929 

VN 

05 

F 

721006 

VN 

W2 

M 

721006 

VS 

05 

F 

721006 

VS 

03 

F 

721010 

VN 

03 

F 

721010 

VN 

03 

M 

721012 

VN 

02 

M 

721012 

VN 

02 

N 

721024 

VN 

04 

N 

721028 

VN 

04 

F 

721107 

VN 

04 

F 

721107 

LA 

04 

F 

721107 

LA 
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FULLNAME, ^ 

BREUER, DONALD CHARLES 
CAFFARELLI, CHARLES JOSEPH 
STAFFORD, RONALD DEAN 
•EARNEST, CHARLES M 
HARVEY, JACK ROCKWOOD 
JONES. BOBBY M : 

SHINE, ANTHONY C 
MCELVAIN, JAMES RICHARD 
WARD, RONALD J 
COOPER, RICHARD WALLER JR 
POOLE, CHARLIE S 
LERNER, IRWIN S 
MCLAUGHLIN, ARTHUR V JR 
PERRY. RANDOLPH ALLEN JR 
STUART, JOHN F 
GOULD. FRANK ALTON . 
BENNETT, THOMAS WARING JR 
JACKSON. PAUL VERNON III 
'ICKMAN, DWIGHT G 
.HIPMAN, RALPH JIM 
FORRESTER. RONALD W 
SCAIFE, KENNETH D 
JOHNSTON, STEVEN.BRYCE 
LINDAHL, JOHN CARL 
BUSH, ELBERT WAYNE 
DEANE, WILLIAM LAWRENCE 
KNUTSON, -RICHARD ARTHUR 
LAUTERIO, MANUEL ALONZO- 
STINSON, WILLIAM SHERRIL 
WILSON, MICKEY ALLEN 
CLARK. ROBERT ALAN 
MCCORMICK, MICHAEL T 
CHRISTOPHERSEN, KEITH ALLE 
PARKER. CHARLES LESLIE JR 
WIEHR, RICHARD DANIEL 
HALL, HARLEY HUBERT 
MORRIS, GEORGE WILLIAM JR 
PETERSON, MARK ALLEN 
OUENSIHG, JAMES ALLYN 
HAVIUND, ROY ELBERT 
STRINGHAM, WILLIAM S 
BOLLINGER. ARTHUR RAY 
BRANDENBURG, DALE 
CRESSMAN, PETER RICHARD 
ATEJOV, JOSEPH A 
MELTON, TODD M 
PRIMM. SEVERO J III 
SPITZ. GEORGE R 
ACKLEY. JAMES H 
DRIVER, CLARENCE N 
JAMES, SAMUEL L 
MARTIN. DOUGLAS K 


RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY^ORIG 


03 

M 

03 

• F 

03 

F 

05 

H 

02 

• F 

03 

F 

03 

F 

04 

F 

05 

F 

03 

F 

E6 

F 

03 

F 

E7 

F 

04 

F 

04 

F 

04 

F 

03 

F 

03 

■ F 

02 

M 

03 

H 

02 

M 

E2 

N 

03 

F 

03 

N 

E6 

A 

04 

A 

W1 

A 

ES 

A 

E5 

A 

W1 

A 

02 

N 

03 

N 

02 

N 

04 

N 

E5 

N 

05 

N 

03 

F 

02 

F 

03 

N 

02 

N 

E4 

N 

03 

F 

E4 

F 

E4 

F 

E4 

F 

E5 

F 

01 

F 

03 

F 

— 

V 

— 

V 

03 

F 

03 

F 


721120 LA 
721121 VS 
721121 VS 
721128 VN, 
721128 VS 
721128 VS 
721202 VN 
721218 VN 
721218 VN 
721219 VN 
721219 VN 
721220 VN 
721220 VN 
721220 VN 
721220 VN 
721221 LA 
721222 VN 
721224 LA 
721225 VS 
721227 VN 
721227 VN 
730103 VS 
730104 U 
730106 VN 
730108 VS 
730108 VS 
730108 VS 
730108- VS 
730108 VS 
730108 VS 
730110 VN 
730110 VN 
730121 VN 
730121 VN 
730121 VN 
730127 VS 
730127 VS 
730127 VS 
730130 VN 
730130 VN 
730203 VS 
730205 LA 
730205 LA 
730205 LA 
730205 LA 
730205 LA 
730205 LA 
730205 LA 
730307 LA 
730307 LA 
730418 CB 
730418 CB 
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L0SS_RK SERVICE IDATE CTRY.ORIG 


MCLEOD, DAVID VANCE, JR 
CORNELIUS, SAMUEL BLACKMAR 
SMALLWOOD, JOHN J 
DEAN, CHARLES 
RAWLINGS, JAMES 
DOLAN, EDWARD V 
MILLER, GEORGE C 
SEIDL, ROBERT 
WALSH, BRIAN 
YIN, JOHN SUNG. 

NYSTUL, WILLIAM CRAIG 
SHEA, MICHAEL JOHN 
BENEDETT, DANIEL ANDREW 
BLESSING. LYNN 
BOYD, WALTER 

COPENHAVER; GREGORY SCOTT 
GARCIA, ANDRES 
CAUSE, BERNARD JR 
•ALL, GARY LEE 
.ARGROVE, JOSEPH N 
JACQUES. JAMES J 
LONEY, ASHTON N 
MANNING. RONALD JAMES 
MARSHALL, DANNY G 
MAXWELL; JAMES R 
RIVENBURGH, RICHARD W 
RUMBAUGH, ELWOOD EUGENE 
SANDOVAL, ANTONIO RAMOS 
TURNER, KELTON RENA 
VANOEGEER, RICHARD (NMI) 


£7 

F 

730614 

CD 

03 

F . 

730616 

CB 

03 

F 

730616 

CB 

— 

V 

740910 

LA 

— 

V 

750103 

VS 


V 

750312 

VS 

— 

V 

750312 

VS 

— 

V 

750312 

VS 


V. 

750425 

CB 


V 

750425 

CB 

03 

M 

750429 

VS 

02 

M 

750429 

VS 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 

E2 

. M 

750515 

CB 

E3 

M 

750515 

CB 

E3 

M 

750515 

CB 

E5 

N 

750515 

CB 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 

E3 

M 

750515 

CB 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 

E3 

M 

750515 

CB 

E3 

N 

750515 

CB 

El 

M 

750515 

CB 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 

E2 

H 

750515 

CB 

E5 

F- 

750515 

CD 

E2 

M 

750515 

CB 

E2 

M., 

750515 

CB 

01 

F 

750515 

CB 


Number of Records Output; 2267 




• r “I hC-r I^'TC' '' SHC'-'T I'FF?'’'’' T T 'IF "'’-T 'ZJ.- 

■^'•!£®E-CPF;, I FCF’.. T” I” to HT'E 

0,';’EP''’El' OP T’-'E r-TP-FF'nr.'CEE DF C’^'I’-TO''’ FFT'lEErJ. ’’KE "0*TZZ:iAL'' 
or '■''HP u. o. 'rc:vEP'''M‘-r''";F?!r' r.' ocriizLos.'.-O'io, ■ 

. THE Ij; S. G0''E'F'Mf1Ei'r POBZ''!ON IE PPSE?, OH .rAO"^- Or 
HZS.T'IFORMATt^m. i.JK!OH lA'Se-r /.'OT OML'' OE' 'ELO'^E!: in T'-iPOUOl-' 

EAHLY ipTO'E, E'l."’' WEPE ■ ^PESEMTEr "^0 ANE • UBEC I'V OIL-M* TO 
OnME'/JO- T'-'E PE'IAII’IS in OOEETTOm ApE “HOEE, OP HH7, MAr^';' '•'< 

DENMis. THE PAO^E WHICH ; PRESENT. CV ’’'JE OTi-'EP HANd/ SHD w' 

■’'HE FETAINP T'J OL'E:’’IOM CTUCD NOT PCSEIO'^ FE THC'rE OF OENHIS. 

TKc- wTETaKEE.' ' !^^E^■'rONPl HftK'OFACTl'Sir.'S OF p?,LB- EVIOEHOE. ^ 
lIsirFORMATTON 3EMEFATED- AND 'JSE OF ONLY SElEC'^EO E’.'IOENCE BY ™ 
THE 'J. E. 30''Er.T"'1ENT ^‘GEHCIES HA? • HHODL'CEr A-E'^DPY T‘-'AT F:EADS 
'-TKE A F^tiry rue ='E'’-".'L.T? HAVE rnOM DE’.'AZ''A'’"’!NO ‘*‘0 "‘^E 

'='AH1LV HP Tipo;' I>tfjr.n2, THf FIN'AMCIAL COS'S HAVE BEEN HIGH AND 
CCMTIML'E TO TI3E. ABOVE AL!. THAT. THE PEAL ISSUE 15 THE DAHAGE 
DONE :TQ HAPK DENNIS. HE PFESENTlY HAS NO RIGHTS. HE WAS ABANDONED 
S'' 'HE coiirrpv HE MAY 5”*LL BE SEOVING. .HE HAS MEVSR EEEf! ASKED 
FOR BV HIS OOVEPNIENT IN AN ACCDUN'ING OF THE HISSING IN 
SDLFHEAST ASIA. BUT PERHAPS WORST OF ALL. HE HAS NO ONE TO ^ 
REPRESENT OR SpEA'( FOR HIM BUT ME. W 

PRIOR TO PRESENTING THE FACTS. IT IS IMPORTANT TO “RESENT 
THE r INFERENCE? 0=, D» INION OF WHAT RE ALL'' HAPPENED ON JULY 15. 

1966, 1 HAVE A'tpnptED TD GIVE . PO'M VERSIONS .AS ACC'JRATEL'' AS 

POSSIBLE AND “OLLOWED WITH M'.' REASONING AND DISAGREEMENT RESPONSE 
TO CIL-HI'S REPORT- 


POSITION- OF THE li. 8. NAVY 

THE U. B. NA'.'V DETERMINED THAT ON JULY 15. !“66. A NUMBER OF 
CHINOOK HELICOPTERS 'THE NUMBER VARIES IN NUMEROUS REPORTS) SET 
DOWN AT DONG HA TO PICK UP A GROUP OF MARINES AND FLY THEM TO A 
LANDING TONE IN OUAM0 TR! PROVINCE TO SUPPORT A GPCL'P OF MARINES 
ALREAD'' 'HERE WHO WERE SURP0L9!DE!f AND ='INNED DOWN. AS THE 
HELICDPTEP G^OIJP STARTED thEIR APPROACH TO TI-IE L2. A HELICOPTER 
'PIPS' OR SECOND IN the FORMATION) WAS HIT IN A PUEL CELL BY AM 
INCIMDIAPv SHELL. T^E HELICOPTER CRASHED AND BURNED- THE PILOT, 
THOMAS MC ALLISTER. THE CO-PILOT. RICHEY. AND THE GUNNER. LUCAS. 
SURVIVED. THE REM.AINDER OF THE PERSONNEL ON BOARD WERE KILLED IN 
THE CRASH (11 OR 13 IN VARIOUS REPORTS). THE REMAINING 
HELICOPTERS IN T^E “LIGHT RETURNED TO DONQ HA AND MUSTERED ON THE 
FIELD IMMEDIATELV A“TER LANDING. THE LIST 0“ THOSE KILLED IN 
ACTION WAS OBTAINED FROM THOSE MISSING THE MUSTER, flLL THE KILLED 
WERE "POSITIVELY” IDEMTIFIED WITH THE EXCEPTION OF ONE CADAVER 
AND ONLY MARK DENNIS REMAINED UNACCOUriTED “OR. THERE“ORE. THE 
REMAINING CACA'-^ER WAS IDENTIFIED AS DENNIS. 


t 


t 


1 




POSITION OF JERRY DENNIS 

CKjrp Kjn./tMpup 36 P'T THF. 

' PHILY. ' I HA"E RECEIVED 

ABOVE VERSION OF . THE IMCIDEN' . .-.C-Jy' 

PXPFP!“NOED ■ IMVESTIBA'OP. THAT THE FFus_NT_ A_ A.--_^ 

■ rlPF^ife-ABE-- OM JULY 15. 

DOWN AT DOriG HA, AND. ONE HUNDRED 'WEN.'' 

eiiftpnpT fr./niipc hE'^E LDADFD ON BOARD. NO P-s.;.. ■ WA... lAK- ^ 

ncTCRMlNP ' ’ WHO nR HON ■ MANY I'.'ERE ON EACH fi ' ‘tRAf , . ' i-HlLE 

flBppnt-tJiMR THE LI. THE SECOND AIRCRAFT I M THE =‘DRMAT7 ON WAc: 

struck" E'V' ENEMY FIRE AND IMMEDIATELV 

i,)UT| £ HnVERINS OVER A SANDY CREEK B-iD A"PRO.,.MA.E-'r .. 

■ 'oo^;e TH“iROUND. MSN BEGAN JUMPING OUT., '-V 

IN THE MIDST OF NORTH riSTNAMESE ^^^ULAPS. ^^HE ^ 

■ ROSE AND ATTEMPTED TO LAND AT 'HE. LI. • ■ ■ -• ^ , Ic-* tup 

BURNT*^ AND EV-UODED. tme REMAINING NINE AIFCF'APi HNO L-Fi 
S^ rUE TO OTESsi MU*0 -IPS -RISR TO the THEy_EETL.HNED 

TU DQNB HA AND WERE IMMEDIATELY RE3E!»L0', -ED 0 MOTH.. • * ..-G_ 

WITHOUT TAKING MUSTER.; 

LA.'E“ WHEN. THE INTENSE GROUND FIRE LET UP' AND THE 
H“' ICOPT“R HAD COOLED. THE REMAINS OF A NUMBER OF PER-?NS 
REC0';E‘?“D BUT THERE HERE MOT THIRTEEN. , ?n‘ 

WEEK AND WHEN NO ONE RETURNED. 

THE RECOVERED REMAINS 

•UNKNOWN' REMAINS WERE BLOWN UP AND SUPS , TTJ ED THE . M.G. -Nj. 
EVIDENCE WAS MANUFACTURED AND PLACED IN TH-- C- .- . 

FACTS PRESENTED T0/U8ED BY CIL-HI 

IN THE YEARS TO FOLLOW. ONE FALSE REPORT AFTER ANOTHER WAS 
FURNISHED TO ME~ TO COVER UP THE INCIDENT, WHEN (.aSE 

pPEggHjTco the "BACKGROUND INFORMATION" ON "^HE INCIDENT ANj. MARK 
SeNNIS- physical CHARACTERISTICS. THEY WERE GIVEN MUCH OF THE 
'•"ISINFORMATiaN' WHICH HAS BEEN GENERATED. . IN ADD.T.ON. WHI-.- 
'EPTAfN “ACT5! WE““ USED “ROM CFFTPTAL PE“0“TE <WH!CH S-PPCP ED 
m IDEN'IFICATIOn'. OTHER FACTS IN runcE SAME REPOPTS '.WH;CH 

' DISPUTED the IDENTIFICATION) WERE WITHHELD “ROM thE BACKGROUND 
INFORMATION USED PV ClL-HI INVESTIGATORS. 


TUP pftrTS generated BY CIL-HI AND OTHER GOVERNMENT EXPERTS 

SHOW BEYOND ANY REASONABLE DOUBT. WHEN ^’^?hA'“^THE 
AND CORRECT “HYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS 0“ MARK DENNIS. THA, THE 
?ESAINriN OUEiriOf! COULD NOT P0S3IEL'' BE THOSE OF DENNIS. 


# 


MAJOR FACTS IN DISPUTE 


height ; , CILHlr" ■ . CH^.WEY r j 4 h 

^nFPEin:..5: , ■ ■ 

HINKES ^ b''.^ ■^>- T:7". , BAEV * t3.S" Tn 5/1" 

' BTRKSY *« •it.'' */- :,T" ' 

. ’ 66i? 1.3" 

■ 67,4 *i- '1.3" ' - 

; 4,7. 0 -7. y.94.. , 

MAPLES * OVE^' i*'" 

kt,b *•- l.T" . . 

ANSEL » *>7" TO t®’’ 

C'ALETQhJ * 69", , 


HEI3IIT 
(OF DENNIS' 


CHARNEV * <■•'• 

FANIL V » .?i" TO : 


PERSONNEL KILLED IN CH46 
HELICOPTER CRASH. CH46 
USES NON-LEADED KEROSENE: 
JP-4 OR JP-5. 


LAB fEPCRTS SHOW BODY 
BLOWN UP WITH AMERICAN 
GRENADES AND BURNED 
WITH REBULAR GASOLINE. 


NAVY REFOPTS NO ID TABS 
WERE found on DENNIS IN 
THE RECOVERY PROCESS. 
NAVY S"’ATES THEY HAL'S 
NO IDEA HOW' THE ID" TABS 
CAME TO BE PLACED IN THE 
CASKET OP WHEF£ THEY HAD 
COME FROM. 


ID TABS WERE FOUND IN 
THE CASKET PINNED TO- 

the' blanket wrapped ' 

AP0Uf4D THE REMAINS. ID ' 
TA(5S WERE BURNED BY 
SMOKE FROM PAPER AND 
NEVER EXCEEDED 250 DEB 
F. the SIMULATED BURN- 
ING COULD HAVE BEEN 
ACCrMW_I9MED BY SIMPLY 
HOLDING THE TABS OVEF 
BUR^.'1^!G PAPER. , 


THE PILOT, THOMAS 
MC ALLISTER. STATES 
IN HIS AFFIDAVIT THAT 
MO CASES Cr SUPPLIES 
WERE BEIN0 CARRIED BY 
THE TROOPS BOARDING, 


LAP PEPDRTS SHOW THAT 
BURNED PAPER IMBEDDED 
TN THE REMAINS IS THAT 
OF A P4PEP USED ONLY IN 
THE PACKABINS. 0^ AMUN-' 
ITIQN AT THE FACTORY. A 
CASE OF GRENADES WOULD 
HAVE TO HAVE BEEN IM- 
V'OLVED IN the EypLDSION 
WHIRM OAMoncn the 
REMAINS. 
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MAJOR FACTS IN CISPUTE 'C'-'r' 



Ll'-iTED "11. LED' (■•'66. 
,!M -HE 'lA'."' H";!' 

?Ti-’''’Er :0!!LV 3.'; ''’'EfE 

"ILLEI' AND 
“HE :°S*. NI"' INVEST 
DETEPMIMSD OHLV (1 
(iicpp (■' ji_!.,£D Wr HE- 
CD'>EREU. T‘-E Nn'.’V -'>■ 
•DAY CLAIM’S 13 WE®E 
KILLTD '!!'• THE 

•:uc 1^7; J.JMC-C-* 7c- 

’='0RT e”A'’’SS All ’.3 
DEATH CERTIFICATES 
WERE COrPARED WIFH 
THE REMAIMSr THIS. 

WAS BE'^’OPE the 
STATE rSNT THAT ONL'', 11 

wepe killed. 



ciUfijMEF:. WAS A1 SO FIVE"' 

••r, IMP!- A-'V 


“0 -O'-ALLV rCN'C’ -ME 
S-'-ArSMEt'!'" Or -'-'S TM!.’ 

EYE WITNESS Dr 'HE 
®AnSSV?EP® OV FOI-RD THE 
AIPD^L-.FT. „'X'AS rTA-'ES • 
THAT ar LEAST Ti'JO MEN HAD 
.tumped . rE'-* OPE "■‘■'E CRASH 
INTO ENEMY "■£F:PITOP''. 

IT IS APPARENT TMftT AT 
LEAS"" TWO OF THE P'DDIES 
CDL'l.p ‘'••AVE rf.EW 
T^J T'.'r CPAS*-'. ' 


deC0"f®v navy s-fftTES ALL THE STATEMEK’T CF MEri: jnHtj 

' PROCESS REMAINS WERE REMO'-ED LA'' SHOWS T'-tc RfiriAlha 

• cFjQt.] Tuc A-IRCRAFT AT Of A” I.EAST TKD I^IERE 

- .OL'ANC TPlj Fl.Ctlf'-Tn - F-CWV FFCr DONS -3 TC 
Dnr.'O HA: FLOWN. -0 DA pHij BAl AND ■'•ENTP-IVEL'' 

Nang and tcn^-atively - fposeseed there, hf. I'Ias 

''POCEESED: FLOWN TO ASSIGNED TO DO THE 

PAISOM; AND THEN fi INITIA'. ID 0''' THE "■'■'O 

Tn -ur !j,e. f MFriCS !M'.^OL"Er. HE WAS 

. <7!_Q5r rcj^rr np 

rE'iNlS IK VIE-NA'". 


PROCESS PP fHE MA'.'Y NAV'f'Fr, k) pnoM the NA'.'^'ED H foRM OW 

EL!'*INA"ION ON DENNIS 9^^-?= tu£,t DENNIF W-^S ?I)M'^L£-ED^ 

r-ivic-^r-c tnDEV’‘I='!C 4T!C'''' SFrppc rry (iv? PF T*-:* 

WA? MADE CM ALl OF THE OTHER D=D=A«fD ngpc 
qthE® "SCEASED with ONI '’ IDE'.'-IFIED. CUlLEPS' WAS 
n^MN’T P'^MA'rrr'F id mot completed '..MTIL *9 

MP.C.' reTpn;_iSHrD t,.i thA"- I'4VS AFTER DENNIS. THE 

' DENNIS FAMIL'.' W^S 

Mn-ipTCP gr THp death 
-HF- rr »E‘^np£ THE 
C0Mi='LE''10N OF ■’’HE ID. 
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MAJOR FACTS IN DISPUTE 

-Ari:'-, • ' • 

-V... r. ; . ■.:>T:.rjnopr^'^pp vr. n.-' ' 

=£MhIN? HINKES - 2-,:;. . .;.^nz.c^,e:e■,|^nTnl;,^ td ^ 

-HARNEY ® "■ 26 ABE AS. NE DO NOT ALL ' 

, ■ ■' RHV?!CALL’L 

' 'H£ SAf^F. PATE. thuBE ■ 

PT-r,- LL'.4 - 2®..0 VARIANCES A^E THE Ey-. 

• TREMES. DENNIS WAs'l 9. B 

vcftpg 0 ld. in each c^se 

"HE BDVERNNENT. Ey^ERTS 
CAME U® WITH AM ABE 
CL'TSIDE THE EX“REMES 

Sir THEN DETepMT..|ED“jT 

'-JAS Close f.NOMBH FOR 
dSnnis. YQ'j rq NOT use 
. known VARIANCES AND 
THEM ADD TO IT : 

® MEETINB BETWEEN DR. MA®LES, JOHN POSERS DP 
MDNSDL0;D charnel AND^MVBELF IN NOVEMBER OF nP.* 

Ai - though BOTH 

xo^IDENC. FROM THE REMAINS TO BE ABSOLUTE' v 
POSSTTIVE IN THEIR OPINION. THeSfCrL BOTH AOR^?n 
WOULD NOT BE DISCLisSED pURTHER AT TH= 
MEE.INQ. ! ONLY BRING UP THE POINT AS THE aUESTinw 
“ « TO WHSSE THESc>e^,!.S 

TEETH BP. MAPLES AND DR., ..c'hARMEY AGREED AT THE ABOVE 

teeth neither prove nor Die»RO\'E 
^HE IDENTIFICATION. AMY FURTHER RESEARCH IM TMto 

AS T^E FILLK ''?SoJh hH 
MOW BEEN DESTROYED CILHI. " 
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FORMAT OF THIS REPORt 


■ . IN ' N'JC'H AS ’ AN A LAVTAf IM Pc^OPT '.'“JCH Ai' 
THIS. : HV'E |f’TEHF,"fEr'. Tf? PRESEM? THE SVirEMEE IN EUIV VA WAV TH^T ■ 
IT tcIL'-’ BE A? EASY AS r'CSSTBLS TOP THE 'EAUEP tq 'JMDERE! ■•I'lr 
■ Qinn-rec ■ ^MD THE REFERENEEE FRON 'WHICH THEV ARE 'AKEM, IT IS ALSO 
LIKELY THAT . I HflV'E REPERREI TO A REPORT/ CCNEISTiriC L'T’ A nL'NSE OF 
DCCJHEK'TS . THAT NAY h.<aT BE IR !■-■£ SANE' '3?,2‘JEl-.!CE AE THE SpNE , 
COC'JNEMTB ''pESEMtE? ov OTHER SOURCECL TH !?• PEbRoHRE IE' NI'.'nqDrT^ro 
IN 'HE CENTER OF EACH PAGE. THE NL’NBERI^'S' O'" p'AOES FOR ' 5'’ECJ='IC 
PEROP'" ARE DONE CM THf ).i}WEP 'RISHT OF EACH PAGE. ' . SUCH '^.S 
C'.f C. THE ADBEND'JNS ARE NUNBERED ON THE UPt'ER RIGHT nr EACH PASS 
AMP ARE PRECEEOSn BY AN 'S'. SUCH AS A-S^, . , 


Oucter are rrej-arited, :r th: 

rii:': If ''Jic TEC.YA*' 


'fefererces \i 
T PI-GP-J i . i 


T.HIS PEEPONEE TO CIL-HI REPORT PCSID-SS Is INTENOII’ TC TEAL 
ONLY WITH THE IDENtIFTCATICN, IMFCRNPTICN AS ‘^Q ' WHETHER NARK 
'DENNIS IS ALIVE TODAY OR W'^S. AT GOME DEtERNINED RCIN"^ IN TINE. 
HAG MOTHIMC to DC. WITH THESE IDEMTIBICATinv ppoGL'ED'J^Es .AMD IS 
THEREFORE. ONIT’ED. 


.THIS RESPONSE WAG PRODUCED Br' RESPONL'IMG TO itenS WITHIN THE 
ClLrH! AND OTHER INDEPENDENT AND ■ SOVERNNENt REPORTS. SINCE NOPE 
THAN ONE »EPSaV f"AY M.AVE USED THE SAME IN'='ORNA’'TaM IN BOPfi'JLATlNG 
THAT REPO'^’T. THepr DU'^LICATION WHICH . CAVf'C* BE HELPED. I 
HAVE !i”‘"“;nPTfr/ “C SRC’JP T^iOEE QUOTES' TOGETHER ''il*'-' ONE RESPONSE 
WHERE POSSIBLE. 


^^PTER- RESPCNDINB to CIL-Hl' (TOES-SG. i HAVE RESPONDED JQ 
^THEP' CCCUNENT5 bRO\':DSD BY THE NAVY 0''EP tub YEARS. ASAIN. THERE 
15 SO^E DUPLICATION BECAUSE CIL-Hl USED ONLY ®3PTS OF THE OTHER 
DDCUnENTS AND A RESPONSE IS NECESSAPV OK “HE REMAINDER OF ^HE 
DOCL'NEL'T ' S ? , ®E''’'90NAL CON' .'ERS.AT IONS ARE KE*'t f-f c NININ'JN EXCEPT 

WHERE THE'' HAVE BEEN DCCUNENTED BY Tpr v;,vY fjR CIL-HI PERSONNEL 
'NOpT oT UHIC*'' AR" IMCOR.SEC'LY ST,A"E''" . 


CON''_ET 1 N5 THE ABOVE 
'IC*^ IS M'" OPINION OF 
DED IN THIS RESPONSE. 


C0",PLETED a 
."ITS B'^'SEC ON tue 


I THEN ’VI3H-LIQHTED' THE pfiParae.rtDMp afjn e-roTfMrM-j-o j i.(p;'„'E 
QUOTED AND.'Or, Dlr'P'UTED IN THE »ES®ONSE. NHEr; THE PEAPCR LOO'IS AT 
THE DlSF'JTEi: <-'RE:^S WHICH ARE MARKED. IT EASY TO UNDERSTAND WHY 
T 0.2NN0T r.CCE^'T THE IDErriFICATIC'L' OF THE REMAINS AS “HOSE OF 
MAR.' V. DErinis. 
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DEETRUCT I ON OF EVIDENCE 

-i.ir; nr r- 'DSNCE COHSIC''UNG er'^mUMG :N T'^'; :■ CAS'-GT 

.pr-P'-rr .' tv"' W' ^ANIL'' 'N ' HAVE, DrCN :“HC PCIMt OF,., 

' e'c-e--. <3, -nOTH:i;iITH TWO FILLINGS ''EMA.'NF.D rv THE SKL'LL. ^TWO 

.•ITUPP ■ tK.c-r •■>=:' .■'F'=‘'^H .»ir;PP .A'..ED P'^'ESE'-'T l-HICH MERE LESS OF A 

nTcp-iTC. 'Tur '7i;-HT laB. . ALONG W I'M THE l.I'^E .COnsr- CCR''"3^AT!OM. 
those TC DESTROY ’HE FILLED TOOTH TC OBTAl?' P'-'L^ FOP DNA ^ TE-TS^ 
THE TWO CTmF>,.ETE impacted tEE^H !''GFF MC'’F: '-IHEL'-' TO ' 

•.'CEDED MA''SP:AL AS THE'.' WERE NOT,' PRE’.'IO'JSL’' OF: ILL-ID OUT . INSTEAD. 
T^E OHF. tooth I'! ''I3P’J’'E »>JA3 OEsTRCYSD. 

f^r'-TiMnL'' Tur i_F!r- PIIMUP WAS PPOI'EN TOTLLY INTO TWC PIECES. 
ntiF ri'jii" OF 'twf" FF^UF HAD BEE'i BURDED B'JT HO* T'-iG COMPLETE 
f A, '^E-VECT H 7 WAS ' 

,A''AlLARiE 70 kr ‘rrOMRLETF. rEASUKEMEMT. 

mttu t tcc CODEC CORPORATION. CHOSE TO DEeFROY. • 

pv nj-— .-ir. p section out of thf bone. RE NOT:D GV DR. 
-iksB “HE SECTI.O^- NAS THEM "'FVER USED. THAT BONE -lAV N^VER 
BE Mr;isticso WITH “•'E ACCURACY IT ONCE 'WAG. MANY OTHE^ 9DNES WERE 

AVAIL''BLE from the remains. 

ALtHOURH the REMAIMB were RECEI'JED BY CILHl .J.Tlf 

e..,. ni nr . 2 i-A-F-» 9 v AND THE LEFT FEMUR WAS NOT SECTIONED. UNTIL 
ij ; ^COR. niLHI DID NOT SEE FIT TO MEAS"^:!r the. LEFT FEMUR 

kpDRE 'T XAS SECTinfEr BY. Ll'^ECODES. 

thc above act? were EITHER '_ACK OF EXPERT C.^PADILITY. 
ETUP’DITV. DP -AH INTENTIONAL ACT OF DESTRUCTION- OF EVIDENCE, 
^rrpp ppantwR ywE PEMATNDER ..THIS PESPOHSE- YOU BE THE JU-i-. 

missing RECORDS AND FILES 

TupnunHnir THIS RESPONSE I HAVE AnoPESRFD NUMFF’Oi..'? FEPOPTS 
i,jMjnu'i.tspc Lieco 2'' TKE U3M OVER the YEAt-=. TO OOC'^EN'T ST^TEME^S 
T.i 'VnPD^-^nuni.-! .-c •iHIC'-' HTW DP n5t O'* I FT SM? •''E'-'ER DID EVIE’ 
“-:Tr.'c.nr™TL ftT ^.Mrc. U! ^r.ri^V.. tuc r^TTpr ORIGINAL 
F"r>E "nK MAR'' •'EMMIS WAG REMOVED FPCM tHE S'. LOUIS APCHIVES IM 
nr^cMPEP OF 1RS7 AND •JG'.'EP RET'JPMED UNTIL IT MYSTERIOUSLY ARRU'ED 
iri’~TH'^ “.AIL IN S’. IN PECEMCEF OF IFF}-?, MO ONE HECMS TO 

KNOW fiy’ w'JQ OF !•)«'' “HE RECORD? 'WERS REMOVED Ei'CEF'T THAT IT WAS 
RDMEOhF ■■■:twIM NMPC. no REOUESTB were pending SITHEP from MYSELF 
■ Of rrt.'S='ES5:0H.AL REPRESENTATIVE AT THE TIME THE. FILES WtRs 

REMOVED. "’when I RE/IEWEE -^AR'-S RECORDS IN tmE ^'P^SEMCE OF MR. 
JOHN ROGERS IN ND'-'EMBER 0^ 1968. 1 FURNISHED HIM MAfJI 2c 

pbtnp C 0 FP=^ 5 P'’|- 1 T''‘MTF FR'TM THE NAVY WHICH WERE MlasING FROM . .E 
CT, ? 5uc prE=.' EITHER NEGLIGENCE. HAD BEEN 

ci"i»T?D MMPf' A9=L'H‘*' SOME STATEMEN’S MADE eV tuc mA"'' IN thE PAST 
.-FRe'“«AS«^D ON MB^NFORMATION' AND NOT FACTS SINCE NO RECORDS CAN 
oc cr,r.SD‘TnDAY TO SUPPORT SUCH STATEMEMTS. THE OUESTIW REMAINS* 
"WHY iiAF^ F'UCH •MISINFORMATION' PRESENTED TO AND USED BY ClLHI . 
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!•^(3EE.rr• TH; t ‘---ir ' T^, .ur 

-up. i- r,,rv.| 


RECORD DATA-.nicit uffl? . flr d Miar.inn "•it-acnr."' ' : 

(P’A3E.32 DF'12:. (s-OQB) " ‘ 

s p.;;;!a€' ‘ ’"” S'4'isr»'ii.“iwii 

S :;. ‘'.^'fsre'^'',, BUT:n, := IIOT CC-F5C7 Cf.«tB 

^E, WA- ,..F..D, .PJ r.-.'r.F'V COMPASIEPM OF HE33HT IN THE DIL'Hl FEPORT. 

TM D£^4NI'3 S3 THE MOST DISPL'^c':' 'MirnpMaTTnn 

IN the f:E30F::<3 AND FFPPFTg Ppnn,jrra BY THE NAV^ .-‘i Li • Wj^rc 
the ’946 iNCinENt t The CIUHI oFopp- Ol-jftgpE'^s’w’TM NAVY^Own 

w ;,q5f DIS«£OES WITH 

FOlLOWSs^ ■■■^°^'"‘ .;^= ,H£-SHT DIECFSeAMClEE fiPE FAPTIALLV AS 


• 1. SFge DATED 2.'A/tiL LI.3TS A HEIGHT OF 67 ’'4" nr> ao i ->aii . 
>?■ "*N WfilTINS 4? 1/1 nniciNE 

- I'o yjS. ITl"'' SeEoSCS SHOW HfiSK lEHHIS- mftqht. «t 

FOO’'B/1LL ROOTER FOR THE iO-M 
AT ^TUC ABe "■■'^“ As 5 '10". THAT MEASUREMENT WAS A' SO 

.JctJ,:!, Sipp.^p^Jr'* ™ the . REO'.'E 

S^OW 0SHI/r«si™,I,B'?J43S'"’— TWO SIHRLY 

opooI^i^^lRiysssyy®-™™^ 

^.15 ij c.'.pp.rahlt Nith th»t of 

ar^outh B ^ctjt f.JIniMs -^cr an art ic} oattd 

»•«» ri. Aaari'zan aaltt frov ae* 17 to 1<^. 5 

I haictt rf Pannis. 4 Ftt 64. »a, 67 

i cccu-pad I? Tyjv 6i or about 

«y*A9 ^ »««/u-fpfRt. t/»# hnaAt 

0 -^ iF.D" (Ai,s ca) is astablithad. 


t 
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TWE APO'"; •'P'-'M"!.:'. THE HEIGH'' Pr 7 / '.1 ' ''i' F'''"'--'' 

. FOF. L'ENNIE. ■ L JNE OF THE E:T!"A“-’E‘ 

Tl-;t; FAMI1.V AM!' F^'t.ENrE ■.'"'''.GF.r .A-O.-F '“HTP' l|?‘-i, 'S ■''- 
rTATEMENT AMD "HE rWOTOERAF!-!:.: CVALUAT ."i^N :'•=■ 

CQLORAr'n STATE lJ'‘ir‘.'E‘':S!T‘i'' •‘l“'■''*’• TH®ri;5H A-"'-"' ■. 


the HIS INVESTIGATTOM F'E='PF-T DATED 1951 ?'£■ TEE 

wa;f t' zauzti.riar, "^O" tj.' J (■"H?.5 TH HA.DE ''9 
ETr-vtsmeNT OF Fpcji, 

IN ADDITION. -^HE REPORT STATES 

. . . .t,-htrc:T; ^is:c':t ' tisj iP, . . . '.ctE"? OF 

121 ! A-n?’. 

6. THE FEFOPT OF DF. MICHAEL CFIAPMEY. DATED 2« lULY V 
STATES '■ 


of ftat he isht.f (>■.-042) 


'•?r) i "?9* ti.'i (.'r filttir a r;/*' 


DP. ■ CHARNEy MADE THAT STATEMENT AFTER “E'.'IEWLMP THE 
MANY photographs OF FAMILY ME^PERS WITH MARK. T^E HEIGH'" 0^ 
THE OTHER FAMILY MEMPERS IS NOT ONLV KNOWN. DR. CHAPNEY HAS 
PERSONALLY MET MOST OF THEM PRIDP TO COMPLETING HIS REPORT. 

7. CILHI CHOSE TO IGNORE ALL THE ABOVE AND DETERMINE THAT 
THE 67 1/4" HEIGHT COULD NOT BE A MISTAKE AND. FURTHER. THAT 
MARK DENNIS DID NOT GROW IN HEIGH" FROM PSS !7 YE'PS. ^ 
MONTHS TO 19 YEARS. 10 MONTHS. 

SUMMARY OF INCIDENT 
PAGE 40 OF 121 t A-093 

AMDTHFR 'MlSlfFORMATIOM' QUOTED "IS CDf'TAIMED IN the '‘SUMMARY 
OF INCIDENT" WHICH STATES 

....but uJtisataJv aiJ .-taairu -a (iroa 

thp craj6».,.. (paqc a-;v pc j2i., A-0«3> 

» 

IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO REMO'/‘E "HlRTSENdT.) OEM'^ilNS PPOM Tpr 
CRASH WHEN AT LEAST TUJD 12) HAD .'UMPED l.N ENEMY tcdc-itoRY pRlIp*::. 
TO THE CRASH. THE GUMNEF. GARY ALAN LUC'JS. WAS INTERVIEWED BY NIE 
ON 2 OCTOBER 1981 AMD STATED 

1 sin an irdii'tdua! run off the a-'t rate of the 
nrJiocooter and his z.’rthsr.o nas soorinc. . . .2 set> a 
lar.ond sar. iumo T-cs tba aircraft. <P(\QZ lOT 0^ ICl: 
A-156) 


ALTHOUGH LUCAS THOUGHT THE AIRCRAFT WAS STILL AT 1200 ^££1. 
HE WOULD HAVE HAP DIFFICULT'' SEEING AS THE PILOT STATED THE 
AIRCRAFT WAS FULL OF SMOKE AND MO ONE CO'Jl D SEE TO LAND T^E 
HELiCCRTFR. THE PILOT. MC CALLISTER. ALSO SEATED HE "DROPPEr tlKE 
A . ROCK" WHEN FIRST HIT AND RP'JS^^ED ^HE TPEETOPS. NIS ALSO 
INTERVIEWED MARVIN A. WEENICK. A WITNESS ON THE GROUND. AND 


11 



j 'f'C*. *c ;«!c ^‘'5 fie:'.; ccrittr ari 

, f. , '^■: ■■^-. '■-•''•■ihii.iij: czcr'Ui',^ tiii, f. ,, , 

pf."/,:''; ?■:•; f !.';*■ .tftf NfJ ; 7f,.-*pr e'*'*fl,“, /i /<(ii;- j*-')-" >•.. ' 

■ ^ •' ha:'r ..‘'■pfr »ftsr''*'‘:s 

■.ac< .•s./rr..*(:v t.'.r .>«i'«;, Scffir-rtr. si Pccia^., ’a" 

■ c.'irrrpa- Kh<'T9 .'>,-.>f.(.*j.-.r, • ,.j .m., .V.yj 

■ , ,, ^ 'K^re^ ' ;:'f'03! '. f^ct- 3(V ' V-fir ’^0 

T‘it.:> »jbJ >;jfp*-,5w. .,?c.'-r.''r. 

.,r’.*r ."f/ S •Jry :ri>tl. .'r, s .'r' 

■ ij- jw ’ * ''a.', tmt f;'»''es(!‘:t 

'^cr, ::r:3>r -entra; />f 

i.— the VIESMTCk IMTSRVISW. TH«r 

t':; LEfT -h: srENE vis the cry c'Se sS: H^iMr^Mss 

=TH.-.,n TO ME, -hat ND ^CnrES were founD 0^< THE WAV OUT, ^ 


ccrntilcri^ ^5*^'''^ T'EM.ATNS: THI^TEEr? OOULC' wQT Hawp pnPM 

’■iRfiTiij; renS, THrcWsHr '*■" ■''-""’sr. into e«ie-y 

FACTS/INFORMATIDN 

=’ASES 41. e2 OF .!2': A-'iRA. 09! 


It . >^i3 alsf^ nct9(}__thtit us(n ^ir,t I rti-isw of -si-.s 
•'"fi?J^^-*f;c tfra, ratczfir; ‘>».' * :;,;?*».•• n^uf^io 

-'-S *!^^=’2FT • the fj:* r^pncT states 

ht ssw two r2‘ ,: .•.■•^'i’- ^-ia.*? k*Tr 


30 OF 44: A-OOB) ' 


<■> t.**? •: "3 r, *;.... '“^AiSE 


n. T" ihat Dir. fo) vOMr, 

'” ^ *'•■•’■ thiptesk* death CEPTIFIOATES WEFE issued. 

3 /J. DSJ wap dot ror.'Tj>.jv idaf!*tfier^ -n 

<PABE 26 0«r 44t A-2D4) -n 


....Tfts toll r.f tlevar, 

3/ PA5E 27 OF 44j A-22!) 


, '. titJ.'', ■ 'F'ABE 2'’',0'=‘ 44 r 'A-'i'D?' ' 

. , ■'HE ,F;-C!:'Sr'0L'I!D l^''FAf'31>-“i;Dt.' St.'tpj ■ 

..Tt-t C'-7z,^r.hf:Ti.o O'''f!C9r 1 •*■ (?P, 'T' T- ’ftts,“> 

,-,T '.TV,r.^f; »gn,;), TP ,3l. !'> T’l'-',' '.'r, '. . a* J 71 I ■• 71 : r, ; 

' ;■ 'Dp^''’jf,»'' a.fT^'.*'.i^'‘V’''' .'f i’. 

-7- i'i’*. 4’ OF 12‘r a'-oVaV 

WHE.'-J I , W.AB .2CMT<',C*E2 .pv FHOrC. ON APRIL "?■ '•‘3?«. .Y|,ip,,. .>c 

CD. PDBEPT LARSEN. .'AT THE ''EOUEST OF MP. JOHN FC'EERS; HE 
OISFOrEED WI'>'H THE ABOVE STATENEMT-J. HE STATSO THE FEMAIMH-'F 
HEl.I T0'‘-“"E='3 ■ RET'JF’HFI' '0 UDHS “« AND !MN£L: IA''ELy ®’'£I.'EPLD‘.'E1' 

tiHn';tf;r... Q c; Tpprii, HO '^'.'•’''SF Vt''? T,rl'r^t Ofj '-,•«' pjpl''”'‘-'> ''' '^'''''’*’'''' 

'■'■^ DOf'D H'^, BOP L.THSE': F'JF'HE'' STA'^ED HE TDNTrvi.tr'l.'EL^' '•P'’'f;r^' ^9!*' 
TAWV AMD WHO WERE KILLED IN "rHE CPA3K '-Op Tf'f'EE tiilv= 5 — 0, 

BDT AM OMPHEP. , . ■ ..tt- . r . ,.., 

A ••MEMDPAMO'Jf- FOP THE “EC:*"':" DTD 26 AU? L971 STP'EF 

"Etor LirX9', ic-n.yT idt>:se.i hi did not rars:: /-rc.-NTir 
hi”', dtrsor.&li'i c- his mhfrtstduis c'. If J'jJv. 'A-T!!,' 

... P,4Rr'-3P'A'>,l-' 4, STATES 

; Sut.^acuani '*■(' rovoi’a.'. ,-'.Ta;’’'T T'viji the Vo-'t 'fa arra' 
to the iii'isii'n •'.'sJ .■f \o!.oit!il si Pz .Mar,P f'captizm 
■ iT.dii'id'ihi i(ie'.t^•^.< r.ntiht; end i>-?' >•:? 

r«rti*'.;re««5 • ieith nas ezcozc-litherd. The rfrerte 
_ . ■ sida of :ert:fi:at9s oraDS-lid T'-*' iniro: fosl, 

rei'-'dad fata .'eeerfir.j csr:-js fiances a^d iha ^.•p^^,•> 5 l 
zdantificiti;;n....7,?iz ?t.. 

THE .AFFIDA'.'I'^ OF JOHN 1.?.'' 'A-E't*) DIS^’L'TES THE ABOVE 

P*^OCED'JPE, JO!*!'l '■•uS H.APS''r BEST .'FlENr IN '’IE'!‘M.c*1 ANT V'A" Arf^E' 
■’^2 ‘DE*''TI^'' THE RE‘^*'T’/r DF THE TWO MEDICS Of.' ‘’’H^ iRm"" w-'-*,; -up 
FEM^'NS A'^'P!"ED !'■'' ■■•".I. MO' T"PM’\‘G, ‘•’L’ -llr'”‘-EF Tpr: 

-T:”''.3''.'i CJEC^ID*'. HE "IZ‘'!T.Z- l^'•-■Er; ■'‘IE T'-V-'!;ET k''" E"^'Efjrr 

IN 190’’ IM '=‘Dr'' CD'. .IMS, :s I'IET'mhEP EE"' OF REfiMMS vro.;p7* ivrn 

H.ANDLEl' IN pi-".' .?AI IN l~tt. 

A LE''‘'EP FPOM BL'ME.D D''D 19 M.AF.CH 3,?7I STATES 

!t should ht -rted iurf'er thit :t^-,aour ;•■ ■.ccsfino 
zf ...r.vii.:7 . I’f.. . TE,:7.Tr:'f 

hf'sittid 3. 7 ,-*■.• a'".’ identif icct::''' s re : zzl i:ts I.’ 

c.-cj,— .roB.'are . . . ,5ri'. i:’; ,Dti furih.tr '>14*, «/-■ ihj> 

ider,t:fiist:(.!' . 'A-D4B> 


’^AHF: 42 hr I'o: OF the riL'-!’ REPORT LIETt T>;fr FASenirapps aji-r 
■‘‘‘^E T?" BCD'' "V.'NS'E^S ISMED AS ‘''HE ''EMAIf'' '•*■#>, O'^E'* O'- ’EON p 

IS 'Jp'^’.AREMT THE PEMRINS WSPE N?T "C:.h'JL7ANE''f:i.'’ AE 


ii9n 



CERTIFICATE OF DEAtH. NAVMED N 

•, Ax. pr M*;-!-' 

Q JECi'lCN? F''E'*l(*r?' Cn THE I''|. ’■MI'- , . 

T:Mc DT DE’T^^" 0':I3IM:''.LL'.' Wr'-.S LISTSr. s,S ?V../ eoc. tu|p' 

.RErrA'il I-! G'.IE5 T:W.j /the ''MEISHT'- IB LIS^Er-'Afl' A-* . .ilPWi .|4),ei.. 
WAS. •:*'£= the' "DATE' SZEMED” JB ' ’Srcn vr-.' i,)ucm . 

■^HE had alread*’ been HQTTFTrn' :f. ci jji’v 'rtr h:«’ 

"npjTtiii q'|.| I'r TIJ'. •' lEfri. ' "■ 

THE flDS"^ UNCOMy:HCI''IQ STATehEMt J3 THE 3F rfl.ry(v 

RElA'^IMO TD DEATH" which ETATEEi ■ ' 

ration -OJ' t-v a :‘rc,v i:i^h 

i'. '^riz-is ccnie.rrit:f- ;rt.. r-f;:ir-is irVii*.’ ■ rc.'/rrr.rrrr- 

xtoir-i ths ai-rrar'i-. raas.’s's lir a’;; 

c-f the r.thtr.iecetsed-tdih cr,:\pet>H:?rer:&iPir3 &: i crn 

Cid&i'Tr. IdKr.*:i;v MUS istaLl-shid iy’ thet tn-iyty,. 

IF THE above identity WAS HADE BY ‘^'PCICEBS OF Eir’INATION' . 
HOW COULD. HAPK DENNIS BE IDENTIFIED BEFORE OTugp iceMTiP’caTTnME 
WERE COMPLETE ? PAS5ENSER RONALD .KENNETH CULLERS ' WAS NOT 
IDENTTFIED. ’jriTIL 12, AUBUST IPfet (NAVMED N. CULL^pS. paB^ 
which WAS IB DAYS fiCTEP THE DENNIS IDENTIFICATION. IN FACT.* 
-1X(£) OF THE IDENTTPICATIDN3 WERE MADE APfEP THE •'V/f W,:' 

’?>5IiT ?5P..Of-.<L-Pa5IL\V.E..:irENT!F:cvAT •. pr figftTM 'ng"'KW~ ''rgMiTri 'e '' ' 

(NAVMED N-a ON DECEASED PASS^iERSTTferSTHR™ 

- PAGES. NA’.'MED lA DEG BS LTR}_ PA9ES A-OOl THRQU5H A-03i). 


14 
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PC® EtiS IC C'OMS'J'. T P.\'TS. ■ 


■ r-E ii.lroF'HATID''' A’.'t.iLtiS'LE.; i' 

.‘.wW..,’ r|Sv’; ospnpr, OILh:, / 4 ' ’’E ‘P 

r’MifT " I'cc.r Thi - utf , ii.vMnh ne I'HE' ZR-."' ■ ■•'•' : • 

‘lOfT ■ ui'ST rHC r-TP'.'.r'-;..D’;i .T 

•ZTCD'JD W-.C Tr.i-Etl ON 4'',V ’?.r 'p^SE ..p. PP ? . -'ir “tT'P''’. .■ : 

■ ■i.iM'?'' • P''i®Tuirr. O.'CSE ".".E rHR*?"”'’ .i.**".'-!/ ■•' . 

-ur n'TT^nc'rrrf 'THiy: pr'E •" ? '• 'z 

■'iTe-rv^ 2)' ?» !! S'"' ' .''•'PT . OMT ’’"v , DUES Z 

■" are A’-*-' i: tf /• -.T^, .. 

Vo..;:,i,r3r.,ri'J. "'PASE-D.or^ic^ 

the. - 

fjnCTC'Pl- RB'^TEP' yEV. NI-IV rN I'- •- Uu. ■' ■ ; • 

PRESENT NOT SENT. TO .THE f UHENSI:’- SREGi '^LiSTS P, , . 

, • ■ •^OTTCH^LT^E■CF Tue PEPO®-" 12 NE^L■ STA 

'.r'he-t irt ycit-tir r-' 

th'i* ‘ freaifent to. he 3or:ir:-'t !'/ is/e.. ur;.. .•.""■a 

criRsariarT on/v. (PAGE ?■ OF J.2:r 

■ ' iiM' 'AnniTinMAL LEtTP®' Dp COPPSSPDMPPNCE NAS EUBHIT^ED '"0 MF. 

. ...u, SSg 5 rrr:m E»^ rS-.SSTSr. »SE^^ IfH- ■.STTEr-. 

’ sTA'cs.. In' pap''s '' 

T Vc- t,>t wfuH tc if), ffcic ?rr# Kpr/f t-TA 

Sill fyiclfs c*Ti oet SOIX9 -.on the 
, teeth.. The sliahth.- ci^feriT>t . ir^oler 

the *r/t#- «r<f the '•.rioirel sortnnf.teii,.red:ocrezh.x 
•jn'r.'rtt:r>i.te.. OJHDERLININE MINE? '.SEE PAGE A-:»6' 

this DDES NOT SOUND LIKE A POSITIVE Atj-TUDE TOWARD , IDENT- 
JPICATICN .FROM. A^' EXPERT. f 


FORENSIC OOONTOLO0Y REPORTi CILHl 0055-B8 

( ;•■ smith, MAJ.._. X>£i.J4S£i 

(PAGES IE THPOUBH IF OF !2UA-0iS THROUGH A-O^.;? 

THP ^riNaUSlCNS. SUOH PS. hARKEVLT ^IIILAR . NC ip^SSOLVABLj 
p;?CFPP4Vri.FS AND IS HOT INCOHSlTJm HHH DO MOT MAKE AM 
rDEr.'TJFICATION. 


THE interesting STATEMENTS .MADE BY SMITH AGREE VIITH MY 

fTATEMENTS MAD^ ABO’.'P t\'HSN HE BAvSt 


IS 



RECORD OF IDENTIFICATION PROCESSING 


■ (PAPES 20 THROL'PH 2" OK I'.'!*.?' A*072 THPr'.'PP 

MS HIrlKES SHO!'!S THE MA’DF, P^F'TION 0“ LE^T FTMlT; MISS^FXf 
ON HEprCHAPT :~’G Df’ THE piMAlMi. VET ^ic’EP? Tp jHE PO^TZOM ON PAGE 
23 AS Thi z.-rtsricr .'••cf ..‘’ff’,' ■,• sBztio^9/i. 

fr‘}z iht -Isj'''’-' ^rcrhanfe'" t j.^rr , IN 

AOriTIO'N. ALL GTMER’ RES’OR’^S REFER '^0 THE LENGTH OF ’^HE • LEFT f( 

PCMIJP, HMrcH WiCS :n TWO PIECES VSEFOFE 2 ILH! CL'T a' SECTION O'JT.- 

BL'T “HE »1ECE3 FIT, tqsETHEP FORM A COMPLETE PONE.. OP. CHARNEV 
HeASUCEO ■^HE COMPLETE LENGTH At CM , AND . DR. MPPLES STAGES 
■■'I recc'&feiJ-': '■t'ivir.ti! ' C cea?L'"C»fr.'t ziii : ior the , 

.'Sfc,r.-»y’5 9-f thit: I *-'i ■'jt.'-t , 0C‘5.r-?f ■:a5? •'H'.iBU 

T'*-, .-itr.'s/. oasc 2 tV f.' :-arters';f. :. 'A-!“7) 

MS HINI'.E? THEN ran, ?f.V *.*?« 

’■•Tinur,.. *0 STftTcp 3,^1 pflpp 21 DP 12.1. WHY WAS A SMA'J. PORTION OF 
Tur CTRtJT CEML’P MEASURED WHEN P COMPLETE ..a’EFT ®EMUP VIPS 
AVAILa'fLF '■ “VEH AFTER “HE LEF'^ FEMUR WAS SECTIONED '•^CR DNA “^ESTS 
S'' Ll'^E CODES. T»-'E PEMAIMING 3ECTI2M WAS M'.'C*- LAPC-EA THAN THE 
pTRUT srMijc. JEOI’ON USED. THE Dr'^'^E’^E''CE IN MEAr'-'F;I'’'S T!^S SEGMENT 

1 ®?"D THS ENTIRE FETU®' IS THE ®'JJS MINUS “AC^OP OF ER®OR. MS 

'•'ZNVE? USED SE2NEN“ 3 WHICH SI'-'ES a PLUS 2“ '^!’’'’JS ’^ACTOP OF T.C. 

IM T“H.ER HP'T'-:. ’"-lE -E“r'.l>"S C^!') ^ *'^C'M tT. ®'' “Q "D.®". "HA“ 

'.'nurn.-c ri03'‘ gr 2'JP SER’’!CEMEN. T!-!E PLUS O': MINUS '‘ACTOR 0*^ 

ENTiPP CE^-Mo measl'PEHEMT IS 1.3". JN O'^ii® WOR.CS. DR. OHARnEY A 

AMD "P. MftPLES PUT THE REMAINS AT iE.3" TO d'7.9". AGAIN. MARK 
DENNIS IS RC" TALL. 


MS HINKES ESTIMATES THE AGE AT DA."* VSAPS '>'JJS CP ’"inl'S <'.7 
VEARC. Tl'IS G ‘VES’ AI! •'>0® PETWSEN ?C.- AMD 2r. MARI' WR: IS. 9 ''EARS 
OLD. 



USIMO ■"'^F. E''“'^FMES 2“ MS :-IMKSt ES'^IMATES. T*^S REMAI^IF ARE 
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■ t.-rs.urvc.s ' Tur. •yoij7W!.*ijt_ 2T.A“EME''" S'* MS' V'lNV'ES . , J3 

STAFF REVIEW SUMMARY 

®AGE? ’C*'. THROUGH 20 OF lOl'rA-DT’’ '^HFOUG'-' A-''r’ 

. Tj.^ ■^EFTIR'' is NOT; POSSTTlVE Win-i ?T®TFnEN.TS SUCH AS 

■C/.'Bsa-i?':'* <^''P 

'■r<cibJT,o.:.,tt.st AS. Or.'CU^'ENTED/EARL IE'‘. , THE 

SIOLOaiCAL. DE''EPM!MAri:MG,Wg?iP,.N';!T CpNS^F^EU''' UITH THE ®H‘-‘S1 CAl 
DEECR iPTIONS OP HM“ DF.WNIS I, 

■ THE "STA'^E.MENT of IDENTIFIC.ATinM" . PE®INN’''G O'" PAGE Cfi OF 
’*’1. IP R'LLED WT'H pP''ON~-'-*S S7.^‘’'EMEH“5. ‘'‘HS. "P''CV3P0'JND" STATES 

’ *’ cf § 15 Jviv 

' .. . ■ 

.A? DCCL'MENTED EARLIER. PEPG0N2 . TUMPED PRIOR “'"O THE CRASH AND 
COULD NOT HAVE BEEN ABOARD 'SEE LUCL'S. P'>GE ft-'V-.'. 

AGAIN. THE PIULOBICAL IMFOPMATIOM USED FDR DENNIS WAS 
ERRONEOUSi , ■ - ^ 

THE EVJPE.WfE IS ERRCNEOUG. THERE WAS NO 

COMPANY MUSTER IMMEDIATELY A^TER THE ACC I DEN^^. THE INCLUSION 0® 
fnztnBTT rtstfRiatJ. leav?.-* nr thzt V. .'’EWIf 

jjsj zhca^d thK S.-.cn.it, a.vcJ^-i'rP.", IS IN DIRECT 

CONTRADICTION TO ' 'THE ?>'£ i'iltNESS PEFORT- OF. '.’JCUS (A-1S4'J. IN 
FACT. THE REMAINS IN OL'ESTION DID NOT GOME FROM. The HELICOPTER 
OH CRASHED. WHICH IS DISCUSSED ELSEWHERE IN THIS FESPOMEE. 

DENTAL REPORT 

DR. LO'WSLL J. LEVINE. D.D.S. 

PAGES 29. 30 OF 121 A-0B2.A-C'53 

DP. LEVINE'S RE®QPT AP®EAPS TJ 5E MORE OF A REVIEW OF OTHER 
PEOPLE’S PEP0PT3.' EACH OF THE OTHER REPORTS IS ADDRESSED HEREIN. 
THF.cEFQP. I HALE ADDRESSED THEIR REPORTS SEP.APATEL'^ . 

ONE THINE 13 0" IMPORTANCE IN THIS REPORT. DR. LEVINE STATES 

THOSE "CIRCUMSTANCES" APE 0UE3TI0MED . THROUGHOUT THIS ENTIRE 

REOPONptr. 

FORENSIC REPORT 

DR, WALTER H. PIRKBY 

• PACES 31 THRDUGt^ 34 OF 121 1 A-09« THROUGH A-OG^ 

aCREED. DP. CHAPNE'"S LENGTH OF THE LEP' 'FM'.'R READ 44.3 cr. 


IV 
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,y~ -Prr,:M 2 , r.jj, ru.'-'-: Erv>='':‘'T‘5. 

1971 WPAFB/ SMITHSON I AN REPORT 

S'l'iiVE: "rK-pUSP ;22 0^ ; :21 r ' P- 1:.2 P- 1 «! ■ ' 

t'OEHI-ER ' *9 ! ’’’Ai'in 

^ur fcL-n,-;,p- ^J T 

‘•<6 •ar!!u:‘^ siy ihi? '■!;>■ ?.t- r'’ liar-'- '/., . 

r'tf-'iT. T''EM FCLLDI^VBY CTATINe Me.ca:' -nf';'’ ffiir. rVu?; 

r.i'uid 'ih.9* n* Harr y, 'C-^nr'is 

DP. J. 1AWREW7E a^^GEL ■ . ' 

IT IE DI'=''^TCU'.T . TD 'JNDEFSTAMD^ VP’.' DR. fMIPEL ETatE-J •> 

. '. J'uv.er-js .isnptv fi-t-r 32 :=ft suvcifstt. . . . WMF'i >-L 0T4ER RAPTIEE 
aper^ the MIJI^ER'JE IE MO'^ WHOLE AMD, PARTS ARE SURNED AWA'' <FA5£ 20 
OS’ 121 1 A“':i73>. 

THE FEM'je LEM3TH 13 CL'TTE VAFTADLE ' D®. ar>2El ETA'I'EE 

Ap"-«riisftr cuV... .HE DOES -GIVE A. STATURE 

BETWEEN 5’7'; AND 5’®" WHICH. IS TOO SHORT FOR A PERSON 6* TALL. 

ANOTHER JMPDR‘'ANT STATEMENT BY DR. ANGEL. WHO WAS CONSIDERED 
BY MOST TO EE JHS TOP EXPER’' IN HIS FIELD. . IS THE STATEMENT - 
Tftfiucfi t.*»e lirrt&l' fi-revT-tchtf. it> lz*9 a'^f 

• -. rPAGE •65 OF 121:-A-jn) 

ROBERT uli RALSTON. ID SPECIALIST 

ON pflSE St OP 121. MR. RALSTON ESTIMATED THE HEIGHT OF MARK 
DENNIS AT fP" WITH A FEMUR, LENGTH OF At.B rn. E''EN THOUGH HE 

STAR'^ED WITH 67 I'A" IM HIS CALCULATIONS RATHER THAN THE t9'l/2'' 
TO 70" MA'^k' WAS AT AGE 17. THE HEIGHT ESTIMATE AND FEMUR LENGTH 

CALLED OL'T JUST DO NOT MATCH THE REMAINS IN OUESTION, AT LEAST HE 

GAVE MARK AN ESTIMATED GROWTH FROfl TO 20 WHICH ALL ClLHl 

EXPERTS IGNORED. ALTHOUGH HIMKES STATES MARK WOULD HA'.’E BROWN. 
HAD RALSTON USED 70" IN MIS CALCULATIONS. WHICH MARK MEASURED IN 
HIS LAST veAR QP HIGH SOHDOL. the ESTIMATED HEIGHT FOP MARK WOULD 
BE 71 3/A", within 1/A" OF DR. CHARNEY'S ESTIMATE. 

PROBABLY THE MOST IMPORTANT STATEMENTS tADE BY RALSTON APE 
HIS ft/KHfiRW HE HAS COMPARED ALL STATISTICAL DATA ON THE 17 
PER3CMS BFC0MIM3 DECEASED; 13 WERE NOT ABOARD AT THE TIME OF THE 
CRASH AS DOO'JMFWTSD EARLIER IN THIS RESPONSE. IT IS INTERESTING 
TO NOTE that uf 1 h«-LTF9 THIS MAS NECESSARY. WH^CH ALSO TMPLIEG »E 
WAS NCT pOSSITI'-'E 0® THE IDENTIFICATION. 
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C-T^r.K.* ♦. ; - •' • ■ 

JOINT MEE.SAQE DTD 'l-T •‘iA''' ‘’7 


.'■'>•113 r.’fJ&AGr. r'S'-i. • t,-, :• s-e.^rjrrT -••c : i, ; q:, 'ihj 

■THE' Cr/JPH. • AG' '."'HE "E'SAri’ '■TATt:!.:, . !;a nf-w ; i 

(5 . - 1 rffri'.r .'S.f.ern ; hm 

■ IMFOPM^TION, TH'-T A Ml'RTEP ’.lAr IKNEr'I--"®’..''.' 'y-TE' Vl'if: vTuci. 

AIRCRAFT RETURNED tc.T'-ie ooirT OP’OPI?!'''. I" JVC'-’ jnj- (.-s 

NOT. AVAILABLE ,IN Jpt-' cIL pIL=3. WHY"F DIO IT taG!'.' iL'." '.FF-EaF; 
FPOM'-’-' 

NIS INVEST OF 1981 

PAGES 96 tH'-O'IGH )'}A OF 121: Arl^R '‘HROL'S’-i .VIT” 

ALTHOUGH THE EM" I RE MIS IMVESTICAT’Ori “^3 CALLED CUT EA^'LIRt 
IK THIS RESPONSE. IT IS 0= IMPOPtamCS "0 NO’I'E THAT THE RESULT^ CF 
THE . Ir'r/EGTIGATIPM AND STatEMEMTC OF FEP'JDNS. SURVIVING 'Th" CPASH 
WERE FIFNIFHE.P TO O.'L-'I AMI? BECAME A ••aF'’,riU-' nc -..-crN; PiF'CpT. ’? 
. 1 3 .E’>'I DENT “HE . 2 NF.rFM.'’iT t fir: W«'3 ■ ' ,V ” ’ I.7Mf’'rTn , 

DR. MICHAEL CHARNEY REPORT. 16 FEB 88 

PAGES 105 T^rrUGH HO 0®, 12,1: A“lil “’-'FOl.'Cr: A-V." ., 

ALTHDUSH 'THERE ARE ERPOF-’E IN thE CALCL'LATIOMB OF -lEIGHT OF 
THE PEMAIMR ON Tut?. OPISINAL REPORT. T|.tr HEIGHT OF MARK nEMfi:" 
WAS DOCUMENTED. AS. S ' 10" IM- THE M1AM1SPUP5. OHIO HIGH SCHOOL. 
football ROrTEF: SUBMITTED BY CHARNEY. th^T hftpht WAS ALS^ 

IGNORED BY CILHI. 

SUMMARY OF EVENTS IN CASE OF - 

MAF^ V. DENNIS, DECEASED 

(UNDATED AMD- UNSIGNED) 

F-'iSES' 111 T:|.PQ'JSH 121 OT 121J A-nl6A "HFOUGH A-l'i 

THIS APPsARS TO 5F A PPOPAGAMDA RELEASE 0® PRIOR U. S. ^:A"Y 
CHIEF OF' DECEDENT AFFAIRS, Pr•:AN^' ESKRIDGE. ^ A'.EO APFEAF’E TD BE 
THE SOL'PCE OF MANY statements DOCUMENTED CM TME 3.ACKGP0UND OF 
THIS CASE. ALTHOUGH NO EVIDENCE HAS EVER I-ESM OBTAINED THROUGH 
THE 'FPFEDOM OP INFORMATION ACT* t? SL'^popt THIS DOCUMENT. •w 
-ACT. MUCH C'p THE INFORMATIcin I HAVE CFTt.P.'ED DIBPU’ES STATEHEHTS 
MADE !M THIS DCCUMENT. THIS ’SUMMAR'" WAS SUBMITTED ^2 AND USED 
BY CILHI. IT had pREVICL'SLY BEEN SUBMITTED tq f'Jis AND APPARENT;. Y 
WAS USED AS SDLIRCE INFORMATION BY THEM IN IRBl. IT IS MO WONDER 
THAT this case HAS BEEN SO 'BCTCHED' WHEN EACH REVIEW IS 
SUBMI-TED the eAME 'MTSTMPORMRTtnM' ! 

THE 'SUMMARY' STATES ...but uJtiaate.'- aJJ rSB^tin.' ue-p 
racorartU. (PAGE 111 OF 12l! A-164)THAT STATEMENT TE IN 
contradiction to the STATEMENT OF THE GUNNER. LUCUS. WHO STATED 
PL JnWf^S.’'‘__Jwp PERSONS FVITED IN EMEM V TirppT-rnpy po-nP TQ _“HR. 

(PAGE To? 0P''l2!: A-iS5> TV’S S'JMMARY STATES Tc- :.cJ;.;«'c- 
tars orD^iJai... 'FAST IM OF 121: A-164' . ‘"HE 1?C1 rllS REFCRT 

STATES f'tira USMC tallaiipti ijriift nat bezns 
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^ 1 1 


:is‘ ^ .*• -r-si--- f" f."!.- J’ ’ 'f',* ‘'‘‘.‘C. 

d- co.' r. Robert >!,:>(:; 3~/'7hd hr 

OOL'l..:' i‘C'~t!i^SWEHS ON WHO OF' E"=N HOW HANV '4Z9~ HILLE:’ IN "HE 

CRArW c'Qi- ’■up^iT >'jY3 /'.ctitp TUjT ? '17 ; 

r'AEZ Z Z‘''iTZS’' i .’7 ra?£:'*'3 wer'f •"'t.'oi'i'r*'';'. ■ sr.f bx: 

. :rf ,5 ,5* D{>r 3 . H»: ani! , ... ,. .It., 

f tr £v- rtst: •■' j r'a^Fc,- 

i-v 3 r,T' .'CftnE. 113 0!]^ , ir.l: , s-'.V,’ A9;‘,1M. 

WITNESS JOHN LAV STATES BY fi^FiPAVIT THAT THE ALLEODEO, REMAINS OF 
THE TWO MEPIC'S WERE PPOCES'SED AT PHO EAl. NOT OAmAMG, 'PA-jE A-, 


P<iEE T ALSO ?Ts.rE;;.; tr-tu:-,' rr?:;--': , 

;fp’.ri'':cstii?r> t"' CZ' -.r-dctaarer.' o,'' , r^r:s::sJ 

. ch9rs7ii'’:stxcj. /PAPE JIT OF 12:. i‘. f'-lif:' MC 

SU3M ^'EOORDS Or AN . lO.VrJ MAPF DE'INIS HAS EVER BEEN LOW^EO BV THE 
. NAWi !' ■" , ' 

■ THE REMAINrSP .OF' THE REPORT IS ENTIRELY E'JRPOSITIOM. ■ 

CILHI 0055-BB CASE REVIEW 

WILLIAM, P. MAPLES.' PH. E. 

PAGES A-!Ti -thFOUBH P~17S 

IN GENERAL. . DR.'MAPLES PRAISES OTHEP-BOVEPNriEN.T ETPEPTS. ANO 
ATTACHE DF;. OHAPNEV. IT IS iNTEPESTirJG TO NOTE "^hAT SOME 0^ THE 
PRIOR P.EPOnT? HE PRAISES OTBAOPEE WITH HIS: STA-'Rrirrra HE MAKES 
ABOUT THE IF WORK IB ItJOOPREOTt AND HIE RSpGP'' IS MOPE IN ERROR ON 
THE FEMIIP HEIGHT FORMULA THAN DP. OKAPN^V'S. WHO IS ATTACK IMG. 


;£:c<-.r. ■''5 O'jC^Er IN ■^)-'T5 P:EpO'*M‘ EARLIE"’ 

^'^VNEO ~'-‘r •“trL'J'ITDN'. DCMF ,‘IT OAMVIiS 


*.T£ !/?,*! ?•';■■ Ti-'S*"/. 


AS DIEC'JSSED EARLIER. THE ERFlONEDL'S STA‘ 
REPORTS WERE -UPNIOHED TO CILHI. DR. MAPLES I 
PIECES OP MISINFOPMATION I*, 'HEM ME STATES Pol. 

t,’5s flicfl ar-d .iwpsdin'iflv aftsr 


TEMEflTS MADE BY OTHER 
PESTpTES CNE OF thCSE 
: :»!lx fjrntdisttl-' 

t.'^e c.-af.T 


idPT.tifitd t''f p«rr c-^' the urrit h‘ho ne^e inrl. AGAIN. GUNNER LUCUE 
HAS STA'ED IN HIS AFFIDAV!"' 70 NTS THAT SOME HEN JUMPED TN^'D 
ENEMY TERRI ■'■DRY PRIOR TO '^HE CRASH AND COLIO NOT HAVE BEEN 
AEOt'RD. 




'■fi’ : iw*'' *'sr 
*'’.:-ned ted'-. 


:!:c/heX..-t the LEFf 


70 
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' ■ vF..' ■.•''•'PL-ii' ■/’■"'EZ "hi ? r"", 

/T'lv:; ■ J ■‘■j'-f -c U/T. OP. At'K-Ei: f:,-!'-'-. »'"J',",,!N7 TO "BE 

lb" ’pp’ M«>c-[_r2 FO'.'VT tHc ditw;’.;*:': MAv ri'J!'. THIF 

hi£iv pr, •r'fir,;27eTCti2v‘ ,'rpp pt,.,, MA'^’LES. NO’’’ aqrv iir. 


,nN E'OPiF ' 0"^ T'P. IM*'PLES PEV’.Fi'!. ME 'S DUTTF- T'‘'’-i'''p‘'.OIT'''0F''' 

HE CALL? R'.i” A Mir-ftKu IN PP. CH.APME'‘‘ S ppPOp'' '•MI' 'HFOI '"'-VSS A 
i,ip»22 . MT.p^s,*'!r ^ pc;, maples STATES ?*;s t"jr '!."t ;‘-2rTS 


■^r.reul sf.. ■ 
JcC' 

WHEN Ms COMPLi 

THij ' ct.';'.!*.-! 

PI'P’^Vl A, ] “O! 
» IP C! 

TO INCHES. ' 
ST.Sa INCHES 1 
. .''JS’ IE NO'' 


VIx scdldcritl''. -.'t dn-rx^'iti': i /^''T-:Tir 

.rfJ.AT. LAC''''- OF capE ,IS rHOWN 'N ■"•?' •'‘.'"••..ES “DP*''J'..'> 

TEL’’" i'^FT P;r TME FEMUR LENOTF 1'“ CM HHEN HS.STA''Er 

jf 7-3F j' f 'I.:-- THE coppec'' 
*E'.'’ 3 F O . TB >' femur LENGT*^ IN ?“■ ■* £ ’ . 1 . ■*: 3.0"' 

» i.jus'i ..''■•tj '^'.■L'’'I^i. *' the pESUL^S F TTT*" TO f TV 
jp. i-X.S'l.FP •^‘OPMULA SI'.'EB ''D'l T.'T? r ■'■T.'!: .1^3? ' 

'HP ALL ViHTTE MALEE 'RES.ARDLESS 2 ^ pSV® ■ LEMC'H. IT 
rs-ijr ; SAVE CONFUSION. MHE'J 'O'J ‘.'.GF 'Ji3 CM ■■'¥ 


MEAEL'‘'1:.0 V'' OR- ■C’-'"‘»NE'' /\V0, ESTTMtlEi} B" O®. P.P®!.”" THE p'.'r'l.P 
FECO'iES' 7.33 .■ -IS.T T tl.41 + '- 3.17 •< .?o3T PE” HEIGHT IN 
INCHES, Op"',6t..‘' 1.7 INCHES. THE SHnP'''EST HElGHi" IS ‘>5;3". 'THE 

ti'iLL,'iiT* HEIGHT IS iO.F INCHESj NOT THE ,i;?" CAl,C!JL.*TEO, ?1Y I'R. 
ANGF.L NCp" ^HE 'a' HE.IGHT CALCULA’-ED , BY OP. CHAPNEY ^POM 
PHO^OSP'^'-'HS AF'D SL'ppOpTEO BY MAPK'S FA'^IL'’ AND "''TONOS ANO STATEO 
AS THE COPPEC'' '•^EIGHT ppR r-MM sS OM' PAGE OF “7; HIE 





1128 


PECNAV LETTER DTD MARC 16. !o-»D 


cno ■'j-l? riMr r'JrC''*'!;'''"''!C’£- :' * "■‘••“■'•r 

WAW J’,'-;? i"'''- r ’ ’ DirTF';''‘U'FD • ■' ■■ 

T.’.'*'.DLV£D' SEC^'-'" tr-Mi ' Tr];. -c I'-r.— 

cwri'CTi: -r- •" '. »!'-■? -.'-T," h': f'-ii : 
jr'tff j"' r** a‘^£, tiPs t*" * -j 

SECMrI.', ADMI'’'TKr' '/C '‘CD!??*' *r :’'r''T’'r r- iv-.-j 

ri'i/.ra :>f. . ’!;•?£ /rrDrjj’ipF r-T”''' •'■.'rr 

. . . - 5ECMfiV-'ec:'"rj'f:£:''l‘-‘? ’■•C S''=i 
PDF' A 5EC*:P'' <■►*’:■.« i*»! ■^'(F>n.'p “PMHr. fri fj-.r 

^AGE T'iO ETATEP :.a}r}r!) ^OO v^/n' r or r-;? jn-^cn/pcn 

lAfli'ISC f'C'IUT. IT HITHIS ‘''FE ®r*’. T'" •^C"^C£l, 

N'S' . I ''ITEP'-' 1 El<!ED WEE'''ICK WHO STA'^ED C®,A9HEr ’ THE 

PERIME'^EF: PE'E?‘''P EklTING -WE DT* IC"^) □'■' ''XI’Ld 'hAHE '~"0ME 

PRIE'JD'.v EOFCEE:- ?E-'E0r!S'r'fIT:r'<3 "-‘J' DT'-'E'-’ :':.RC!:":Cn'*W? 1'L!:' Hwi 
EK'TEPED'ENEMV TERFlTDPV.’ ' ■ ' - . .. 

■ ■ SECNCV ETATEs V? WE W "^VE TD 

T«E TWWr.*^ 7^*£ E.m'.VP. . !A-25i' CN' IC-OC-SiTnIs' rpTAIMED 

A statement from the SUPVIVDR. ..'LilCUE. THA” PE‘- cons. HAP. t=’eT‘'-iT 
PRIOR TC the, CRASH. 'A-COB To .2J0> 

BECNAV LETTER DTD JULY 24. 1972 

(fi-0:5 THPD'JSH A-259> 

this entire "Letter is based om " inPoprv'roH ispgac-,t v 
RECEIVED FROM- MA.‘OP ROBERT, ft ^ LARSEN. THE jriLV irFi:i'=''^OTION' 
RECEIVED FROM MAJOR LWPSE^f poiDR TO THIS LET^'Er 'S r(i,\ < rr. ^uT «n 
PASE 2-251. _TKE DISCREPANCIES AREr 

1. MO statement was made 9v LARSEN THA"^ H'l' -’^P’rf.T ^t 

HflPWJ.VG MiJ^TE^ OF F CCHFANY OS .Tp'V If, in FACT,”)<A70P 

LARSES FURTHER AO'/ISED HE OJO SOT '.ECAI.. FSOSIHO SAPS 
PSPSOHALLY EH Jj SL'i". 

2. MAJOR LAPSE- ‘ MAPS NOME QP THE C'^HEP S'-E'-EMTS (".T-PlBi-TEn 
TO HIM. 

J, WHEN I SPOKE, TO MAJOR LARSEN. PETIPED. AT HIS HOME IN 
CALIFORNIA IN 19?0. HE STATED HE CO'JLD NOT FIND D'JT uiHO Qp 
HOW MANY WERE KILLED IN THE CRASH FOR three .pO'^S ftc"rcp' thc 
P?:A§.H i HE further stated NO ML'BTEP WAS ■^AKEn" 0*.‘ '-£'riELD‘ 
WHEN THEY RETURNED TO DONG HA. RATHER, tpc GROL'P WAS 'sENT 
IMMEDIATELY IN^ri combat at MOTHER'S PIPSE, 

SECMAV DOES STA”E THEPEFOPE . 7T SEE'*? TO HE rue? ri/jr*/ 
ASSUHIHP TN/t ff/f,/?!' H^S F® iicny £ui rfrueur /i? ocrtir 

‘ " ■■■■ ■■■ ' •" 



0 • 


® • 


« • 






• • 


• • 
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■ ' IN THE SECMAV LETTEf OF .MAFW Ir . . l'=T2.' 'A,-:?2 - H-2EA) . '.'IT ■ 
STATrg , IT ccekc, C-EPT AIS THAT ..'Hi ■ pF\0‘'’SII ABLE Il'E'lTJFlC lOS TAP 
cnp .... TH? 9ECNAV IFTTW® OR. ;!.'■> 2^ ■ 'A-23Y,.,- A-, 

^5®' ■ 1R72 attempt? to .TllSTIpy THC LAP AMA'.'-'?!? OW TMF .•'ax-:? ,ANn 

EVPLAINS THAT THEY MA'' HAVE SEEN ®OUND IN THE CPASV. . THE NAVMFD M 
FORMS ON THE VICTIMS SHOWS SOME ID ’ f. WERE MADE, ONLY OH THE. BAS IS 
OF DOB tags FOUND.- lA-boi THROUGH A-':i26V 

THE LETTER GIVES AN FBI OPINION ON WRY *11 LEAO LE'iELS IS 
BDVF (A257> WHEN THE LAP ANALYSIS DOME BY PAP'.TCI LABS WAS BASED 
ON RETIP'JAL TREATED SURFACE (fii~2E2}. ,IM OTHEF WORDS. THE. LAB 
TESTS WERE BASED ON .THE SMOKE RESIDUE ON Tuc gLiPRACE, AND THE FBI 
statement TS BASED ON MAPPOW QR THE BONE. 

PAPUCCr TESTING LABORATORIES 
(A-259 THROUGH, ft-26‘') 

THE RESULTS OF THE LABORATORV TESTS ARE SHUCKING ! THE 
RESULTS SHOW!. , 

■ 1 THE BODY WAS LOADEP. WI’H BREKAOE SCHRAPNEl. THROUGHOUT 

KITH METALIC PART'iCLEB APPROXIMATELY 2 TO 3 INCHES APART. 
SUCH particles were in the upper LESS. TORSO. ARMS. NECK AMD 
SKULL. <ft-259) 

-> A PARTIALLv CORRODED ALUMINUM TUBING A^-PPOX IRATELY TWO 
F«T (2*) LONG WAS FOUND IN the CHEST AND APDOM INAL CAVITY 
LYING' VERTICALLY TO THE BODY, TRUNK. SUCH A FOREIGN OBJECT 
^HAD. NO BUBINE88 IN T-HE CASKET,. THE ALUMINUM WAS yPJ A PART 
OF THE HELICOPTER. ALTHOUGH H APPARENTLY WAG PLACED THERE 
TO REPRESENT the AIRCRAFT. (A-260 i, A-267> 

3. THE ID TAG WAS NEVER IN A HELICOPTER FIRE. IT WAS NEVER 
SUBJECTED TO OVER 200 DEG F. THE RESIDLE ON THE SURFACE 
INDICATES IT WAS BURNED WITH SIHPLE PAPER. fA-261) 

4. THE SKULL AND OTHER BONE SURFACES SHOW THE REMAINS WERE 
BURNED WITH REGULAR GASOLINE AS THE TETP.Q ETHYL LEAD CDNTEI^ 
INDICATES. THE CHINOOK. CH-46 USES JP-4 OR JP-5. NON-LEADED 
KEROSENE. <A-262. 263 i A-26S> 


23 
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THE AFFIDA'.'rS i^RaM MARK 'S. RELATIVE? AHD . EERVirE • BUDOIEE) 
INCLUDE THOSE FEFSONS .NEAREST ,TO;'Hl!1 WHO. NDT ONLY, HAKE. S’ATENEMTS 
ON .NARK'S HEIGHT'.' SUT SUPFORT THOSE STATEMEM”? WITH PHO'^OS''A'='HE. 
THE ■ MAJOR I TV OF THE ' PHOTOGRAPHS . ARE '^HOSE 'JSED PV DP. NIpHAEL 
CHARNE''..!N HIS REP'JRTS. ON PAGES A-027 TiHROUBH A-OA”. 

■ ALSO INCLUDED APE THE RECORDS FROM. HARH'S FAMILY DOC^DP. 

GIVING : HIS HEIGHT' .IN !P63 AS S' .,« 1/2". (.A-CTTJ THIS HEIQH'^ 

CORRESPONDS TO. A MEASUREMENT APPROX I MA'-c-.Y TWO . TO THREE MOM'^HS . 

later, which showed HIS HEIGHT at S' 10" :m., his HIGH SCHOOL 

FOOTBALL ROSTER. 'A-C20K .c 











Surlm ■ ooMkit opusUon mnif, th* 4 m(w«A «k« 

* pMi*amr la • alMraf t that brubal anl burita4« 

UmUTM Igr laatal th«rt at tbli MUflty. . 


OEPARIMEHI OF THE NIVY 
BUREAU OF KBOiaNE AND SURGSRI 
UASKtNOION 25, 0. C. 


*PumaBt to D.I.O. Haiiaia datad ^ulf-196AtKM.|lT«d?^r<a 0. 0. , Third KtrlM DlTlalbn, 
thi data of Diath'ahould' hii 

Mt 15. 1966. 

rxiic K» fi hprio Cl at f 5?B riw?. t.mip 

cfurmaat to U. S. Narlat Corpa racorda daoadaat'a aaxt of na ahould ba:llatod aai 

" '3AS' 10^' Mala Stmt ' 

>fic^8 o» tits r rA’f tttwarttttirtfw l9rlt iMZL 


UmtaaBBt CaaaBdtf , MSC, 031 : 

Baad, Madioal Raoerda Haaaiaaant Braaeh 
fir dlraetiOH of tha BuriaoB Oaaanl 



'A/'O 










^•' iainilBWr4Ui»»*.C»: .,, ,* . • ■ — 


i:-;- : 

V * larmnc to t). 1. Hirino C^o tteetdi| '4«udnt'i roU tboold bot US 

V Biofteh of lotTico ■. P8»ct. wam iom, ' 

-.•.'fkiitiMrMiMt t« on- M«iuit c., c., 

•‘ Ikird MuMv.i tho Otto of Ooatb l^d bill • ili JULT IW 


'[^2 <* 





MIlHHMIlllllMliHIIHii BlliHill 

■■ ■gasasaMMyny imuHii 

HHgimyyy yyyy yyym mil 
gnillMiimimiyy yyijUm iimil 
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"htl* •; jiM-int**:' in h n'.mnfti Uuit. vu •nfiviod In * coiVt o‘,4r»Uan 
■rninav tnc Mfi y fitMii, Uin fclrerrfl enuili*4» up wd th« duouMud 
V 4 « Umwn out by tto ixploolon and mta MaUy buiud* 

UsiUfXMUen VM podf by XS Cutd nd XD ftipi. 


DirAimiitr or Till MTY 
DQiiAU or NiDxeni aip ioromy' 

VASRXfOrOli 9 . 0 . 


• iwMaiit !• m NMuc* #iloMjt datMi duly i9<0 rM«iv«4 
f fM eOf THIN NuriM OivlaiMt tlM 9*^ af OMtta aiauU 

duly iii WM 


9* J* mXDIAU 

unii me* on 

RaadI Mdlaal OaaaNa Na«a(iMil iraMk 
By dlratUan af lha luriaaR OiMral 


iisd 



nnt Bubtft c. COLUAS. 2S01 ‘•IP* Itratt. Apt. A03, Uaeoln, Nabruka 
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CULLOS, loBitd Kttinich 092I3B 


Thii Cartlf luu of OMtb h«i bim pripand froa tha InfoniaClon coBfalaad.'ia a 
ilgiMd, iDedaplatat HAVNES»N reoalyad froa 3 rdHES BN, 3 rd .*UM) 1 V (UIN) FMF and 
tha dacadant'i baaith racotd. 


a paiiangar of an alrerafc that eraibad and butnad u a ratult 


Idaotlflad by ID Ta|i. 


t 



FAmSBi ' SIxoo* 0 , OOdDD 10326 aoMettBa in.i AptBi Balixiowr, Callfoial* 






R'il'l 


VMlil ea « loikat tpmiioB Mtlut thi. mu^, ttM dtewnd vu • 
ruMSIvs la « tlx^nf^ that otaiiMd woatd Itli 4 uth« 

Xdntiriad b7 dAtal ttattt at thli aatMtjr . 
iMt Ut«a nH lim tr tl^ laclmtal Ck«l^ 


mueamorriam \ 
mm Of MEDiGiB UD mm 
. : uuaiKioii, D. cfcv*’ 


1 Auiust 1966 


• POBSUin TO .nq nssus aailiI*J^Ti966trM«lT«l rraa'co iliiw'tUBOn, 




•ffiO 01 AJO# JfV 

. ; : , ; 15 .JOH 1966 , , 

CO SID lu 1® Ktrott ‘ 


; wi a ' 









TOjmt,' Bobtrt l<r ' ' ' I'l i ii. 

VhTdiMMti *»i 4 owwubtt oa u tlzwMft larpittd la a ooAat o|«n|to ^ 

ItoUf I mUo# m aato by Ch«* 

l4»» I1U4 flm by tt» 

3BP*ItlMB« 0MB8 HA7X 
BUKSAV OF NXDICIia jUID SDRGSII 

wmWIOH 25, D. C. ,,, , 

25 ilujMt 1966 

•PuMUttt to DIO KoiMgo 1606202 dlitid M^r 1966."Moalirod froa HUJmOT 


. ./: |;a.im bl i!. ' . n\ 

By dlMotloB'of tho Swiboa OfBirrt; ^ . 

. _.V ' ' "" '' ' ' 
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. cnmici Jian WMtoa ‘ ■ . ' ‘ ^ 

Pmttrt wt ■ rttftnffT *» «n **>i^ na oi » eoiUt omtloai id <hleh 

OtuM. ^ MBMii ' . . 

«M ■Ui Iqr iawa Ob^ 


Ittt li«M «N clfMi l7 ttt UglMtal 0Wl*ii . 







iTiU'in.. a O’VliUlVt u<,i a uns; 

puuuajQi' ln a ulrcr.-t t':’A crfi,;lcfi .••nd teard. 

Montlflo..lioa vas li'ifio by dontal chiird at thlc aotlvlt;’ 

Ust Hlt«8 iwrc '.•ivria by tho' Hocirnatal ^haitlatn 


DEPiR&IZRt cr ns NOT 

BifliEia ff KDiGDffi OT anm. o. 

lUaUNQTON 25, D. C. 

; r\ ' i'iufurt Wii 6 

Puram t to U. S. H»1 m Corpi noordi, dNadiat'a lui UM abbuld bti ' 
CCNNIOH. Ml ehul ilfrad, Rata sliould bat Braoeh of Sarrioa - flaot 
flUtna «> RESEKTE iCTITE . 

Purauant ‘tb OId kaiaaia |ieb6ii22 ^tad' July 1966, raeaiyad froa C. C< 
mmnr. tht data of daath ahould bat . 15 JIM 1966 


D. J. BPTiain 

Uautaoant ComilBdar^ MSO, 09 
Batd, Hadloal Bagorda KauaiaMut Braooh 
6/ dlraottoB of tba Suriaoa Oauaral 
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.tnitKic. ••«) «« 



IWiJic » coubkt oponttion t^alntt th« anoay fcroes, tho.dtcoand wan 
a puianjiar in a aircraft tliat oraabed aiid burnad. 


Idantlflcd by dantal chart at thia. aotivity 


DEPAflTMENT OF THE MAVY 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURQERY 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

. I Aufuat 1966 

a Pursuant to DTO Massaca ^1713312 datad Ju^y 196( ra- 
. froq.CO, Third Marina Division, 
should bai ‘ . 

July 15, 1966 







dt^rmEAU 

LCDR, MSC, USN_ ^ 

Ksad, Hodioal Raeords Managamsnt Branch 
By dlraetlon of tha Sur^oD Gsnaral 




michael eharnty, ph d, d^ibfa 

Idiplomaia. amaflcin board of Iwatnic anthfopdoiv 


nr 38rry Oahnla 

14457 3o8«phino Road ^ 

Largo, Fiorida 34644 

Oaar nr Oonnist 

Pliaso iccapt this riport on thi dBOcnposacI, partial human ranains 
with tha NuitibarlU S Army 3501-66", idehtifiad as thoaa or ona nark V 
Dannla, U S Navy. Tha tamtina uara racaivad 29 August 1907, 

Abatract ; a mala, 24 ♦ 2 yaars,, 5 fa8t4.5 ♦ 1.3 inchas, 105 j 5 poundi 
Tha racial affinity cannot da dartaninad. So anomalias are to ba aaar. 
Tha laroa daoraa pf pathology dua to wiolanca and ourning will not oa 
traatadln this raport. Ona tooth of thrao preaant onowa rastoratipn. . 

Support 0[|ta for. tM Abaitt 

Saxj tha aub-pubid angla ia 66° (lass than 90° la conaidarad bbIo). 

Tha skull ia badly daatroyad but shows a largo mastoid procaaa (loft) 
and tha nuchal aifoa of tha occipital bona is rough indicating haavy nac 
muaculatura. Tha aaprum ia long, narrow and highly curvad, All tha bo 
ars big, haavy, donaa. 

Agar Tha faoaa of tha pubic aymphyaaa yiold the foll.uoing ages by thraa 
«"«' ./.phyiM .gt 


Shoiiagh T Brooks 
T Uihgata Todd 
ncKorn-Stawart 


Phaao IV - 24 to 26 yaaca 
Phase 3 - 22 to, 24 ^y Bar a 

“ 22Jo 


- ncKarn-Stawart : 4-3-1 - 22 to ze^yaita 

Tha' centrum of tha wartabral bonaa .ara complataly fuaSd - 25 yaarrf^ 
Tha scapula ia danaa indicating an ago in the early 20 a 
Hsiohti all tha long bonaa that aarva fcra. atimating height are orokan 
olthonly ona, tha left femur, hawing tha broken parts preaant. From th 
stature ragrasaioh formulae of Trottor and Gleaer: (femur • 44.3 cm) 

2.3 X femur ♦ 61.^1 ♦ 3.27 > height in cm 

2.3 X 44.3 ♦ 61.'41 • 153.3 cm , , , 

3 a'i.29 Inches « 1.3 inchor 
m S feat 4.5 inches v 1.3 1 

Ueioht t an aatimata of 105 ♦ 5 pounds ia baaed on tha aiaa, daaity of 
tha bones and the muscle markinoa. 

Race: what is left of tha akull ia not enough to reach *”7 ^ 

conclualon as to race. The extrema for-and-aft bowing J^® [®"“J 
height of tha curve ia 4.7 cm to tha posterior »urj®®® ‘J® ‘''° . 

condyles on tha table. Thia occurred 10 cm from the distal ife 
to 3.5 cm would appear to bo average for ctucaaoid femura).JpLdagrea 
of bowing of the femur ia more charactariatic of people of mWoloid ra 
stock and with tha short stature might indicate one of 
affinity, Houavar, this ia not enough to draw such a ®®"®i“®}®"» 
bowing, making for a "bou-leggad* person is not unknown in tall caucaao 
oven those 6 feat 2 and 6 feat 3 inches. 

PatholQovt tooth #11 two aaparata occiuaal rastorationa-araalgara. 


• 6JS ptttnon, fwt eolllnj, Colorado aO$24 ph (301) 491 -1486 (diyt) or 49W107 (awnlnii) 
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Ths Dental Scene . . \ ' 

There is no mandible and the alveolar rlUr.e of the, maxilla is mostly v ' 
. missing. 

From uhat is left of thu maxlllariy alveolar riai;e it uoulo H;.pear that 
teeth nDmbers 2, 3 anci a uoro miosiny antamorteir., • ■ / 

It is also possible that -^1 ,uas eicher riasina or had moved uvj: into 
tne. space of ;? 2 : when it was ramcvod, . , 

Tho area at is open anc sponcy, .but it jould appear tiiat ane tooth 
had been renovad antemorteir. 

Tooth number IS ihat.anous tuo occlusal rastorations Is not i<ell-match( 
ulth a dental . radiograph of that tooth in. a 1964 antemortem of Hark 
Dennis; This radiograph uhoya decay in the distal, pit anoppssioly .in , 
the centrai pit, but it is not positive. Tho central occlusal rostpra: 
is not a "pit” but far more extensive, b.d recording? 

Tne 1964 antemortem radiograph of Ilark shows , 71 ^ with a larye decay are 
The radiograph of 1965 shows this tootnhao boon removed. ' 

The angling of tho antemortom radiccrayns make tne- root moriJholugy not 
good for matching. 

In all, what is left of the dentition of this case and its raatchini) ui* 
the antenortem Picture does not help to either include or exclude a 
positive identification. 

Summation 

Hark Dennis at 16 years is listed as boinu SfeetlU inches. and 154 poun. 
from the high school racorda. Photouraphs of Hark alongside his sister 
Cileen in flats standing at SfoetlO inches, show Hark to 00 taller. It 
is almost certain that some growth would have taken place from this to 
his age at almost 2D years wtien-ha is presumec to have died.- It is not 
-easy, to determine if Hark ua.s bou-rccgod fraffl’''thB two photo raphs I ha' 
as he is standing with feet spread apart, cut hp does nc4 aopoar tu oe 
oow-Jecgod. One in his Marine uniform shows the trouser nanjtin; 
straight. The family says he: Das nat bou-ld£;r.f d. The 
The person represented by these remains Is most cacidely DOLrieggod snd 
too far off the height and waiuht of Hark. 

All measurements and obseryatlcns cn ('.Ic in: evailaole upon raquc 


fa UhfuU y. 

nichaei charney 


Ol'R .\DVKRTiaKK.H AITHtXIATi: Vol l! I'ATll'iNA-iK 


1963 Mlomisburg High School Football Roster 


|.,irr,v Muliinoy ..... 

Tiili \Vii«iii'r ...... 

T.'<l uWl ; 
Dii'k IVi'liliicr . — 
Pwiii.i-.Siiiiii'ligrry . . 
.Mik.- l‘itl(Hur ... . . . . 

. .. lillllim' .liluM > ■. . . . . 
SU'Yu Svhultz ...... 

Rundy.BotU . 

Dull Arti'oud ...... 

Mick SrjlTlll 

. T'diii Si'litii iiliT 


. Crt Itnii Kiwinmi 'I 

d!i Hil .\li'.\lVc ^ ' • ' — • ' 

::n .Julin Tiirmir •■*1 

;;p ih’iiiiU Tliiimjiwiti ■•••! 

Ill Hit .\iiiiiM'y ;***) 

lili. . Diiuii .'khiicnburBcr • ' 

' ;iT P.iiy l.,viii'li 

im liiiii iii'iMiku 

.III .Miki- S i tlll«,illl-r 

.|| riiiii'k llliiw 

I'l Uitk Klilwell 

.|.| SU'vi- Wnirniir • 

.111 Anlluthnnuii 

- .17 Dmi WcM)’ . . . G 

4S . VIrifllZink - O 

■ .'•ill .li.vKii.',. I 

.'id Dnuu l•Vllllklin ■ • .T 

;,l ,|ii|. |iii\iK . 

.'Hi Jim lliiili'y 

M Tim biivlii <• 

nil I'aut Sniilli ^ 

lid C.iirv Miflidliin T 

III li.iii .S-npii'i' . 3 

jiii___jLuJLL»u 

(11 lim y Siiiitli I'l 

7d Jiihii Amlymon * H 

7 1 Turn .Miliolnn H 

7r, KilSliilfiiril K 

7.'< Sii'H' ili'lilmrt H 

Sii iliirv Ili'iliiiii'U H' 
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A^oio 

■ CORRECTIN' T0Ea.£H«YJB^^ ge ' 

.'SEE. PAGES A-pTl TO A-0J3r ; '' ■ , ,, 

THE FOLLOWING TWO MISTAKES WERE HADE IN CALCULATION^ BY DR ' i 

CHARNEY. FIRST. 2.30 WAS ERRONEOUSLY ENTERED INTO the HEYgHT' ^ 

FORMULA WHEN IT SHOULD HAVE BEEN 2.30. DR. CHARNEY EXPLAINS THIS ' 

ERROR ON PA6E8 A-632 «( A-0334 . ■ , 


SECONDLY. A MEASUREMENT OF 45.3 cm WAS TYPED AS 44.3 cm'WHEN 
THE REPORT, WAS TRANSCRIBED FROM DR. CHARNEY 'B NOTES. PAGE A-OXi 
SHOWS THE ACTUAL MEASUBEMENT OF 45.3 cm TAKEN BY DR. CHARNEY tfR 
THE TIME OF HIS ACTUAL RESEARCH IN HIS LAB. 


WITH BOTH ERRORS CORRECTED.,, THE HEIGHT FORMULA IS: 


*52.38 >! 45.3 + 61.41 » HEIGHT IN cm +/- 3.27 cm 
■K 0.3937 HEIGHT IN INCHES +/- 1.3 In. 

■ 66.6 +/- 1.3 INCHES 

■OR 65.3" MINIMUM TO 67.9" MAXIMUtl 



i 
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/2ty, 

A-fiJ; 


forensic science laboratory Colorado siaitunttnnny 

^iiiliMMiiipraoeenNMnme ’ Fort Coliim, Colorado ' 

MIehMl Chirwy. Ph.D.. Diraetor . 80523 

303/491-«425'1M6 


8 March 1990' 

Hr Jerry Dennis 
14457 Jospphine Road 
Largoi Florida 84644 

Dear Hr Denni?; 

Some explanation of my error In calculating the stature from thejeft 
femur of the remains Identified by CILHI as that of Mark Dennis Is In., . . . 
order. 

The accompanying sheet is from my 54.p8ge 1 aboratory wnuaj ve_ to 

my students 1n my Fall semester class In forenslcanthropology.^ This 

table Is taken from that of Trotter and Gleseri 1958 as jy. 

publications daellng With stature reconstruction. 

second line under Male Caucasoids, ^he regression fot^la for ‘J* 

reads "2.30 (femur)+ 61.41 t 3.27 (cm)*. Here Is the error. In the i ■■ 

preparation of this page i made the error In the transcription and unfortunately 

my students who have this will be plagued. It should read 2.38. 

I have made the necessary correction and It is Ironic that the day I did the, 
ieasuremeht o^the bone In question and ? 30 

taped me and on the video upe l ean clearly br heard saying 2.38 and not z.ao. 

You have my apologies. “ ' , 

As for any significance of this error In the • 

remains. It has none. The stature of the person of ‘hese rewins Is s.ome 
5 5 Inches below that of Mark Dennis and given the complete lengtt of The 

ifl “IT. pi.>-orS. f)9u™ /l.3 IncMs. tt 

to fit Hark. It passes all understandnig of proper procedure why this femur 
was ignored by CILHI In Us recent study. 


9 


9 


faithfully, 

michael chamey, ph d, d-abfa 


The C«t.r I* • combirrao Hfylce openiion ol the CSU Foraniic Scitnet Liboralory ind Ih. CSU Police 0#pirtm.nt lor 

KJucttlori,rtioofehwaii»viitlgit(ori It) human Idoflllllcalion. ' 
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stature Eatlmation 


‘ liAla Caueaeoids. .. 

1.30 (femut ♦ tibia) ♦ 63.29 ♦ 2.99 cm 

2.30 femuk) t 61.41 ♦ 3.27 

2,60 fibula) ♦ 71.78 23.29 

2.52 tibia) ♦ 78.62 ♦ 3.37 

3.06 humerus) ♦ 70.45 ♦ 4.05 

3.78 radius) • 79.01 5 4.32 

3.70 ulna) ♦ 74.05 ♦ 4.22 

remali Caucasoids 

1.39 (femur ♦ tibia) ♦ 53.20 ♦ 3.55 

2.93 fibula) : ♦59.51 I]. 57 

2.90 tibia) ♦ 61.53 ♦ 3.56 

2.47 (femur) . ♦ 54.10 ♦ 3.72 

4.74 radius) ♦ 54.93 * 4.24 

4.27 ulna) ♦ 57.76 ♦ 4.30 

3.36 (humerus) ,♦ 57.97 ♦ 4.65 

Hale Naoroids 

1.15 (femur ♦tibia) ♦ 71,04 ♦ 3.63 

2.19 tibia) ♦ 86:02 ♦ 3.78 

2.11 frmur) ♦ 70.35 ♦ 3.94 

2.19 fibula) ♦ 85.65 ♦ 4.08 

3.42 radius) ♦ 81.56 • 4.30 

3.26 ulna) ♦ 79.29 ♦ 4.42 

3.26 humerus) ♦ 72.10 ♦ 4,43 

Female Heoroiila 

1.26 (femur ♦Uibia) ♦ 59.72 ♦ 3.28 

2.28 femur) ♦ 59,76 ♦ 3,41 

2.45 I tibia) , ♦ 72.65 ♦ 3.20 

“ 2.49 i fibull) — ♦ 70.90 ♦ 3.00 

-3.08 humerus) ♦ 64,67 ♦ 4.25 

3.67 radius) ♦ 71.79 ♦ 4,59 

3.31 (ulna) ♦ 75.38 ♦ 4.03 

Hale flonooloids 

1.22 (femur ♦ tibia) ♦ 70.37 ♦ 3*‘.24 

2.40 fibula) ♦ 80.56 ♦ .3,24 

2.39 tibia) ♦81.45 ♦3.27 

2.15 femur) ♦ 72,57 ♦ 3.80 

2.68 I humerus) ♦ 83.19 ♦ 4.25 

3.54 radius) ♦ 82.00 ♦ 4.50 

3.48 (ulna) ♦ 77,45 ♦ 4.66 


A-d33: 



Hale Hexicans 


2.44 (femur) 
2.50 (fibula)» 
2.36 (tibia) 

3.55 (radius) 

3.56 (ulna) 
2.91 (humerus } 


♦ 58.57 ♦ 2.99 

♦ 75.44 ♦ 3.62 

♦ 80.62 ♦ 3.73 

♦ 80.71 * 4.04 
" “ ♦“'74-.SB ♦"COS' 

♦ 73.94 ; 4.25 


Female Hexicans 


A paper on statura of Re 
americana by Santiago Ce 
ves is in AHJA, 26:67-78, 
1967. 


2.59 famur) ♦ 49.72 ♦ 3.82 

2.72 tibia) ♦ 63.78 ♦ 3.51 

-8.66(radius}^7.37(ulna)^1.26ltibia)^0.93(fonur) 


. iJar-J 
96.67 ♦ 2,81 
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forensic science leboraory 

■ Mlchitl ChirMy.enDM D'ractor 
303/<91-642Srl4fi6 

oni/co- 0350500 ' 

Mr Jerry Dennis 
14457 Jospephine Road 
Largo, Florida 34644 


Colondo suit Univinlly 
Fort Collins. Colorido 
80523 , 


In his report of 16 April 1989, Dr Maples says he was able to superimpose 
the vertebrae In the skeletal remains iClI.H!, 0055-88 onto the the first three . 
thoracic vertebrae of the chest X-ray of Hark Dennis taken 4 February 1964. 

The results, however, he said were "very consistent", verbiage which Is not ^ 
scientific and negates any confidence In his study. His report dd not Include 
any photography as supporting evidence, inerely a wr^ltten one. This has necessi- 
tated a study done here with such supporting photographic evidence. 

The Original chest X-ray of Hark Dennis was received from CILHI and the first 
attempt at enhancement was done at the X-ray laboratory of the University. 
Student Health facility. Photographs 1,2,3 and 4 show the enhancement artempt. 
The duplicator dial setting does not show exposure time and this I checked and 
noted on each print. Enhancement of the thoracic vertebrae- If any Is negligible.. 

the four radiographs were then taken to Hichael L.Oewey of tfie video studio cf 
Instructional Services of the University. Glossy print 15 IS the result as 
told In Dewey's report. Instead of the macro video lens as used by Hap1e5,0ewey 
used a zoom lens, a "Canon J13x9B3-II zoom lens with X2-tele»extender". The 

difference between the two Is the. distance of the lens -fromthft object uider 

study, the macro lens being up closerthe zoom lens further hick but the 
magnification of the Image the same. 

The radiographs were then taken to Or Fitzhorn.of the Department of Mechanical 
Engineering for further study by digitization with the Imafce processing system. 

The reports of Dewey^nd Fitzhom point ?ut that It is Impossible to bring out 

the thoracic vertebrae of the chest X-Ray of Dennis to the 

for superimposition of the actual vertebrae from the remains. CILHI OObS-BH. 

The resolution Is just not there, It being far too low. The cathode tube of 
the X-ray Is not designed like the lens of a camera where the depth of focus 
can be adjusted by the lens opening. The function of the chest X-ray Is to 
examine the lungs for disorders such as infection (pneumonia, tuberculosISMOtc) 

malignancies, it Is not designed to bring out the whole chest from front to 

back In sharp focus. 

Unless Dr Maples' study does show the vertebrae In sharp total outline, his • 
attempt at superimposition has no validity. Nor can this chest X-fV ^ 

Hark Dennis be of any aid In the Identification of the skeletal remains. 


Th« C«nl« iS optLon of Ihi CSU Fortnilc Scltnc* Liborilory and Iht CSU Police Oepariment lor 

education, reMtrch and invaitloitlon In human Identlllcalion. 

Icp( 
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'ukNti 

, ( ifficc nf liwrucilonal SofvIcB . 
I'nnlMlIm.VolorkluMiUt 
iVMi HM-M.’.V 


February 20, 1990 


On Decmmbtr 6, 1989, I eet up the following equipment in an 
attempt to enhance the.cheet X-ray of Mark Denni* dated February 
9, 1969, that 1 received from Dr. Michael Charney. I adjutt^,the 
camera for. maximum eenelt I vlty and enhancement of;;d|A^ 
however, the fetolutlon of the cheet X-ray 1» too low to pjywijjL* 
a detailed outline of the vertebrae. I. do not 
poetible to obtain any more detail than I have done with thie 
equipment. I have the retults of our teat* recorded on one inch 
video tape. 


-Ikigami SC-300 professional video camera with detail enhancement 

-Canon J13 k 9B3-IRS-I1 zoom len* wlthXa tele-extender for 
enlargement ' - ~ _ 

-Videocraft Detailer 2 video enhancer 
-Ikigami PM9-3 Monochrome Monitor 
-Tektronix 650HR Color Monitor 


Michael L. Dewey 

Electronic Specialist iTelevlaion) 
Colorado State University 
A68 Clark Building 
Fort Collin*, CO 80523 
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Oepanment or 
Mechinlcal Kiuilncertiui 
l'iin(Mllru,(>ik)r«lniuUA 


Pcbfuwy 22, 1990 



Dr. MicliiM'l Cliiiriipy, Diroclor 
roronnir Scicnre l.iilioriiiory 
Colormlo Siato Univprsity 
Fitrt Collins, CO «0r.23 . 

Dear Dr. Charncy: 

Ah you wqucslod, wp pxatninpd llic client x-ray labnllptl 230 and dalwl 2/4/04. AfU'r diR- 
iiixaliun willi onr Til AlMX 5500 ImaRP procowing HyKloni, wo appllod wveral llllcrliig and 
enhancing algoriiliniN to the region roiitaining ihn neck vcrlebrnc.. We firat performed a liin- 
togram cquilizalion hIocp the area largely roniaiii* vnry bright pixels, and then liigh-paM 

. filtered the region to try to bring out OH much detail as powlhle. , 

After performing tliesu opcrulions, the resulting region still hail very little de(lmllon^jj|ijgjJ 
outlines of each vertebra were somewhat difficult to locate, la order to further refine l|ioio.^ 
outlines, we performed a 3x3 Laplorian filter as well as variauls of tho'LapUclan, with little 7 

success. I believe severid factors contributed to this Inrk of success. 

1. the size of the o'ginn of interest in the x-ray (a little over I square cm) 

2. the state of the x-ray (scratched) 

3. the medium resolution of the digitizing camera used (512x512) 

4. a non-optimal lens on the camera (a maervoom lens would be ideal) 

Given an optimal digitization (1024x1024 camera with a macro-zoom lens and an opticaUy 
fine x-ray) more information could possibly be obtaincil from the x-rsy than we wore able 
to reveal. I suspect however, that oven an optimal digitixatlon may not reveal the amount 
of outline Information necessary to perform a photographic superiinposilion of the vertebrae 
with any degree of confidence. 

Sincerely; 

Patrick A. Fitzhorn , PhD 
Assintant PrufesKor 




f 
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Itt DON EDDY 

2201 STANPORU R 9 . PT. COLLINS, IIULOR ADO NnS 2 P ( 203 ) 4 N 4 -U 4 V 
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FtbruAry 13. 1990 

Sulwrt: ^vtril eirvicil vfrlHr*. 

To optii'n'ini if is»fi '.irtibr* eio si ;:»nti<:i3 ii then e< 
ijoiTiUtic wilt n-Pi'i nutnoir :a# R.,:/ Va4. 

SuifliiniO itiiiii; Originil xTiy; 3 duplluti x-riyi iiics nidi froni thi 
ortginil And ticli ixpottd progrtiiivily mort); l tilivtiioninhAheid 
leontPAit of light ind dirK Arm ixpindidi photogpipnic print. SivirAl 
originii tiPvicAl viftisrA. 


Tht emit »*rAy w» rnidi tpiuflCAlly for. I'm iifufning, diiiiit 
dugnoitici of thi iungi. Tht iKilitAl fiAtumi iri poorly dipictid 
with thi virtAbrAi bimg imongit till wont. ^ lingli frontAl vitw of 
.x'riyid virtibrAi ipiciflcilly for boni fiAturii. would m itiilf oi 
iKtriiBily difficult to compAri ind idintlfy to orlglnAl virtibri. 

Ppiiibly wvirAl viiwi including dlAgonAli. bicK ind front might 
Allow A proximity of idintifiCAtion. ^ 

Thi pUcimint of in •xtimAl photogriph Of a iMjU witn a 
photogrAph of thi ACtuil iKuU lindi ititlf to viry rimArKAbli 
IdintlflCAtlon biCAuw of thi lirgi numbitof diminiioni which cin 
iptaficAlly bi pointid to rilitivi to both photogriohi: tilth, iiw 
hiight And width, lyi locKiti, tpACiil diminiioni bitwiin iin, bridgi 
of th# noil, ilopA of thi crAnlum in iivipaI iriii, itc. All of tniii 
ATiAS can. If cATtfully dom, bi fittid, pnoto to photo. It bicomii 
qwti obvtoui if tht two photoi do not mitch and quiti obviou* alio if 
thiy do match, 

With thi ixtrimily poor quality and quantity of information within 
thi x*rAyi, inhancid or not, I would lay It li impoiilbli to ivin 
fuggiit an Idintlfication. 

Riipictfully lubmittid, 

OonSddy 

Photograpnir 



1171 


michacl eharnoV, ph d-«l>fa 

diploniili. atinirican board of forinilc anlhropologV , 

Mr .Jbto G Hogtrt, Dkactor 
Daoedtat Aflalxs Fzogran 
Naval Madical CXmanl (Ooda 332) 
23rd anl E StxMv, N W . . 
Naahington, D C 20372 


Tha nf tha tmiblaaQ B B caaa, "Mark Dannia," CUffl OQSMB, will 

ooDB dsin to one izalt, that of hal^. 

Tha zonaiixlar of tzaita leamad fzoa the skeletal zenialna~8ex, age at tine of 
(taath, zaoe/welght--can be aco^ited as conalstant with Madc'^ In the natter 
of tha aex, 951 or ooze of our nUitazy pazaoraiel in Vietnsn isre male, 85% 
or HDte in hia age bracket, 751 or naze racially caucaaoid. All theae traita 
are conaiatent, but what ia not cxmalatant ia tha height, nor is It even close. 

Aa thpugh thla caae is ict involved enough, aeveral factors, acnia Initiated by 
cma, hanie made it naze so. 

(1) Mazk Dannia 'a nedical reootda list his hei^ diffezentlyw.47-1/4 inchM on 
(»B and 69-1/2 inchee on the enllatnent fdocD/ 

(2) enffl anthropologist Dr Hlnckaa used the 

tha probable lengbi of tha bone and then entered the zegzeaaian ton m las for 
stature baaed on thia eatinatad length, naking for an error factoa: of 3i5 
inches, plua or nlnusi The Isft fsour, though broken in ta», ooBplste Jn_^ 

l«ygth whan the two «lB were abutted, llie uae of the left faniir for tto height 
would givsn'an error factor of 1.3 inches, plus or ninua. Why vea the left 

fenur not used? Dr Hinckea in her depiction of the skeletal renalna on the 

on EOm 00892 ahowa the left feaur as miaaing the lame part, in black. 
This la rot true, as an exaeination of the left fenur will alw. A portion of 
tha anterior aspect is gouged out, but not totally. Thia bone is ocnplete in 
length and it ia tha only long bone of the-T?iper and lo«jr liaba that ia. 

(3) nr Maplea in hia 27 Novober 1988 report atataa that the left «aiur 
ieasuteB ^CB rather than the 44.3 <an I got. Dr 

Pamir estlnsted at 46.1 ca. If we accept the 45.3 embf M^ro (and I 
axqua on tide haze), thia nakaa the hal^ 169.24 on or 66.623 I*; 

iichM. ttaee bonee are of a nan 5feet6.61nchee +/- 1.3 ® ^ 

hl^ ■^■3* it mwld be as tall aa alnoat Sfeotainchaa. This la close to the 
OB for Made on hia madical record. 

(4) Ciun decided to have a ENA fingerprint done ty Lifecodee 

With aU the bones they had to choose frem (after e^les fron the » 

zsBulta) , the one long bone that wea oonplete— tha left feaur— vw chosen. A 
saqpla was taken frro the broken 

We oo* new to the (jiaatlfln of Marie's trw helfl^it- Ptoto^Jj^^ 

In Sapunbsc 1963 whan Mark was seventeen .. 

picture's left, standing at 5feetlllnchii 

SfeetlOirohaa (in flats); ard alster Anne at 5feet91nche8 (in 3-lnch heele). 

— — 63S Peterson, fort colllni, colorido B0524 ph (303) 491-1486 (divi) or 493-4107 (evening.) 
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■ ■ ■ . paga 2.of 3 , | 

ehun^togttB . ' ' . : ' : 

■ .. . - « u..j> M. hrrt-jiarwin-ljw Van Im OiirtlH. Ihto wm ■ 

1985 aid at 6fert21iichBS on hi* Ohio drivBt s 

ttotognfk 3 W 

4 ^ir*»arf ; Md notarised by the attach^ 

a. oi »g> to iM '* 

SSSEaSlJif*^ S» 

haig^it. ’ ' ■ . , . , 

h^Jndi hBBla), Marie la clearly 2-1/2 t» 3 Inchee taller, 
parson 5.4 Inches taller. , 

the right lenur. - ^ 

Dr Maples haa aede argwint tor the 
neglects to BWtl^t^ dan^^ 

teeth were oonsistant. This does not denote a jneKi’y» «w«j^^ 
teeth did so indicate, the reporta i«uld be mfelvoc al, and thy arp Dr 
SL^aJ^eJStS as -q^oonsiatercy- aid the fonner dantal 

mm*used tame such as "uniquely consistent.* Such attaipta to enrich the 
S?"SStoSS-^SutSfS. ThvaieiritKientlficjthiVtewno 
naaning dataoewr beyond just plain 'consistent. 

On the dental roBBina, pr Canitell in his jpaport of 30 
-. -T—n ttni "It ifl tte oDiniesn of both Cc Eboort fliicl inysBlf thst tho iwiy 1 1 * yy ^ 
fraomt Bhown in tte poitjaartan X-ray is oonilBtent with that of Mai^ V 

SJS SSSiS 3LSS, 

possible." Consistent to not positive identillcation. 

Dr Brion C anith, dantal officer at CIIHI, in his 

etatss in cowlualcn that the dental evidence to not inconsistent ^ ^ 
of Dennto, Mark V, Not inooM^^^tl^ ig 

ecespt this as proof of positive, iidiviitoal Identlficatioa. the eetch 
perfect one says so, aid not just "consistent." 


f 
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A-m 

pa^ 3 of 3 
charney-rogere 


Dr Maples also refers bo the report of Dr Angel of the ^thsaiim, clal^ 
SatOrW fouid "good consistency- between the ranaina aid Dannis^e traits. 
M»t S MB^ fails torantlon to that Dr Angel, whan questioned ly TV reporter 
2ta SSm oilte aSc^ News^T^ 

Octeber of 1985 said in answer to (Ailonones's quest^i 

"Dr ware you able to positively identify these ronaine 
as tlnee of Mark Dennto?" 

Dt Angsl repliedi . . , . 

"Ah, not absolutely, positively." 

Dr Angel has made clear ly this short statement the very real difference between 
constotancy and positive identification. 

«e have now the report of Dr Maples dated 16 AprU 1989, of the e^im^i^ 
sttic^ of the antenStam chesb radiograph of Mark Dernito taken at^ enltotsent. 
ItSals with the dental aspect as veil, but the teeth^were so oA to ^ ly 
tie aearch for OJA as to render then worthlees for such study, given theto snail 
2L1SlSarfvS. tot UB treat, rather, with the «,«:ii.|»sltlon of^ chest 
radtograS^ the cervical vertebrae. Again, the beet Dr Mapta^ do to to 
SowSietemy with the added arphaeto "very consistent." I ^t^t this 
to idt scieiitific reporting, it to not scholarly reporting. I hatve na^ seve^ 
positive, iidividual idantlficationB using the technique of nqorliipositj^ of 
Smiia aid phatographs, eoploying various instninarits--<ligittoiiig skull ly 
laser-caputar and 2-D caneira, two video Ganarae aid too 35-inm ptojeotm. 
Enhantonant of pteto?p^ to no nystaripus ptoceaa, aa Dr Mapiee vould ypw 

to iiiply. If to naant otharwtoe, wly cannot he furnish na with a copy of the 

vidaotme to has made, so thatl cem study it? ly university (OoloradD St^) 
has a large body of scianttote engagin in well-funded research. I have all this 
expertise at ny ooninaid vdanever Ijo need. 

Dr Maples in thto anhairement Btjxy (an do no acre than claln constotai^ as to 

has ttaoihout all his reports. Oo™i‘»ta«y ^ 

ictantification stick as that of Marie V Dennto, ycu nust stretch the stature sene 
five to six inchae. 


faithfully, 
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July 26. 1989 


lykc DciMitmcni 
l''«Kt(M1lnii.OnloniluM«2.7 


To Whom It May Concern: 

On this date at 1200 hours Jared Kirk Charney was 
measured by this notary and shorn to be 74 inches. 
His father» Michael Charney was also measured by 
this notary and found to be 71 Inches tall. 

AccompanylnB photographs taken by CSUPO Officer 
Jerald W. Hlnde. 
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inichaci chiroey, ph d, d-«b(a 
Idiplofflit*, tnMflunboinl o(IMnilc«nthrapaloiv . 


Hr Jarry Dannis 
14457 Joaaphlha Road 
Largo, Florida 34644 


Plaaaa Ineluda this raport with that of 29 July 1909 whan aulMaitting 
to tha AFIRB, Haahington, p C on tha eaaa of tha idantiCieatlon of 
tha human romalnt.CILHl 0055-00, 

In tha July raport I took iaaua with tha affort of CILHZ and Dr Maolaa 
in elaining conaittancy of traita found on tho rthaiha with dataila fron 
tha madieai raeord of Mark aa proof of poaitiya, individual idahtifieati 
What 2ol Iowa ara two raporta of tha idantification proeadura, ona whafa 
all traita glaanad from tha ramaina ahowad a eonaiataney with tha miaalr 
paraon and ona wh ara tho traita wara individual and eouid not ba anyona 
but that individual, 

Caaa i: 

A pilot laft Oanvar in 1971 in a uingla-onqlna plana haadod for Salt 
Laka City. Tho plana dlaappaarad ovar tho front rahga of tha Rocky 
Mountalna and waa not found till tan yoara lator. in 1981, juat outaida 
of Eataa Park in Lurimor County about 50 nilaa from Donvor, 

Photo 41t tho akalatal renaina eollaetad in and about tho wrackaga of 
tha plana. 

Working "blind”, tha faw fragmantad ramaina giva follwoing raaultai 
Sax: mala, iliac fraqnant of tha innominate (palvie bona) la large, 

?Fla aeap..uala glanoifi foanaa are in the male range, naaouring 4.4 and 4. 
cm raapaetivaly (greater than 3.7 cii la male), 

Aoa : Photo *2 ahowa a lumbar vertobrr''that la juxtapoaad to that of a 
young paraon. 'Tha degroo of arthrittc lipping along the border of the 
"Vertebra la tyjical of a paraon in the mid-aixtiea. . 

Haight : Photo #3 ia that of the fragment" of the left famur. Landmarka 
1 aM 2 according to Staola (1969) waaa preaant: che head and lesaar 
trochanter, Thia yielded a atatura of SfaatlO.7 inchea with a error 
factor of 3.5 inchaai 

Weight : Inauranca tablea giva a auggeated weight of 170 pounda for 
aucn a paraon, but tho loaig bonaa wara alight and muacla markinga not 
pronounced. Tha weight, hence, waa put at 150 f 5 pounda. 

Race : Photo #4 ehow a badly worn upper central'inclaor. Thia with a 
amail aalpont of the right mandible waa all laft of the akull. The toot 
ahowa marked buid-up of anamal on the adgea of the tooth, a condition 
known aa avhovallad. whan thia paraon waa twenty yearn of age, the 
ahovalling had to ba much more pronouc-d, Thia la a mongoloid trait, 
American Indian for tho most part here. This Individual had to have 
aoma * idian in hla inmadiate anceatry. 

Summation: Thaaa ramaina are thoaa of a male, in mid-nixtlaa, 5foat 
To7r*IncKaa ♦ 3^5 inchea, 150 ♦ 5 pounda, with American Indian probably 
l' aa part of hia racial idantityT 


- 63S peitnon, fort cotllni, colorido 80S24 ph (301) 491-1486 (diyi) or 4934107 (evtnln|i) 
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-2- charney-dennla 

Mr Drummond, the oilot who took off In tho oiane, was; 

male, 65 yoara, Sfaetllinchoa, 150 pounda, caucasold with a mother who 

was Franch-Canadian of the Netia ethnic group. His father was Scots. 

The Metis are a aonarate ethnic breedino population descended from the 
mixture of the french fur trappers and Indian, women of the. ieth.abd I9th 

Canturiaf',*., . 

The skeletal renaiha were, thus., in agreemeht with those of Drummond, biit. 
nothing on the. bones, yieldud lnformitlon that these were those of Drummor 
and only Drummond, . Them, are others . with the same traits. The. .question ; 
of course la what would just such another be doing, in that nlane just ther 
This is not the decision for the fprensic anthropoloolit to make. Jlis . 
task ia the analysis of the remains. These remains were consistent the . 
traita of Drummond and thfit i.e all. the scientist can say here. It was 

now up to the family to accept or reject the hones as identified. In 

this case they accented. 

^29 of th- Big Thomnaon Flood, 31 ^uly, 1976^ Leriaar County, Colors-' 

Photo *1, the skull in frontal view 

Photo 42 . the skull in lateral or profile view 

Thia is the Skull of a male, old aoe, cauca.snirt, • 

The ooJt-cranlal remains gave height of SfeetlOinchea > 1.2 inches, a 
weight Of 150 '+ 5 pounds, 

Two old men haa been re-orted missing. and one had fallen down 22 steos 
.some 9 years earlier. Tho Held County Ho loital in Greeley had sent over 
X-rays on one of the missin-s, Claude Allen Tcholl. 

Photo 43 shows the frontal sinus of Schall. It has three lobes, the one 
on the photo's right, divided into three with indentations, on the suoerior 
surfaces. Tho n^xt two a-e Individual lobes. 

Photo44, that of the skull of Body 12 9,' shows exactly the same sinus 
morphology; three lobes, the right with three seoarate sections with the 
indentations on the superior surfaces and then the two individual lobes. 
All sinuses are individual, no two people will have the aame sinus 
oatterne, Regardless of which sinus and 1 am not certain if this is not 
applicable to identical twins. 

Claude Allen Schell waa 96 years oH, SfeetlOtnches, 150 pounds. 

There is no question here of the individual, notsonal identification. 

Theae two casea I trust will demonstrate tha difference between an 
identification based on consistency of findings as a_gaiBst an identificati 
baaed on personal, individual traits such as sinus patterns, cranial 
suture patterns, bone anomalies, dental restorations where the antemortem 
X-raya are available for comparison aii-d flo forth. 



copy: John G Rogers, Naval Medical Command 
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WE RECEIVED 3 SAMPLES ON- 

LIFECODES WILL PROCEED WITH THE TESTISIAS REQUESTED.- FOR 
INFORMATION REGARDING'THESE SAMPLES. PLEASE REFER TO LIFECODES 
CASE 1^; LIFECODES PERSONNEL WILL NOT REFER 

TO. OR ACKNOWLEDGE. THIS CASE OTHER THAN BY THIS CASE AND 
THEN. ONLY ON A CALL-BACK BASIS. ACCORDINGLY, ONLY THIS CASE # 
SHOULD BE USED AND IT SHOULD ONLY BE DISCLOSED TO AUTHORIZED 
PERSONNEL. PLEASE ADVISE YOUR AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL AS TO THIS 
PROCEDURE. PLEASE CALL IF YOUR NAME. ADDRESS OR TELEPHONE # 
ARE INCORRECT. 

THANK YOU. 


OU> MW MaWVIR 110*0 
VAIMAU* WWYOnilOm 



C«iitr*l Idtntlfliwitlnn Ub 
?ort Sh«tt<r. Ill 9fiH5B 


Vf£ RECEIVED 2 . SAMPLES ON tun. 20. i98ii_- • 

LIFECODES WILL PROCEED KITH THE TESTIS) AS REQUESTED. FOR 
INFORMATION REGARDING THESE , SAMPLES. PLEASE REFER TO LjFECODES 

ju. n040Q , LIFECODES PERSONNEL WILL. NOT RErER 

TO. OR ACKNOWLEDGE.' THIS CASE OTHER.THAN BY THIS CASE f . AND 
THEN. ONLY ON A CALL-BACK BASIS. ACCORDINGLY. ONLY THIS CASE f 
SHOULD BE USED AND IT SHOULD ONLY BE DISCLOSED TO AUTHORIZED 
PERSONNEL. PLEASE ADVISE YOUR AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL AS TO THIS 
PROCEDURE. PLEASE CALL IF YOUR NAME. ADDRESS OR TELEPHONE # . 
ARE INCORRECT. 






WE RECEIVED __2_ SAMPLES ON July ii, 1988 . 

LIFECODES WILL PROCEED WITH. THE TEST(S) AS REQUESTED. FOR 
INFORf'lATION. REGARDING THESE SAMPLES. PLEASE REFER TO IIFECODES 
CASE _ FtOAQo . LIFECODES, PERSONfiE'JvilLL NDT fefi " ~ 

TO. OR ACKNOWLEDGE. THIS'CASE OTHER THAN BY 7HIS~CASE ^ AND 
THEN. ONLY ON A CALL-BACK BASIS. ACCORDINGLY. ONLY THIS CASE # . 

SHOULD BE USED AND IT SHOULD ONLY BE DISCLOSED TO AUTHORIZED 
PERSONNEL. PLEASE ADVISE YOUR AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL AS TO THIS 
PROCEDURE. PLEASE CALL IF YOUR NAME. ADDRESS OR TELEPHONE # . 

ARE INCORRECT. 


THANK YOU. 



cc: Nml Htdlcal Coimand 
Attn: John Rogdra 


Oto SAW Mill Nll-ER 
VALHAllA NEW YOBN I 05 #t 
l«MI SS2.4I?} 
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Coaaanding Offloar 
Attni Lt. col. Johnio Wtbb 
U.8. Any ; 

cantnl Idonttfioatlon Lab 
ron Shaftar, HZ 96858 



/cU'Oi /t-’UL-'iy J 


Data: Auguat 10, 1988 


Re: Lifacodaa caaa I: FI10400 


I. Evidanoa Receipt 

Tha folloving evidence was racalvad. on May 5, 1988 frott Dr. Joiaph R. 
Bennett, 8t. Petariburg,,FL in a eealad container via Federal Express. 

■ ■ ■■ Accession t flanple 

FBlOlll Blood - Dennis, Vera 

Additional evidence vai received on Kay IS, 1988 fron Dr. Kerley, 
Honolulu, HI in a sealed container via Dr. Robert Shaler, Valhalla, HY. 

Aecesalon I ' Sample 

FZ10400 Dietal part of fanur 

FZ10401 Brokan and of right rib 

PI10403 ,2 teath 

Additional avidanca vaa racalvad on June 20/ 1988 fron Dr. Karlay, 
Honolulu, HZ in a aaalad containar via Dr; Robart shaler, Valhalla,. NY. 


FZ11452 Bona aorapingai Laft fanur 

FZ11453 Bona acrapinga; Laft tibia 

Additional avidanca vaa racalvad on July 11, 1988 fron Dr. Karley, 
Honolulu, HZ in-4 aaalad containar via Expraaa Hail. ' ~ 

AccBstlon I SawDla 

FZ11966 Tlaaua - Dannia, Hark 

FZ11967 Bona chlpe > Dennis, Hark 


IZ. D::A Narrative 

An insufficient anount of high nolecular weight hunnn DNA vaa isolated 
for DNA-PRINT'*' onelyaie fron sanplos FZ10400, rZ10401, FZ10402, FZ11452, 
FZ11453, FZ11966 and FZ11967. 

Sinca an inaufficiant anount of high noltcular weight huaan DNA was 
iaolated for DNA-PRINt'" analysis fron sanples FZ10400, F110401, F110402, 
'Z114S2, FI11453, FZ11966 and FZ11967, no conparisons could be nado with 
sanpla FBlOlll. 



f!ic}(i lh^'Sb ^ 


Pig* 2 
U.S. Army 

Lifacod«s caitt fj; FI10400 


IV. Disposition of Evidance 


=ov.. ^ 




•^•vln C. Hf!Elfr/ssh, Ph.D. 

Asst, dgr. Paternity 6 '^orensica 


Lisa Banndtt 
Foranilc Stelantist 



Novomber 9, 1988 


Dr. Kerley • i 
U.S. Army 

Central Identification Ub 
Fort Shafter 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96858 
Dear Dr. Kerley, 

1 am responding to your request for an explanation of why the 
Lifeoodes' RFLP DNA-PRINT^® test was unsuccessful on the bone 
samples submitted under our case number FI 104 00. 

From my understanding of the case, there are two reasons for 
the DNA obtained to.be of such a poor quality that the RFtP test 
would give negative results. First, the age of the samples and the 
humid conditions present in Vietnam would work against preserving 
the DNA so that the RFLP test could not be done. Second, my 
understanding of the treatment the bones received in order to 
remove the tissue, i.e., heated, would in itself destroy the DNA 
for RFLP analysis. 

Since both of these conditions exist in this case, it would 
he expected that the DNA present in these samples would be degraded 
to the extent that the RFLP test would be negative. 

When we mat in New Vork a few weeks ago we discussed another 
DNA test that Lifecodes has been validating. In this second test 
samples of degraded DNA can sometimes be analyzed for the presence 
of genetic polymorphisms found on the HLA DQ#^ region of the DNA. 


. We tested the bones in this case using the second DNA system 
^ and compared them with the blood of Hrs. Dennis. In every instance 
If where results were obtained, the bones showed HLA DQ^ type 1. 

The HLA DQ.^typo of Mrs. Dennis also contains the HLA DQ/C type 1. 


l hcnm'jl 
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These test .rBSUlts indicate . that Mrs. Dennis is genetically 
consistent with being the mother of the inaividual whose bcnes were 
submitted., This genetic comparison does not constitute an 
absolute biological identification. Also, because this is still 
calSlated*' ® probability of maternity cannot be 

me. ^®Ve any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 




t 
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hr. CAMPBELL JR.. d:d.S. KAREN T. CAMPBELL, BS.M? 

forensic CONSULTANTS . 

P.0, 80^133 A’tlf 

TU«RA9.NM 87089 
(909>2B1-ei2l 


June 30, 1906 


Lt. Col. John l 0 C. Webb, Jr. 

USA CILHI 

Fort Shelter, Hawaii 96858-5400 
Re: CILHI 0055-08 I Dennle, Mark V. ) 

Dear LCol. Webb: 

The materials examined, in the original submission, consisted 
of the following? 

1. One Periapical x-ray's labeled-" Antemortem, Mark V. 
Dennis,. SN- 778-9ir45 USN ". There , was no date present.,, 

2. Two periapical x-ray's labeled-" CILIHl 0055-88, Remains 
of Hark V. Dennis, SN- 770-91-45 ".There was no date present. 

The quality of the antemortem x-ray was good and that of the 
postmortem X-ray excellent, howevor, there was a difference 
in angulation between the two. 

The significant features of the x-ray's are as follows? 

,1. Antemortem- #1 2-virgin, iPU-vlrgln, #l4-extansively 
carious, fi5-vlrgln, and jf16-impacted. 

. 2. Postmortem- #1 5-two separate occlusal restorations or 

one occlusal and one occlusal-lingual restoration, and #16- 
impacted. IH-has been extracted and the alveolus has healed. 

Visual comparison of the antemortem/postmbrtem x-ray's revealod 
the following: ^ . 

1. Overall crown and root formation of #15 is similar, 
with the exception of the restorations present in the postmortem 
films. 

2. Overall crown and tooth position of #16 is similar, 
only a small portion of the root structure Ic present in the 
antemortem film therefore no comparison could be made. 

3. The pulp chambers of #'s 15 & 16 are similar; as are 
the pulp canals. 

4. The position of #16 appears to be similar, however, 
difficulty arises, when comparing the two, dye to improper 
angulation of the postmortem x-ray. 

Side by side enhancement was then performed resulting in no 
change of the findings from the visual comparison, several 
questions did arise at this point, as follows: 

1. What was the time frame between the taking of the 
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antemortem :x-‘ray and the MIA report on Mark V. pennls? 

: 2. What is the date of the antemortem film? 

3., Are there any more antemortem and postmortem films ' 
available for comparispn? . 

:4. May we have a copy of the Dental Standard Form 603? 

5. Can the, postmortem x-ray be redone, to more closely 
approximate the angle present in .the antemortem film? 

These questions, were conveyed, to Dr. Ellis Kerleyr by phone 
on May 19, 19804 the following documents were received, from 
Dr. Kerly, May 26, 1988: 

1. Copy of the Dental standard Form 603 for Mark V. Dennis, 
dated 10 June 64y 

2. Dental Identification Chart, AF Form 697A for Mark V: 

Dennis, dated 21 August 71 . ; 

3. A letter,: dated 21 j;uly 71, signed by Col. John J. , 
TarSitano and Lt. Col. Gilbert L. Koehler, summarizing their 
findings. 

4. Six(6) postmortem periapical x-ray's and three(3) 

cSrooss^e!.'’"^®'’^"^ and 'labeled 

These documents and .x-ray's were reviewed on 1 June 88 and tha 
restorations in #15 and the extraction of #14 were confirmod ^ 

( see SF 603 ) . Further enhancement Wjas carried out on 13 June 

5. submitted , and photographs taken for side- 
by-side comparison utilizing 'an enlargement projection technique 


The slde-by side comparison, of the enhanced x-ray's, was 
completed on June 27, 1988 . by simultaneously proiecting the 
enhanced photographs enlarged to appaoximately the same size 
discrepancies noted; the ^rea of* 
chaiLI ^ 5 ? alveolar bone; the root contour, pulp 

^ configuration of tooth #15 were similar; 

and the coronal contour, viewable, of tooth #16 was similar 

Conclusions: 

1. There are many areas of consistency present. 

2. There are no unexplainable or undocumented discrepancies 
present. 

3. There are no areas of individuality present that would* 
allow this fragment to be positively identified based 
upon x-ray comparison only. 
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' '‘Opinion;. ■ ■ 

It is the opinion of both Dr. Ebert and myself that the 

maxillary fragment, shown in the postmortem x-ray, is consistent 

with that of Mark V. Dennis, however; positive identification, 
utilizing only the documents received, is not possible. 


James Ian Ebert, Ph.D. 



^ Attachments:!. Enhanced photographs of antemortem and post- 

mortem X-ray's. 

2. Image Analysis technical data. 


Enclosures: All antemortem and pbstmortam x-ray's received. 



f 







07 July 1908 


, : ;• f' 

ENHANCEMENT AND ANALYSIS OF X-RAY IMAGES 
FOR THE CENTRAL .IDENTIFICATION LABORATORY, HAWAII: 

MARK DENNIS CASE 


Image Analysis Method and ] 


.Electronic image analysis was performed on both the 
ahtembrtem and postmortem x-rays using art efnalbg' image analysis 
system at Ebert S Assbciates* laboratory in Albuquerque, New 
Mexico. This system Wi.s designed to facilitate the inspection bf“ 
minute details of x-rays through the enhancement of such images. 
Electronic image enhancement, through, the extreme magnification 
of x-rays, and the emphasis of their contrast and the areas where 
the gray scale of such images changes, rather than simply their 
absolute value (edge enhancement), allows the forensic scientist 
to assess subtle patterning in an x-ray or other photographic 
image which would not otherwise be apparent on the original film. 
It does not add anything to the image, but rather simplifies it 
so that the forensic scientist can see very subtle patterning in 
the images being compared. 


• » 
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'• , 

In' thS' case Of the antemortem and postmortem remains 
Inspscted here, the details, of the internal structure pt th# 
second moiar (No. 15) ai^O' remarkably sW First, .in a gross 
sense, the pulp cavity of the two Images of. the tooth are quite 
consistent, with a "horn" or protrusion to the left of the pulp 
cavity, as it appears . on the x-^ray images, and another to the 
right side (less apparent on the antemortem image, but still 
there;) 

It must be borne in mind that the post-mortem x-ray is not 
exposed at the exact angle of the antemortem ; x-ray. When this is 
the case, it can always be contended that the patterning of the 
internal structure of the tooth does not appear "exactly'’ the 
same. Taking into account the alight angular discrepancy between 
the x-rays, however, the root canal configurations are of the 
same shape. At the extreme left (forward) edge of the second 
molar as it appears on both of the' x-ray images, a denser portion 
of the tooth forms -a crescentic pattern that is virtually 
identical in the two x-rays. A similar, denser area at the left 
side of the crown of the second molar is less distinct, but is 
still of consistent shape on both of the two x-rays. A very 
small internal inconsistency near the top and to the right of 
this right (posterior) denser area is also apparent on both x- 
rays. 

Details of the central root canal are also consistent 
between the two images, particularly with respect to two "bulges" 
in the canal immediately above the pulp cavity. These dual 
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buiges appaar clearly on both of the liaagee, , r//' Ji 

Given the forensic evidence proylded, by the antemortam and 

postmorteni x-rays available ^ here, and rly, experience in 
interpreting such electronically enhanced x-ray images,, my 
conclusion is that by virtue of the evidence at hand the two 
teeth (second molars) are remarkably similar and consistent. 
Details of the third molar, though it has not fully developed in 
the antemortem x-ray, are also consistent. There is no 
photogrammetric reason, to believe' that these , two x-rays do not 
represent the same two teeth. 




JMM t«n £btrt, Ph.D. 

Cirtiricd PiiototroiMtrlit lAW’llt] 
Olrietpr 
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DAPC-PEP-H 

16,: September 1988 ; ri'fli 
, FORENSIC ODONTOLOGY REPORT: CILHI 0055.88 , 

FORENSIC ODONTOLOGY SECTtON 
U.S. ARMY CENTRAL IPENTIFICRTION LABORATORY, HAWAII 


POSTMORTEM EVIDENCE: The dental remains of CILHI 0055-88 consist of 
partially Intact maxillae with three teeth (Universal System #1, R15, and 
116). The maxillary alveolar process exhibits widespread loss of mid-arch 
and anterior alveolar biine. The condition of the remaining bone Indicates 
that teeth 12 , ill, and il3 were lost postmortem and that tooth 114 was 
missing antemortem. See OD Form 891 dated 15 September 1988 for a graphic 
description of the dental remains.' All teeth were radiographed In 
duplicate with Size 2 dental film at 10 MA, 80 KVP, and. 18/60 seconds. The 
results are the five periapical films dated 15 September 1988. 


ANTEMORTEM EVIDENCE:.: Dental records: One SF 603 dated "JUN 1 0 1964Y and 
labeled "DENNIS, MARK V." with a last entry of "10/20/65". Dental 
radiographs: One frame of bitewing dental films dated ".Initial films" and 
labeled "Dennis, M. V.\ A second frame, of bitewing dental films dated . 
*8/26/65" and. labeled "Dennis, M. V.". One envelope labeled "Dental X-Rays 
for Mark V Dennis", containing one periapical film dated *1964", and two 
other periapical films and one occlusal film labeled "Postmortem 
radiographs accomplished 21 JUL 1971 Medical Center MrIght-Patterson'AFB. 
.■Ohlo\. . 

NOTES: The "Initial films", although undated, show tooth 13 .to be present 
and must have been produced prior to the documented extraction date of 
"tooth 13 on 27 November 1964. . 

The SR 603 Indicates that tooth 114 was extractedHn January 1964. - 
This procedure follows a series of treatments provided In November 1964. 
Therefore, It Is most probable that tooth 114 was actually removed In 
January 1965, and recorded Incorrectly with the past year's date of lD64. 

The SF 603, Section III, Part 17 Iqfllcstes that teeth, #2 and 13 
were restored with 0-AH In September 1965.' However, tooth 13 was extracted 
earlier and Is missing In radiographs dated August 1965. It 1$ most 
probable that Section III, Part 15 Is correct as It shows tooth #31, not 
#3, as being restored. ' 

The SF 603 Indicates that tooth 114 was restored with 0-AH, 'O-AM In 
October 1965. Since tooth 114 was extracted and Is missing In radiographs 
dated August 1965, It Is most probable that the tooth actually restored was 
♦15. This correction would be consistent with the SF 603 documentation 
that all other second molars were being treated for similar lesions during 
the same series, of appointments. 


COMPARISON: The dental remains were received In poor condition, missing 
a root tip visible In earlier postmortem radiographs. 

Clinical examination of the remains resulted In the following findings: 
IT)~~lmpactBd teeth #1 and 116 (2) Antemortem presence of teeth 12, 111, 
and #13 (3) Antemortem absence of tooth 114 ( 4 ) Presence of O-AM, O-AM 
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restorations on tooth 115, These findings are not Inconsistent with the 
known dental features of P03 DENNIS as described In the NOTES paragraph 
above . Radiographic ekarn! nation of- the dental remal ns and . cbmpari son with 
the antemortem periapical film dated "1964" results In several ; 
consl stenci es ; , Sped f 1 ca 1 1y , the pul p; chamber of tooth ♦ 15 and coronal : 
anatofliy of tooth 116 are very similar. . These antemortem and postmortem 
radiographs were submitted. to Or. Ebert and Dr. Campbell for' electronic 
enhancement and analysis. See Forensic Consultant Reports dated 30 June 
1988 and 7 July 1988. Note: These reports allude to the Improper 
angulation of the postmortem radiographs of teeth #15 and 116 as compared 
to the antemortem "1964"' film. However, examination of the antemorteiii 
bitewing radiographs, takgn before and after the extraction of tooth f 14, 
shows cleariy that tooth #15 had.drifted meslally. Therefore, exact ’ 
postmortem duplication of the angle and relationship pictured in the "1964" 
periapical film, which was taken before the loss of HU and drifting of 
#15, would not be possible. DNA-PRINT^ analysis was attempted on teeth 
#15 and #16. Both teeth were removed for thar purpose on 11 May 1988. See 
Lifecodes Corporation report and Accession ♦FU0402. The results of this 
analysis were noncontributory. 



OPINION; I have compared the dental remains of CILHI 0055-88 with the 
dental records and radiographs of P03 DENNIS, and find that the . 

radiographic appearance of teeth #15 and 116 to be markedly similar. There 
are no Irresolvable discrepancies and the preponderance of available dental 
evidence Is not inconsistent with the Identification of DENNIS, Hark V, 

101. 778-91-45, HH-3, USN. 


BRION C. SMITH 
MAJ, DE. USA 





/<? 
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FORENSIC ANTHROPOLOGY REPORT 
CILKI 0055-88 


The renal ns as received appear recently skeletoniied, Judging by the 
presence of cartilage, oil, and a characteristic odor. Presertt are the 
bat 1 cranium, nearly complete axial skeleton, and appendicular portions of a 
single individual. SmaVr charred areas are notad on the cranium, elbows, 
and lower limbs, especially the left anterior tibia. The letters "MO" have 
been hand-printed on the right scapula, humerus, and radius, the left ; 
scapula, and the sacrum. The posterior left femur has been longitudinally 
sectioned, from the lesser trochanter through the gluteal tuberosity. The 
pubes have been excised but are present. 

B10L0I51CAL OETERHINATIONS, . 


Pelv1c,'occ1p1tal, and temporal morphology are masculine. 


The pubes are aged at Suchey-Broofcs Phase U, 24,7 years (S.O. 4.3 yr). 
The Iliac crest, auricular surface, annular rings, and sacrum are all 
consistent with an age in the early 20's. 


Horphology of the cranial base and palate Is consistent with Caucasoid . 
ancestry.:, ' 

STATURE A PHYSIQUE 

The measured length of segment 1 of Ihe right femur was used to Calculate 
femoral length. This length was used In Trotter's formula for White males 
to calculate a stature estlmate-of 67.4* (S.I. 3.5"). Muscle markings and 
build are of average development. 

TRAUMA 

The fracture pattern observed on cra|n1um, shoulders, forearms, legs, and 
sacrum Is consistent with crash trauma. Thbse are not thermally-induced 
fractures. 

PATHOLOGIES 

No osseous pathologies are observed. 

ANOMALIES 

There are six segments to the sacrum, a variant more commonly seen In 
males. It Is probably due to sacralltatlon of the first coccygeal 
vertebra, since fusion Is Incomplete on the right side (hemlsacrallzatlon). 
However, the (rest of the) coccyx was not received with the remains. 


J 
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CILHI 0055-88, page 2 


COMPARISON WITH ANTEMORTEM RECORDS OF MARK V DENNIS 

According to his military medical file, Mark DENNIS Is described as a 
male Caucasoid who would have been nearly 20 years old at time of death. 

His statistics from 1964 are: Height 67.25*, weight 152 1b, medium build. 
Since DENNIS was Just 17.5 yr at that time, there was undoubtedly some 
additional growth afterwards. All of these data are consistent with the 
biological determinations derived from CILHI 0055-88 skeletal remains, 
though nothing Is definitive. There are no Inconsistencies. 

To avoid confusion. It must be noted that previous re-processing 
reports refer to body parts hot received with the remains at CILHI, 
Including soft tissue (organs and musculature), a complete thorax (7. ribs, 

2 cervical vertebrae, and both clavicles are not present now), head and 
' shaft of right fibula, and possibly more of the facial skeleton. A portion 
of left radius shaft that was not mentioned In a previous inventory was 
received with the remains. Apparently, It was during these previous 
examinations that bone sectioning took place and the remains were reduced 
to a skeleton, although these actions are not well documented In the 
available paperwork. 


Madeleine J. ^kes, Ph.D, 
Dlplomate, A.B.F.A. 
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STAFF R^IEW SUMMARY 

CILHI 0055-88 


The scientific 3 (aff of the US Army Central Identification L6boratory in Hawaii reviewed 
on 20 Oct 1980 the recommendation that the remains of CILHI 0055-68 be Identified as those 
ofHIIShARKVOENHiS There was unanimous Support for, this retxmmentt^ 
following grounds. 


I ! Thera WBS a favorable comparison between the remains and antemortem dental 
records of HM3 Dennis. . 

2. The biological determinations of the CILHI anthropologist were consistent with the 
physical descriptions of Hfi3 Dennis. 

3. Thera IS nothing In the CILHI processing cose file IhM would preclude these remains 
being Ihoseof Hli3Dennls. 

4. The available dentition can be excluded as belonging lo anyone known to have been in 
the helicopter other than HhJ Dennis, 


20 OCT 1988 

#1 




EIItsR.lt6rleyiT>h.D. / 
Diplomate.Amsrican Board 
ofForensicAntluiopology 


Staff Present; 

LTCJohnIe Webb. Commander 
Dr. Ellis Kerliy. Scientific Director 
LTC Collie fl. Trent. MC. Forensic Palholtgist 
Mr. Thorne Helgesen, Laboratory Administrator 
Dr. Madilelne HInkes . Forensic Anthropologist 
Mr. Jason Ota, Anthropologist 
MAJBrionC. Smith, DC. Dentist 
SSO Deborah Blacknall , Casualty Analyst 

Assigned: Dr HInkes 
Peer Review: Sera Collins 
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OAPC-PEO-H (eno-s-lm) , 14 Kovenb»r 1988 


HEMORAHRIJH FOR: COMMAHR-R, IJ.S. .TOTAL ARMV PERSONNEL AOENCY ' 

ATTN: OAPC-PEO-F, ALEXAHORIA, VA 2^331-1)40? . 

SIIMECT: Rema ) ns CILHI, 0055-38 

Forwarded for your review is the caie file containing the record or 
examination and analysl'i far the remains in CILHI 0055-'I8, 

. HmS'I upon the dental , skeletal i arid circumstantial evidence, it ii 

recomnended that these reinain'-. be identified as OENNIS, Hark V, 282-42-1*04 . 

HHJ, USN, . ■ . ' 

that this, office be 

. notified of thd Idonttficotion decision ond disposition Invt.ructlons* ; 

4. Enclosed are HNS nEIINIS's original medical and dental records for 
appropriate, disposition by the parent service. 

3 Encis 7 JOHNIE £. UEOB, OR. / 

1. Staff Review Sumnary, ' LTC, QH 

20 Oct 88 Commanding 

2. DA Form 2/73-R w/encls, 

14 Nov 88 . 

3. OrIg Hed and Den; Records 


.2^ 

CPtH 


% 


i 


i 


maumtiw «• luimwn 

BACKGROUND 

These remains were received from the II, S, Army Mortuary, Oakland AO, on 1 
ApririBBS. They Were believed to be the remains of MARK V DENNIS, one of 
^ ^ '13 casualties of a 15 July 196fi helicopter explosion in South Vietnam (Msg 

■w “ 210305Z JUL 66, CG THIRD MAR OIV). The remains were originally processed 

at Tan Son Nhut Mortuary (TSN 3581-66). Identification was achieved 
through exclusion: After 12 remains were Identified through dentition 
andfor ID tags, the only unidentified remains were matched with’ the only 

unassociated name, OENNIS. These remains have been exhumed and re-analyred 
several times since their Initial processing.. This Is the first time they 
have been examined by CILH| forensic scientists. 

CONDITION -OF REMAINS- : 

(A A The remains are Incomplete and only recently skeletoniied. There are small 

w ^ areas of charring. A portion of the left femur and the pubes have been 

sectioned. Some bones are labeled with a hand-printed "HO,*. During 
examination at CltHl, portions of dental and skeletal material were excised 
for use in DNA testing. 

MEANS OF IDENTIFICATION 

Identification was attempted through three avenues: dental, skeletal, and 
genetic. The dental remains of CILHI 0055-88 were compared with the dental 
records and radiographs of Mark V OENNIS, and all findings proved 
^ A consistent with OENNIS. A computer enhancement of .vitenortem and 

^ postmortem dental radiographs also proved consistent with 0F,NNIS. 

Biological Information derived from the skeletal remains Is consistent; with 
the information in DENNIS’S military medical file. Seven dental/skeletal 
samples were submitted for DtlA^PRINT analysis; the results were 
Inconclusive. (See body of ease file for all pertinent reports.) 

(continued) 


# 
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CircuMtant1a1evl(iinca, In the form of cotipany muster rtporti 1iim«d1tt«1y ’ 
before. and after the Incident and eye. wltness.statetnentt, leaves no doubt ' ^ 

that Hark' V DENNIS was aboard the helicopter when It exploded. ' Therefore, w v 

. based on the dental and skeletal evidence, there is no.reisoh to believe . 

that these are the rwalns of enyone other than HARK v nEHNiS. ' 

Sumiiary prepared by H. .1. HI nkes, RI Sep W 







Rased on the findings of the anthropologist and odontologist, the general 
agreement of alT available evidence, and the absence of any conflicting 
evidence, It Is recommended that these remains he Identified as those of 


- , ■ ■ MARK’ V DENNIS - . 

' 28Z.42.1904 HH3 DSN - . 

Jhls recommenoatloo. Is based on circumstances of the Incident as well as 

biologic determinations jnade during processing by the anthropologist and . M % 

odontologist at the IIS Army Central, Identification Laboratory, Hawaii. 





* • 
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OA FORM 2773.R i Conti rtuatl on Sheet 
CILHl 005S.88 . : 


ENCLOSURES, ',, : 

00 Form 890 Record of Identification Processing, 21 Sept 38 

00 891 Dental Chart, 15 Sept 88 

Forensic Odontology Report, 16 Sept 88 

DA 5520.R Physical 4 Oefttal Comparison Chart, 15 Sept 88 

DO 892 Skeletal Chart, 20 Sept 88 

Forensic Anthropology Report, 4 April 88 

LIFECOOES CORP. Confirmation of Receipt. of Samples (3),. . 

26 Hay 88, 23 June 88, 11 .July 83 , 

LIFECOOES CORP. Report, 10 Aug 88 A Letter, 9 Nov 88 , 

Forensic Consultants Report, 30 June 88, w/attachment 7 July 88 

Envelope: Dental Radiographs (AM 4 PH), Photographs (2) 

DO 898 Record Data, 28’ Aug 38 
Biographic Data Sheet, 2. pp. 

Information Concerning Plane Crash 
Suimary of Incident 

Summary of all Available Facts/Information 
JO 1300, 25 July 66 
NAVMED N, 25 July 66 
Medical and Dental Records 


A9 
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; Hovaribtr 15. 19911 


Lt. Colonal JaitiM Cola 
00 Arm/ 

DAPC PED ASGRO 

2461 ElMnhovfer Avenus 

Alottndirlt, Vlijinla 2233i-o«82 . 

R«i Cltai 05S-8B 

, ^lar 'CoIohei. ;(!ibl«: ' 

1 h«v« oxamlntd cht tvailtblo Avldonot in th« abova 
caiA including a portion oC tha akull and dantal x-ray filmi 
taken with taath in poaltion. 

It is my opinion that tn# dantal chart dated IS 
Saptomba: 1908 is a corraot daceciption ai the ranains existed 
c;t that dau baled upon that oxamination. 

It is ay opinion that the dentition of CilBi OSS-88 
is totally consistent with the dantal record (SF 603) of 
MARK V.- DENNIS dated June 10> 1?64 shd that my iiitacpratation 
ot' the dental caeoed (SF 603) aqraaS With that of the dental 
cfficsrs (Tarsluno and Koehler in 1971. Salth in 1980). 

It is . ay opinion that the periapical dantal x-ray 
cf the upper left molar area ravaali eharacterlstles that 
ace . interpreted ae oeaplettly conaietent with .the poataortem 
film ofitho same area in the morphology of tha two remaining 
teeth. Electronic image enhaceemant of t)- ee. radiograph! 
is quite valuable Ln. that ooRparieon. . 

X have conaidecad tha cireomatancei, the reports 
of competent forensic .anthropologistr as well aa tha dental 
evidence and it in my opinion that the tbovi Case is the 
reiaalns c£ HM3 MARK V. DENNIS, DSN. 


Sincerely 


lowell .7. Bovine, DDS 


^0 
0^ /St 




PACSIMItl TRAMSMimL flllUKT 


PLEASE DELIVER FOIIOHINQ DOCUMENTS TO: 

M Torn 


(cm, STATE, IXPI 


DATE: 

NtmSER OP PAQBSi ^ ~ (fNCLUDIMQ THIS PAGE) 


oesAf^/c AHmdfoLoasT ^ 


PAX NDNBBNt 602-791-9161 


IP ANY PORTION OP THIS TRANSMISSION IS NOT CLEAR, 


PLEASE CALL: 602-884-0177 
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ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM 

THE UNIVEAIITY or ARIZONA 
TUCSON. ARIZONA MT]! 

UuMRA IdEntifieRtion L«bor«cory 


,’^v 


Novcnbtr 22. 1988 


Lt, Ool. Jmmi 0. CoU 
08 Total. Any PorMbMi; Afoncy 
200 Stovall Sttraat 
AlOKanilrla, VA 22332-0400 


Rt: CIIKI 0033-86 


Od 8 Hovaabar 1988, vbila aarviag at eoniultank to tha Chial, Ara«4 
larvieaa OravAa lagiikration Ofliea, Waahlngton, D.C., 1 aa raquaitad by Dti 
lllii R. Karlay, Selaatifie Dlractor of tha CllHl lAboratory to avaWata tba 
ineoaplata, partially burnad and raeantiy akalatoniaad raaaloa of an 
individual daiignatad by tha abova citid eaaa nunbar. Tha raaialna raputadly 
art thoia of HM3 Mark V. DENNIS (282-42-1904) U8N. 

Tha obatrvad akaiatal aatariala are aaaantially eonaiatant with tba 
CILRI anthropology ihvantory of 4 April 1988 and tha drauini on fora £0892 
datad 20 Saptaibar 1988, both producad by Dr^ N*<(*i*iiw Rinkaa. 

Tha rataina ara ihoaa of a young adult oala with a uaao aga of 24.7 
yaari (8.D. 4.3 yaara) baaad on pubic aiyaphyiia ehahiaa eonaiatant with 
Phaao IX of Suehay-lrooka. 

Tha eraniuu, although badly "daiMgad, la norphologically eonaiatant 
with Caueaaian aalaa baaad on tha ahapa of tha cranial baia, tha width of 
tha right and left taaporal porua, and tha aharp and alavatad lafe naaal 
aill. 

On chla aaaa data Dr. Hillia* Maplaa and I Joidtly aaaaurad tha 
fragaantary taaair waing an oataoaatric board. Tha fragaaot eoapriaing tha 
diatal ona-fourth of tha (a«ur doaa not artieulata with tha fanoral ahaft 
baeauaa an approRiaataly 0.3 ea faction haa baan raaovad froa tha aoat 
proxlnal projaeting adga of thia diatal portion. For thia raaaoo, thraa 
diffarant naafuranantf ara takan (or eoapariaon with provieua raporta on 
thia eaaai . 


3a 


i2ie 




1. Phyilologieit t<D|thi eut iur(«ea o( diittl fraggitnt ind proxlnal 
frapitnt in cotitict ■ (M.O a»i 

2. Morphological length, cut aurfaca of diatal fragaant; and proxlaal 
tragaant in contact ■ (45.0) ca; 

3. Morphological laagth, with diital fragaant and proxiaal fragAant 
placed in thalr approxUata anatoaicah iralationihlp ■ (45.5) ca. 

An indapandenc aaaauroaant of Sagaant 1 uiing the tachniqua of Staala (1970) 
for tha proxiaal right faaur io approxiaataly 8^0 cn in langth. A Sagaant 1 
length of 8.0 ca yialdi an aatimatad faooral length of 44, || cm a 2.52 ea 
i.a.) for Nhita Malai. ■“ 

Mean atatural aacinationa baaed on the ehrao aaaiuroMnta above give 
Kaighta of 44.7 inchaa, 44.9 inehai, and 47.4 inchaa raapaetivaly. The aaan 
atatural aatiaatioa ualog Staala'a Sagaant 1 producaa a height of 47.9 
inchaa (« 3.94 a. a.). AM ataturaa era cooputad uaing the foraulaa of 
Trotter and Olaaar (19S8)- for Hhita Malaa. 


Diicuaaion . , 

My anthropological avaluat ion of tha raaaina (ClLRt 0055-88) are 
oonaiatant vith the known biological data given by tha aiUtary for UO Mark 
V. KMNiS and ia alac coaaiftent with the Foranaic Anthtopology report 
produced at the Cllkt Laboratory and dated 4 Aprll~f988~ . - — 

In addition, I have axaeined the poateortae dental radiographi 
produced on thia above e iced caaa and tha antaeortae dental charta and 
radiographa labtlad Mark V. UNMIS plua tha alectronie enhencaeant of the 
antiiBortaii and poctaortee X*rayt and conclude that there are no 
ineonaiatineiaa between the antaaortaa and poataorcaa record! and the 
roranale Odontology report produced on 14 Septaabar 1988 at tha CllHI 
laboratory. 

The find Inga of Or. Kiehaal Charney in hia report of 16 February 
1988, aapaeially with regard to the eatiaatad living atature and the raoial 
aaaaaaMnt of thaaa raaaina are not oonaiatant with the obaarvad tecta. Or, 
Charney detarainad a left (aaorel length of 44.) ea which ia ahertar than 
any of tha Baeauraaanta aeda by Or. Naplaa and aa. Sven our ahortoat 
Boaauriaant (I) which haa the out diatal fragaant in contact with the 
proxiaal fragMot aaaaura aora than tha 44.3 ea ha obtalMo, 

Or, Charnay'a atatural eoaputet ion uaing tha foraulaa of Trotter and 
Cleaar (1952) (or Nhita Malaa ia in error by approxiaataly 3.5 ea beeauae ha 



Ik. Col. Jaiaa 0. Cola 
CILHI 0055-88 
Novaabar 22, 1908 

P age 2 
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uaad ohly a (aecar of 2,3 rithar than iKa raquired 2.18 tinaa hit finur 
■ length' tatiaatlon. ■ 

Dr. Charnay'a net laciaatioa on tha raaaina aaani to bi baiad 
aolaly on tha antarlor (aaoral bow which ha pareaivaa to bt aora 
eharaetarlatic of tha ''Mongoloid racial acoek". 1 find thia to ba laaa 
raliibla than tha cranial and daocal obaarvationa which aupport, in tha 
abova eitad call, that the raaaina ara thoia' of a baa leal ly Caucasian Mala. 

Tha datarBination of anearlor faaoral bow in fragaantary raaaina uuat ba 
viawad aa apurioua at bait. (Alao. parhapa it would have baan wall (or Or, 
Charnay- to - have . app lied the Kongoloi d . atatWa .ragtaaiion to hia ; 

obtained (aaoral langth Inataad of using tha foraulaa of Vhlta Malaa), 

And, lastly, anijrlof faaoral bow euat KOT ba const ruad as tha aaaa 
physical faatura ai "bow-laigad" (i.a., janu Mruy). 


I 


VRB/sr 


i 


I 


I 


a/p/j; 



- Co l 0 . Co l* 

ClLHl 00J)*88 
Novaabar 22, 3986 , 

Paga 3 


I 



^ ' 

■ l^lOGTtAPHlC DW 5HC.ET 

NAME: DENNIS, Mark "V" 

■GRADE:: ■ HM3/E4;, " 

SSN; 282-42-190A ' 

SERVICE NO: 2789145 
SERVICEi U.S. Navy 
BIRTH DATE: 21 Sep 46 
DATE OF DEATH:; 15 Ju1 66 , 

RACE: Caucasian 

SEX: Male'- 

HAIR: Browi 
HEIGHt: 67 l/4« ' 

HEIGHT: 152 lb 
BLOOOTYPE: A-Hea 
BUILD: PteUluni 

ABNORMALITIES: None listed on wdlcal 

MEDICAL RECORDS: Ves 

DENTAL RECORDS: Yes 

DENTAL X-RAYS: Yes 

MEDICAL X-RAYS: Yes 

PHOTOGRAPHS: No 

CASUALTY REPORTS/INCIOENT REPORTS: None 

DIA FILE NO: None Listed 

DO FORM 1300; Yes 

DATE OF MISSION: 15 Jul 65 

TYPE OF MISSION: Troop Reinforcement 

nPE OF INCIDENT: Hostile Action 


tflif 
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CURR^T STATUS OF INDIVIDUAL: KIA ‘ 

UNIT ASSIGNED TO: H 4 S 2ND BN» 1ST MAR 1ST MAR DIV (REIN) FMF 
duty POSITION: Passenger 
NUMBER OF KIA: 13 (KIA) 

NAME OF POW CAMP: None Listed 

TYPE OF location OF SITE: Incident Location (crash site) 

INCIDENT LOCATIiW: 

LAST KNOWN LOCATION: 

COUNTRY: South Vletnaffl, 

PROVINCE: Quang Tri 
MILITARY REGION: 

VEHICLE: CH-46A 

YEAR OF VEHICLE: Not Listed , ^ 

TAIL fW. /SERIAL NO. OF VEHICLE: Not 
MISSION CODE NAME/NO: Operation Hasting 
CALLSIGN: Not Listed 

TYPE OF INDIVIDUAL WEAPON: Not Listed 
-INDIVIDUAL WEAPON SERIAL NO: Not Listed - 



REMARKS: Date of Incident Is certified to be 15 July 1966 per C.G. THIRD MARDIV 
message DTG 2103052 JUL 66 " 


» • 


t t 


• • 




• • 


17 


i 




CO A 1ST ENG BN 
1ST MARDIV [REIN 


Passenger 


2ndLt/01 USMC 
CULLERS. Ronald K. 



,# U ’ : : . ' ^228 


SUMMARY OF INCIDEUT 

^ _ . ; On 15 July 1966, Capt MCALLTSTER, Pilot, IstLt RICHEY. Co-pno^ 

■5> • LUCAS; Door Gunneri , and SGT TELFER, Crew Chief, ware the crew of a CH-46A 

, hel1copter:part1c1pat1ng In "Ooeratlon Hasting* troop relnforceflienti 

After being tilt by hostile ground fire (probably front a .50 cal 
machine-gun), the, helicopter made: an emergency landing 1n 8 niortar . 
emplacement area manned by friendly troops Just iiorth of Quang Tri Provinca, 
North Vietnam, The troops In the area Immediately Converged to assist In tne 
rescue efforts, however, the explosions occurring aboard the helicopter 
precluded an Immediate recover'y, but ultimately air remains were removed. 

f 


« • 


f • - 


• • 


» • 
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SifflMry of al) Available facts/lnforiMt Ion 


1. NIS Report of Investigation dtd 10*23-81 Indicated it was considered Dosslhi^ 

. but not likely that an Individual could have been flying aboard, a helltopter And 

not listed as a passenger. It ws also noted, that upon final review of the crash 
clrcuBistances/operatlon, no Infomiatldn to support any discrepancies reoardlno the 
specific helicopter DENNIS wa;, travelling and the passengers: aboard had ever • 

surfaced .', ''■ . 

Background .Information: 

On 15 July 1966 P03 OENNiS' company was designated to p''ov1de support for 
other military units In Quang Tri Province. Ten helicopters provided 
transportation to the designated area. A.company muster was made prior to 
departing Dong Ha, the Marine base camp location. Immediately after thee Incident 
the helicopters transporting other company "E" members returned to Dong Ha for rf>-* 
muster, thus personnel aboard the downed helicopter were known by name and ‘ ' 
the Commander of Company "E". The Commanding Officer 
of CO. *E* transmuted a letter of condolence dtd 28 July 1966, only after 
ascertaining Mark Dennis' whereabouts and determining beyond all reasonable doubt 
that he was aboard the helicopter which crashed. 

2. Crash was, witnessed by Martin ("Hike*) HEENlCK a scout for HQ Company. 3rd 
Battalion. Reference NIS'Report of Investigation dtd 08-27-31 , (WEENICK's 
Interview). 

3. -The helicopter made, an emergency landing in a mortar emplacement area manned 
by friendly troops who Immediately converged to assist in rescue efforts 
However, the explosions occurring aboard the helicopter precluded an Immedlat® 

wre removed. During UEENICK's Interview by 
NIS he indicated "later when volunteers wejre sol Id ted -to remove the bodies, he 
volunteered along.wlth 6-10 others’. (No Information available Indicates how much 
■later" S/R efforts beganh 

4. Subsequent to removal of remains from the Dong Ha area to the division field 
hospital at Da Nang processing for Individual Identification and preparation of 
the certificates of death was accomplished. The reverse side of certificates 
prtpared for each Individual, recorded data regarding Circumstances and the method 
of Identification (majority by dental conparlson) made at Da Nang. U.S.A. 
wrtuary TSH confirmed identifications made by use of all ID media available 
Including a comparison of physical characteristics (see attached sheet). 

Incident Is certified to be 15 July 1966 C.G. THIRD HARDIV message 
DIB Z103D5Z JuL 66 
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6 The crew and pass-jhger's were Identified by tho foMnwIng method: 


NAHE 


niB No. 


TELFER, Robert R. 
DENNIS,' Mark "V 
CHERRICK, James W. 
CULLERS, Ronald K. 
CHAMBERS. Paul R. 
STUOSTAO, Gerald E. 
CASE, Orson H. 
CONNVION, Michael A. 
SlttlONS, Herolln T. 
SCHLOEMERi Carl-W; 
REIO, James N. 
GOODIN, Michael A. 
CHAWJ, Andrew P. 


3531-66 

3581-66 

3578-66 

3599-66 

3475-66 

3520-66 

3457 - 66 
3466-66 
3456-66 
3455-66 

3458 - 66 
3513-66 
3451-66 


Dental Records - 
Ellrtlnatlon Process 
Dental Records 
ID Tags 

Oental/Health Records 
Dental Records/ID Tans . 
Dental Records 
Dental Records 

..Oental.Racords-----^,--^^^ 

Dental Records 
ID Card/Tags 
ID Taos : 
pentaj P, words . 



























DIVISIO N /y. 


■ : Y33 'NO-' . 

1, Kavo you had W newt MJnw» , 

2v Art you lakln? .,.— ,.X- 

3« Aro you ut tho projont btw or have pu * i ; th) ^ 

noat par boon under tho di>ir« of a pl^icla^^^ 

4. Kavo.you twr had hay favOrj, rathria, op any mr-rr' 

5, Do you havo any ho»rt traublof ^ 

♦, Haw7. had r)^tic fover? «^jL. 


7* Hava you boon on a rtiot? ; 

8. (a) Havo you tvor taken penioilUn or othap 
antiblotlei? 

(b) If pSf did you havo raah, nauooa, va ltin: 
oto* fron tho uao of theso druQa? 

9f Havo you boon slvon a local V>oattetic (I'iovoealnOi 
prooiino, lldocaiM, ate.) b:' a dontist or ijb’-aiclnn? 



10. i'aa a dontlit op phi-olcinh »/amod you i^a^t taltlne - v 

any apoeif ic modleJno? 


11. Do you blood for a lonr; of tine when 

you out youraelT? 

V., Do you havo any kldnoy niliiont? ■ - 

13. |!avo you bad diabotoa? - 

?X. Do you Iwtvc aiiortneaa of broath or aiioUan onklos? y - 
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47.1(1 2271 D 2020305 


0 2103052 IFQWUm 
•7« ^ TMIRO HAfiDIV 

■''■I „■ 

. yto I^CV/SCCNaV 

j/j/Mo nmtxi/cnz 

RUMLHl/ClNCPACrLT 
RUEKOA/ilHCC VASHOC 
BuHEKa/COIIuSRACV 
IIUKLIP/C6 MfPAC 

Z£H/0e lll BAf - 
~ RUlOrfl/CORFOUR 
ZCR/CO FIRST RAROIV ~ 

UIIFC8 Task form del a 
*U tOFO/DlR FOURTH RASC0R&I5T 
RlWSWHAVOlSP SFRA , 
RUHIU/OIDR SECOND AIRDIV 
RUHABA/OSaFSHOSP CLARXSAO PHIL 
RUMOL/CANP BUTLER 

rurbbr/nands bn third forserec 
EEN/FOURTH RARIKES 








PME three SUHrKf 227 ID UHCLaS £ M 0 (FC'jO) 

(NOTHtR) 70 S SOUTH RIVCRV lEM AVE, NUfliSBUROi OHIO 

■ tiM ' 

iUTEIr'lH LIRE or DUTY 

1. l 2 ArRM', 

(12 SAW AS rOXlROT above 
, ,( 2 ) RO' , 

( 3 ) CHARLES RuSSKLL CEMRIS crATKER) . 70 S SOUTH RlVia/lEV AV^, 
HlARISBURG, OHIO 

■ I, 'coRrouR . : ' . 

L. caucasiar/motestart 

Rt HITIiOPOLlTAN LTPE IRSURARCE COflPASY, ADURESS UHKIUVN 
R.''.(l) ' e -4 '' ' ■ H-,., ■ 

( 2 ) S 20 AifO BP, MS . 00 SPMF, $ 10.00 PORDj 

( 3 ) EI 8 HT Days one ffOHTH and TVO years SWV ice 

(A) HEADOUAHTCRS, THIRD RARDIV. WILL FORHAJOEO ASAP 
0 . (A) 110 * 000,00 SOLI „ _ 

( 8 ) SARt AS rOETROT above/ 50 PERCENT EACH. LURP SUH 

2 . lINtrneiARY ARD SCmEREn option LinED PAR 0 ADOVi vaillEN 
OESIBHaTION hade by rerbir 

IT 


A’/Af 


RUABIR/NAIDS in third FORSEREOT 

tCll/PO^RTN NaIIIIU 





I 




t>ei>4 
00 mop 

Dt itYio toioios 
sit mil 
enoiost'.: 

liiijrtjAttiy 
tticw/sieiiAV 
j iMPO tuton/oio 

r RiiM4/6iNePAerLT 
^lipRDVKcc vaHDc 
yjjuawA/flOftiiiACv 
^^lUP/n PNPPAC 
ZU/MlltRA^ 

BtfUPI/^OOB 
EIN/OI PIMT lAROIV - 

ttM/Oi TaBX fORtt DELTA 
Itftlfl/Bll POmiN rarooroxst 
mvBPiiPiljrilip iriAB 
R8ilU/«l ICOOND, AXROIV, 
IVIAIA/OIAP ROfP CURE Al PRXL 

ruaiil/carp bvtlbr 

RUAIIR/RAHBB IRR TKIRD PORSERIIT 
nM/rouRn lAiint ) 
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nn m mrv nmi »cui ir t o irooo) v 

ZCI^nilT NMIKI 

ui/KOMii H rirn MRini 

wt/MWimciwi 

IMM irr»«iH(foROfrniiitFOiE(M^^^ 
iu i0nMi«R, 

I* lAV RIP A POLLOVIM IRPO 8UM1TTU 

R* RARK "V*^ DMJ|II. NHS. 7Tiili8>MHi U8H, HIS CO, SICONO IN, 

riRIl ra.niJT *RARD*ir~' 


0* AP W« tIOOH, ISJMU4 V IC OF QUAHB THI PRO VISCI RVW. RICO tMIRD 
OlRRIt lURH EHTIRC ROOV VMILI A PRSflllon IN imo VHICH vW 
PORN IT IRIIY PHI RHIU PAWJCIPATIM IN AN OPINAIION ASAINST 


1, eORPANY A» tNIRP HIDSN, THIRD NARDlV, TO Bt FURTHER TRANSPERRCD 
TO T4> ion NUiT NORTUARY IaIIOH 

P. OHaRUS RUSItLL DINNII (PaTHIR) ARD VIRO ALICE (SKLEY) OlNNIS 




B 


Mil ‘ ' I 0 VFOOO) 
CHOTNIR) TM SCUM RIYERVIEY AVI, NlAHIfMRO, OHIO 


lUYiN, IN LIRS OP DUTY 


J, CD lAK A« POXTROT ABOVI 

tl)-;R0'': 

(5) CHARUS RUffia DINHH CFATMER) 703 SOUTH HivwyiM AVI, 
HiAiiliuiiroMO 


1. caocabian/protestant 

H.HETHflPOLITAN LIFE IHSURAHCE COHPANY, AOOREfS UNENONH 


C|) IBOA.IO IP, ttOtOO IPMP, 113,00 FORDU 

(3) EIIMT days ONE NORTH and TNO YEAJISERVICE 

<A> HEADOyARTERS, THIRD RAHDIV. NILL PORNARDED ASAP 
0. (A) 110,000,00 BILI 

(B) SARE AS FOETROT aWU 0 PERCENT EAXH, LONP SUN 
S, IINEFIOIART ANDBiTtLERtHT OPTION II SIID PAR 0 ABOVE YRITTiH 
OESIIHaTION IADeIt NUIER 


C.A 


Clinical and radiographic. cxaaiaacian oi »l:ull, tllogodly 
of liarx V. Danr.U, dqaaacad, ' 

2. *coch tf2 (uppar rlsh: 2 ri llolarj or/.Jvracr fragsihsa. roralrM 

3. Twch /J] (upper -<3h: li: voUr- ti tiion: bv;: shs alvaala- - 

cLtH** ®''*5 indUatlRg pra-aarcaa .xrractioa of rhij'*' 

coocn. (Ac laait six sonchi prior :a :i:;a of death.) 

4. Teach f'i, S. 6, 7, 6. 9, IC, 11, ;i2, 13 arc aliair.; aad ac ia cha 
-.vcaiK procoM ncraally iurroundlnj chair rooet. Ko iRforRatioa 
can oa gained hero. 

5. ^Tooth«4 (upper lefc iacXalcr) l» siuihj, ho«mr, liUe ;s:th "• 
y-?^a. .r.g.nc fira; .lolar; chare it aesa hailed, alveolar bcao prater.: 
iad.e-:.as pre-Mreas autriaclor. of thii coach, (ac loti: lix sar.rhj 
pricr ;a ticia of iaach.) 


Corrilatlon of e:«alnacian flndlnjc vich ?ra*::ar:iR dn-’ -**3*1! r,,* 
daucal radiagrap.hi of Hark V. Binnia, dacatiau; • — • - • • 

i:ark V. Doanii'i racordi ar.c rcdta:ra?hj laveil chat ». ••td -a<* - -5* 
cad 16 In uRarupcat poiltiani (iapaacci; dia cha r:r.iir.i/ *" ’* 

^*“**'* fl;::r acted in 1564 which corro- 

lacei with Che flndlagi of chi skull excs*.r.acion, 

Danali'a daaetl record, he had two oeoluial 
Mlgia fllllaga placed in tooth tfl4 on B Oecoher IS6S. Thli la 
obvlottily • Blicake In ehartlag for tooth #14 had been excraccid a 
year before. Further, hta radiographi reveal that tooth W4 wee 10 


; rv,«- '» c had 'Dacr. reitorcd le would have 

.itota do..» ■.■b.tpt.b.bi,, , . 

-i-Msbh dis! ^MUr too:'.-. vbl«b>di Wwrti 

■ isrjilj ,CK .t , , 


^ «c c:.-Ko: .=y tidb --stb “= a*i « V..ibs,l.. 

U «= ,«y *-•- : ' 

for Che following ;rcccor.t:, 

• ■’ ' V' ' jrd'rrlari '(taich '‘I and' 16 ). 

;; l«ii hsi W dpr.K «r.:Sbi^^^ 

. i;ji 14) at laaa: ai:: wnens p.U .' *0 jS”* . 

c. Both had h:d wo csaljK fill 


' 1 . .Calor.ol,,;‘-S.'.j| 

Stpircxenc of Oral Surgary 
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diviiinavi'iiMN INSTIT '^lON 
UNITED STATES NATIONAL mUSEUM 
■ wmninoton. e.c. WMo 



July 26, 19T1 


Pi-/3^ 


Capuin N, B. Curtis 
•' /.3ureau--'Of Medicine flutd-iSvarjeryv^ 

‘w'.S. DepsTtceRt oi’ the JIavy, Cede 39 
Bird and ,S Streets, S. y; 

Washington,.®. C.\ 20380, 

' Sear Captalr. Curtia; ; . 

The reaains studied in the, laboratory or the itontgonery County 
Coroner at Diyton, Ohio durisg the fibrning of T/22/71 included a 
torso and calvariuB shoving bum Barkings, fragBentatloh of benei 
and actual loss of bone on the ventral thorax, face (Jaw, hasaUa, 

and cheek bones Biasing), and top frontal and right side of. Skull; 

‘there vere also larp parts of both hUBerl’, the rl^t elbow, both 
fenora vith thigh nuscles, but fractures and bum da^e, and the 
upper ends of the tibiae. j-Tbere vas acaie staining possibly froD 
oxides froB Betal fragBents. 

Sex criteria are all Bale. Approxlfiate feiur length of ^£.,7 c- 
and hUBsrus length over 32 cb suggests stature between 5'7 and j'O": 
trunk length, hard to estiaate on the pelvis vertebral coluan and^ ’ 
bead, was veil over 90 ca., suggesting a long trunk. Shoulders nay 
have beer, .broad, hits avarice, not r^-ov. The bones era quite ^c>. 
Weigh, olghi .'.ave seer, average or lust above since muscles seeded 
well developed. 

Saee criteria are White. 

Age criteria range between about 18 (third solars erupting) and 
25 (front par; of. pubic syrphyaia); epiphyses are closed but there are 
no signs of sgelng at joints a on vertebrae: 20-21 ia the phyaiologictl 
age appearance. ^ 

•The skull, badly brsksn, was clearly rather high ar.d not broad, 
tne face alao. Res.tar.ti of t.ta lever left side of the nose ciearly 
snov it^to have beer, high-bridged and quite .tarrow. The jaw ia aiasiag 
(bumtT). 

The front tooth alveolar border of the upper jaw ta broken away, 
leaving only the Bolir area oo each aide, and even this ia damged 
on the right with only the lingual root reBaiaing of the 2al solar. 
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Capt^n N. B. Curtis- July 26 , 1971 -2- 

;; 

Alveoii 0 ^ ■ the Ist solars ark closed over; indicating extraction 
some. tine before death.; right 

fillings, is ‘‘■cuaped, average in site (10 X -1 bb). _The right 
third Bolar is unerupted though clearly ^sible; the left wOlrd 

aolar is in process of erupting; I can't tell if the wiadoa Uet.-: 
would have reBslned "inpactad'' or coBplated their eruption. 

There are no signs of old healed injuries or the bones avai-ab*e; 

the only exostoses are saaU ones OR the posterior clinoid processes 
■ 'behind; the, pituitary fossa. ^ ■ 

Except that age criteria suggest a aan ia his beginning gOs 
acreeaeat with the available data on Mark Dennis leeas to ae perfect. 
Swgb the denta X-rays tiken to^H^^^ 
identity by superlBposition the preserved teeth agree yith the 
a^trance^of the X-rays (except for, the 2nd aolar fllllag done_ 
apparently after the X-rays were taken). Tie , photographs of Mark 
DeSs fit deductions froB tfie fraffaeatary skull and alio in ay 
opinion lobk aore aature than the average 17-yeer old. Probably 

his developneat was a little ahead of his actual age. 


Sincerely yours. 




j. lawrence' Angel 
Curator 

Divlslca of Physical A.".thropology 



- 553 
afiiai 


0 




p»tAQ9.uA«Tiii* Atn riKti. tai.*t.cu 9 o««*«is 

WK( 4 «T-^*TTt«MN AID rjWS CaU OHIO MS*.;. ' 




Xiwr- r/jll - r-v-; >i4r.< "V Dunnli; 

3 wIjiSu:*,;-»‘» 7 / 2 a ;4 59 - 

Mi.v. "V" Icr.'.is. 

i, '.'.a ::r.:;iii5M. iiscr.s-.ra*.* that :.ni: ?i..ala4 2*. :■.; 71 

at t.ai Coitty >:3rf.« i7« :.a:i» c.' :a.v "V** 


:>;c.:C 5 •/r'::: v , : 

Chii:*, yjrt.'X hJ'tlri "ill, .;/ll *ic,ai 

Ir ?€rK.V.»l Stttcrt Ssrvlc»i 


i. wr. ijitisr. Jiattii cr./l vul,?l*. 

i. ' That the riMln* ware ts ba 
.;c->i ba brcujht to the llattiaary County >o.-cr.ir'i w..*ca t. 

:c:0.hr»,' 2iVul.71? ■; 

b. That the resain baen exhanei wd rf-inta??«i ‘Ppr^slsatily v* 

Boaih prwioai to thi 21 Jul r. dUintiriK^^ 

e. Thit a MTtiil ileull w» retair.td at the Msstiosery Corny »rfoi 







c. Chi: :h# jlx Ctr^ali tbscrp:!::. i«i;i jr.iblishai *.h.‘ ;2G - • • 

A. Dinnii' S?3£ 2?cCl raiort*:; :.Lt ;j: jrs - a. * • " 

i. Taiz I'm antsiishid hiight of iy.ov g-aiiciac or. th* — ■ 
4 *icil<-al tnd auawiitur# dr/alspist tri thsa* of ir. 
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y*'e 7' '10 ' 




B(IHED;334:E»:JJr ^ 


Amisttid H. filYlIn, Jr., Eiquin 
Sifth and Sehnickt 
Talbott ToHtr 
Diyton, Ohio 45402 

OMr Mr. snilw: 

Your roqotit for Infomatlon conconiYRg the larviee Mdlcil record of the 
Clan Nark Y. Ditmli, U. S. Havy hai bom for- 
warded to thli Bureau by the Honorable John tf. liimr. ^ 

Petty Officer Oeanli* terylce Mdlcal recoH falls to show that x-nrs were 

teken of hit teeth derliM October loeSithat he «s fitted to the^lSl 

Activity, Da Hang. AepubTle 5 Yllt^^ 

?!J***r5 teftotlonj or that *-fay s^les were awito iif bis loine 

fli S*M “I?*!; * •••reh of the ergenlza- 

flitid to Activity. Da flang hae 

J" ^ 2"' Jf*" ** "* Infomatlon In this lurnu V 
JS 22 •' -I l».pirtd 1« 

It 1i fMretted we could not be of wore esslstanco to vou In this mttor rr 

oltcewbemiE Mfw eoocemlng the date and 

^ troatieiit of the vims 1n- 

s??'s»s a%{?SLrm^;arbe*22.*^^ “ 

Slncamly, 


//jfii li. I 

i* 

tL>^ JifJou 



tf. S. NYERS 
CaytelB. NC, USN 

Director. Pimiul qualifications 
end Nedlcel Records Division 
By direction of the Sui^ Qenerel 
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' //l«-N0023/UC-N05HQAU.NOil^/UF-N03R^^ : 



3/ tlKHlS, mug T CI0)/I BP 03H (IgCDgD) ............. 

iHTERTnir cr pxiw /._■ ■' 

1. ; QQ 10 Dei SL, Tbooi* Oirlitophtr UCAUISiaj||i||ta^ 
ClTlllm. wi iattni twid it M* ntidnot. 

' fllHHH* MCALUSm furplihtd a flmnr 8tit«Miit;-AttiebDCBt - 
(!}, vhwtin te tdrliad tint > m tba pilot of tht Cltt6 
btlloopttr tlat ni obot dom br boitUt foreot 19 July 66 mu > 
CuMf Trl, Ittpubllo of Ylttau. UCAlUSTBt idvloid that b« did sot 
knot tho Individual Idiatltiti ef bli paafanfan at any tlsw. 
and that af tar tbi eraib Ineldaat, aeeeuntlsi for tba oaiualtlaa 
«ta doM by'partesa ethar tbas hlamlf. la laid ba did Sot 
knot SdbJ. It alao proyldtd tbna photefnpha takan by siari 
aarriet pbotopapbar Borat PASS (PKONBriC) abowlni varloua ' 
ataiaa of tba daaeast asd aidiaaqM&t fin. kCALUSTER did sot 
an hot It mr poaalblt that SubJ eould ban aurvlnd^thl’ert'abri * 

Ht laid they laadad irltbls thi parlMtar dafanati and bt aav no 
anaaor foreaa anytlM durlnt tha Inoldant. In addition to FASS' 
pbetopapba; VCALUSIZR aald, ba laa told that a Japanaat ciam- 
nn bad fllMd tba astlSa daaeant, and that It taa latar aboan on i 
Japanaat tala^alon sm, 

MSPosmoM OP iroract - ‘ ^ • 

2. Pbotoinpba an baing aadntainad la HISRA Loulatlllt tvidtaot ’ 
looktr .ostll raquoat for ralnaa froi approprlata authority. ' 

wsms ‘ ' 

3. Fllaa of 1180 Nn Tork m nagatln eoneanlng thla Invaatlgatlon. 
AnACRMBT 

(1) SUttMOt of lCAIIlSm/10*10^...(Orl| OIDC/Copy aU) 

HISACnOH/UID 

A.09DC... Apprlat Ktquaater 




l' I II liggmill miki th« following 

frii tnd voluniiry w T. CVjgt-'; Jr 

whom I know to fHi • Sptciil Agint of tht Unhid Sum Nivil lovtitigotivi 
Sirvici. I miki thii' .iiiurtwnt of my own fm wilt -ind without wy thmu 
midt to tm or prornitii Mttndid. I fully uhdinund ihit thli lUUmint li 
givin eonetming my knowlidgi of 

tht ovcnti lurrouAilnc thi diath of 

ICarltJf. Icg n®.':, on I 5 Jul 66 In Qimg Trl, P.VS. 

I uii tfii pilot on a U. 1 !E CS-W holieopttr that vat shot ddvn by hoatlli 
forcM On 15 Jul 66 mar Quang Trl, XVE. Thora wir* four umbiri oftho 
criv; myiilf, eo-pllot RICaK, orev cfilof KiTJH (niio vit klUod that 
day) and ildi funmr IJCCIS. 

1 group of wlnaa had ballad for ralnforeanint. Thoy vara aurioundad by 
a dlvltlon of Korth yiatnamaa laldlarat tfia nirlnn vara In a vallay and 
tha antsy vort on tt, a rldgai lurroundlng It, Tiny vara probably 4 
a nlla auay. Thara ware at laaat four aircraft In ny flliht. 1 via tha 
lacOTd ona In, Wa plckad up a group of tarlaai at Dong Ea, I tldnlet thara 
wre 12 altotathar. I einnot be aura of thla nusbor, T vaa only ooneanad 
ulto the valght and tha fual load, T ntvar Initvufio tha paaatnfari vara 
InwMdually, Tt vaa nasaiiaiy to laava tfia raar nap pa rtlaliy-daacandad 
In flight, baeauN It took too long to lovar on tha ground, Ineraillng 
our vulnarablUty, 

At vt itartad our daasant to tha landing torn (IZ) I vaa approxlaataly 
1000 to 1500 faat of altltuda vhon ua vara tilt, probably by .50 cal 
‘ nehlni'gun flra, -Tfics uaa alnoit slnultanteua vlth tha aquadron eoiMndar '1 
ordtr to loavo tht arta. tn. juit a tn ateondi, ew itabulng fbal tank vaa 
hit and rupturadi prob^-by Incar bullata , Burning fiial via Iwiadlita^ 
euekad Into tha puimgor eonpirtacnt ,.prpbably through tho pirtlally-optn 
rtir rwp. Tho flro ind laokt oint ill tho viy foruird to tho eocl^t. 

In jurLng ly lyai ind tnporirlly dtprlrlng r* of ay light. I atUl had control 
of tha aircraft, and Irradiataly daeldad to land and try to meuata, tha 
daioant took about JO to to aaeoada. Tho gumar ttWr. ateod In the cptrJnf 
cf tJrt eoc.'pit a»l oleclwf acut ;f rii-.o •rt‘l. Jis ~V:. Tha --a In tha 
eoanartsant vara trapoad and eouU not oicapa. 

*^li*W* •"J tha aircraft eapaltad on Ita rlcht 
ilda. In 10 doini. It klllad Tilfai, wfio fad Jumtd out. t vaa noninUrlly 
plnnad In tha ooekoll but mnaead to fraa ryaalf and arlt. KCtSI axltad by 
tha co.pllot'a aRargmey hatch, follouad kf no. KCW want back Into tha 
oqBpa^ar.t to ma If aiu'ona ttiara could ba halpid. Ea toU m latarha saw no 
?"! «®t out. Va valkid a afiort dlit noa up tha IdJl and within 

L J “oura. T uw 

utli.Tr.S!'*"- •*“ «” ■*" 97 

tfa landad vlthln tha nirlnaa* parlmUr. I did not laa any aiwar forcaa dnrliut^'^^ 
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. :^£T .!0 • fiTAiKSfr oF Ttot'ir. CERr.TopEsri u-tiLWra c? 10 cctc3r>. wn ■ 

tha antlra ordtal, Wa vara Imadlataly taka n to tha aid station. ^ ‘/T/ 
tha balahca of tha flleht ratumid to Otru Ha and tfiare tha accour.Ung ' 
of tha eaiualltlts took plico. I mvar fad ■ dlriot part of ttils 
accounting.’ ' , 

WtiUo I cannot stata that It vaa Inpoiilbla for D£:‘»l’! to gurylva, 

I can. lay . that ttia poaalblll^ la axtraraly rirxta. Ea had no olonca 
to aseapa aftar tha onsh baeauaa UlCA.'! voukd lava laan tdn. tf he 
had fallen or Junpod fron the craft btfort tlw .crash, althor ha 
would havt bain klllad In th'itlmf fall or tta fall would favt bion 
ptiotographid. Borit PiSH of DPI took atlll photos of tlio tnllra 
daioant. I have lent ny eoplai of thisi tfictoi to fir. CDIBIS todiy. 

Thi nagitlvos probably itiU axlit. ilw, I via also told at tha tlrw 
tfat I Jipinan nivcaan fad taken movla fUa of tha daioant and oraih. 

I VII toU It vai ihovn on JapmoM telavlfoa. 

ill I eah lay M that if tlirk DjirjL® via in tbit aircraft, Z do not 
III how ho eouU IjLvi lurvivad. 1 lava no axpLanatlen for tho 
dlieropanelM In the autcpslca. UCi.! vii tha ona who had dlraet 
ebntiet vlth tho patsangora during the flight and tha eraab Ineldant. 

X undarutnd that RZCSZ was kUlad sfvata ytari ago In in aoeldant. 

X ein provlda no Aurtbar Infomatlon partlnint to tills Invietlatlon, 

t have raid, undarsfehnd, and Initlallad all eorracUoni In the . 
abcTc atataiamt, and It la true and oorraot to tha bait of ly 
knodadgi and boUof. i/\ > « zi 


"IFoiT 


flubierlbad and iwom to boforant tfia IDth day of October, 19 B 1 , 
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iis ptPPRT or i>.v£STir.aT in?i I 

JT ■ " "ito-Mot ■ .. ■■ ■■ •'*'* 

ocitL ' . I fr.-n»3i.‘!C^oc/i:»-7r>:ft I ■» 

.Ttr-hOOSS/'C -Jl P5HC/EF-> OSHfi /Eft ^f)05^C // 


I I lOCtM 


DUSTA! "E* Ct> 2/1 IST^ARSIV 




INTERVIEW Cr CRASH WlTBSSS ....■ 

I. m?TIK rriKE" ) A. WEEHl Cy, I— — H UHO RiSIDiS Al 

place of 

CN 2C A’JC IS?!. V-tMCK S{,f!U20 A 

15-WiTH TOUR Of DUTY IH VIET?!AX IS I96J*56 AS A SCOUT f OR HS SOn?t ;;| 
3R0 BATTAIIO?:, ATH rARlMES. 3RD ".ARItii DIVISION ^aBPMPBBBP 


2. while PAF.TICIPATIHO irl “OPIRATIOS HASTISOS" 18 8UA!!S TRI 

PROVi:iCS, RVIt, 18 riO-JULY ISSSi VEE81C8*S‘BATTALrOH CAS PiP^Ea in 
0» ALL S13ES BY THE IIEMY, HAD lAKSa HEAVY LOSSES, AfO VAS WAITIIIG 
fOa A PESSFORCSHEnT BAT1ALI0« TO BE FLOW') lA. UEEHICP S'HO HE HAD 
DUO A WLF. FOP KlnSILF AT THE E8D OF A SUlLEY :<H£RE .WERCUS OTHER 
PEMOriSL HAD ALSO DUO I'i TO AVOID KORTAP FIRE BEIKO DIRECTED AT 
,TKEr. FRO*. ALL DIPECTlOnS.' li; THE DISTANCE, VESAICA COULD SEC AKD 
AOrUI flVi’ OR SIX HELICOPTERS CCXlKfi II? THE VALLEY TOWARD TKE8, 
AiRES'.-'MSLY UlTH RSEnFORCESESTS. KE OPINED THEY «£RE FLYIHG 300-3DC’ 
:y»80V: TREE TOP : LEVEL, VHEH ON? OF THE FROl.'T KELOS, VAS STP.L'CK BY ZnE»iY 
'7IRE. WEIVICK norED THAT IT VAS EASY FOR KIP TO FOLLOV THE LIRE OF 
SILVER TRACERS AKO «ACH1','E OUT FIRE BACK TO IKj EKE8Y SUN EHPLACP- 

flSSI Of; TH£,$ID: of the hill, as a result CF .the HEA'AY fire AED'TKr 
HIT SCORED 'DR 0:iE OF THEIR CRAFT, THE RE.YAIKI«C HELICOPTERS TUMfo ' 


WEH IT FETTLED AT TREE TOP ALTITUDE, BUT WEERlCK OPl.'EO IT WAS A 
THE PLAHE RATHER THAN A PERS 08 . THE CRAFT FULL SEEiHED TO 
J- CO'iTROL BY THE PILOT WHO APPEARED TO SPOT IKE AREA WH£R“ 

WERE DUO 18 AS A POSSIBLE PLACE TO SET'tHE CRAFT 
DOWS. AS THE HELD OOT CLOSER, WEE 81 CK BECAME AFRAID THAT ifuDULD 
SETTLE RIOHT C'J TOP OF HI*. HE HAS ABLE TO SE" THE PILOT LfANirO OUT 
THE WINDOW, AS IF FRM A ST.OFE FILLED COCKPIirp' Ow's TO JfiDSr 
HIS LAfOIKQ. HE ALSO HOTED THAT FLAKES APPEiSED To ' 31 HEAVMr'tHc 

HOVERED TO ITS POsiTrOI) IN THE 

e?f«c M COULD SEE IT WAS VEERlSiR/YAVIHG FRO’C 

SCRAM 3 LE 0 OUT Or KIS HOLE AS THE CRAFT COT CLOSER 
•I2a»if • 2 :**'^*®'* * 1*3 CiOWN THE SIDE OF THE HILL, HEARING A FilKOR 
I**N. WEEUICK SAID PROP PARIS FLEW PAST HIM 
_^HE SHORTLY H EARD A LARGE ExPLCSIOff. BEFORE THE EX^’ICSIO*:' HE WAS 

^OTicui list .1.1., I - 





ar;, ffWPT OF KVESTIGATJ ' I OC-T7.3I \ 2: rn,,. 

UBNtio. IKuSii . . , 

0<bl' ' . I OPHT»AISOVOCAT-.7xHA I RUC S?‘01AL l!.MilPv 


S/OENNIS MARK V , 

............ ..p..... — .. 

ShoLP ONE PERSON, HOT 18 COMBAT. DRESS,. BADLY 

the FRO.HT EKO Or THE CRAFT. LATER, WHE8 VOLUNTEERS 
TO REMOVE THE BODIES, WEENICK VOLUHTEERED ALOfiO UlTH 
5-10 OTHERS, PROBABLY ONLY TWO OF THE VICTIMS WERE RECOOSIEEaBL?, 
LIOHT-SKISKED BLACK. MALE WHOSE BODY FROM THE 
that was THE ONLY PEPSOK WEEKICX CCAIlD RECALL 
^I^^’THERSORZ, THE HELICOPTER WAS FROM A 
l^SMC BATTALION THAN HIS OWN SC HE WAS NOT KNCWLED3EA3LE 
^oCUT Th,t IDEKTITY OF THOSE ABOARD, OR NOW MAHY WERE ABOARD. 

\ SMST TIME AFTER "OPERaTICK HASTINGS^ AND WEENICK *$ DEPARTURE 
AN ARTICLE ON THAT OPERATION WAS PU3LISHE0 IK "STARS 
f A PHOTOGRAPH SHOWinC 

StTTLlKG TO A LABDINO, WITH THREE PERSONS 
the AREA. WE-niCK SAID OHE OF THOSE PEREO;iS WAS Hl.Mf 
■li DID HOT KNOW THS'IDEKTITY OF THE OTHER TWO. HE K-PT TK? ARTICL? 
pO KAS IT IK A SCRAPBOOK CJ^ VIETNAM WAR KEMofftS. *'‘T1CL. 

5. CN SATURDAY, 2 MAY 1951, WE£;;]CX WAS STRUCK BY AN ARTlCLP OH 
or TKA TODAY’S EOITIO'! OF THE SI, PETERSBURG SVEN'IHg" 
i6canB ARTICLE TOLD OF THE SEARCH BY JERRY DENNIS Or PALM 

lARBOR, FL FOR EYEWITNESSES TO A HELICOPTER CRASH I « VIETNAM IN 
I killed: THElAHEfSoM OF S.E hIu COPTS 

taeViiBv STARS AKD STRIPES SOME FIFTSEH YEARS EARLIER ' 

•rrpi>S22-2^ ARTICLE AND IMMEDIATELY CAUBHT WEENICK *8 EYE. HE 
" jerry DENNIS, AND SINCE THAT TIME THEY HAV'‘ I1E?I PERSoiliUv 

:|VEPJL TIMES. WEENICk’-S SCP^APBOOK JS^R^NK^Jo^n 

the OPINION THAT TWO OPPORTUNITIES EXISTED FOR A 
MP^cfoJ? HELICOPTER AFTER IT WAS STRUCK BY ENEMY FIRE. 

^^I^SOPPOHF^ FCpfp?fnv*!^22oI’*^ had FALLEN TO TREE TOP 
•n Tur -vTT 5’ especially A CCRPSMAfI WHOSE POSITlOff IS R'JOKI NEXT 

'E4lCK'A”H0WLPn?pl!*l!f ALTITUDE. 

!i/lr “ L iis»rr;2i?'.cr 

the ONE PERSON, HE D^EM^D IT 
* PERSON COLIO HAVE EXITED ONE OF THE HELlCDPTrR DOOBS 
WAKDERED THROU G H DISORIENTATION OR^CONFUSTnn IMTn^ 

‘OR ^^^ICIAL USE ONLY iHt utBcuMwrw ,m, ,„ L t 

•^‘ z I I I 


Its REPORT, or lUVSSTHATIQt; 


0^»l9-SIM05«CCJ<>^7r!< 


!/Dgi 3!S. yMK V : : . ■ 

HE HANDS OF THE EBEHY VHO WERE AS CLOSE AS 25 FEET AWAY A3D OFTEN 

3y;As:;,K\f5i!f 

; TEfiriR EARLY. SS?I /?31 WITH 

0 FOR^AHOIRS address FHOVN at this POlKTi HOWEVER. His CURRENT 

HECESSARY. WEEXICK EXPRESSED • 

IS DESIRE TO COOPERATE WITH NIS IN ANY WAY FURTHER TK THIS InQUIRY, . 
■ IS files '■' ; ", ' ," I . ; 

5 IHisJNV^.sflMTlo!^"^^*”’ CONTAlS HO OTHER If:rOR>tATIOfl PERTIKEHT 

1 ACTTOHAEAD 

.OaDC.,, APPRISE REQUESTER. 


official use only 


tlW >«««.> TT - 


i 



' Ll!OQQa8..JUK.YU10I/HM3.11SN.amiS^ 


IHTEAVICW W CArt C. A. lUCaS 

1. CAn Qiiy AIM UCUS (Viet LUCAS) , fljflBBlR RIHS Supply, Mtrlnt Cerpi Air 
SttclMi Tuh, At vat Inttrvltwtd on 1 OeCobar IIBI In to- alfort to.ebtaln addition 
al dttaila flf . SubJ'a rtporttd daalat in p balleeptat cruh in Vlatnai on IS July 
1566. la aald cba Ineldint eeeurrad durlni an optraelon idantiflad aa ‘’HASHMCS** 
vhan additional troopi vara btlng ttkan Into an araa juti: north of Quang Trl 
Provlttco to ratnlorea troopt than that had boon dvtrrun, Ha atatad that ha vaa 
part Of a four (4) un ertv on tha htlleopcar which wat ihot down by hottlla ground 
foreaa, aid ha IdantUltd tha othtr thria naObtra of tha crav oat Thoaia C. 
HCALlirn (pUatlt Caorgt C. IlCHCr (Copilot); and tha eravehlaf (m). Xn 
addition, than vara tvalvt (12) eoObtt-rtidy troopt on tha htllcoptar, vhoaa naatt 
wtra tinhftoim to tha craw, or a total of tlutan partona. Tho pilot,' co-pilot^ and 
hiaatlf vara tha only aurvlvora to tha katt of hla bovladga. and a total of 
thlrtaan (13) paraont ptrlthtd at oppoiid to olovan (11) at provloualy raportad. 

CATT LOCUS aald that ha taw two (2) IndlvlduOla juap iron thO aircraft, on flro^ 
prior to tha eraah and ataunad thay vara klllod. Ha did not know SuM »nd Indlcatad 
,ha had no way of knowing If ha vaa ona of tha tvalva troopt thay vara carrying 
whan tha halleoptor via ahot down, Ha furthar advltad that an'artlela eovarlng 

tha Ineldant hod latar appatrad In tha 1 Auguat 1966 adltlon of Navavotk Hpgtxlnt 
with plcturtit eaptlontd by tha ntu >rat rAAS*' > Aaaoetatad Praat. Ha provldad 
a copy of tha article (Ateh (1)) and vai of tha opinion that pottlbly FAAS or 
Nfwawtak Htguina could provide tddUlOMl photographa or data that alght be of 
atalatanea. CAPf LVCDS ttld ho had bean knoektd uneonaelout fof'a pprlod of cIm 
whv lAa htllcoptar . erathad. Hla atataMnt U Ateh (2). ■ - 

HIS TILES . ” ~ “ ^ 

2. HISO San Dlago, CA fllpt contain no additional partlnent Inforwtlon ragardlng ‘ 
thla Invaatlgaclon. 

ATTACKKEHTS ' j 

(1) Copy of Hevavaak taport/0a>01>66... (COPT ALL) > 

(2) Nltnaat ttatOMnc, LVCU5/IIH>2-81..,(Orlg Aotr/nPY ALL) I 

HIS ACT^LIAD 
A.OSDC...Apprlaa Raoucctar. 
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illSWi VJfli, Xz. A'/SX 

:oe\. im ■. . 

I, exit wry AUn loas, Nrftiy mVi tlm followir.? voluntory . 

itittMnt to Mt. i^onk B. riKER who hio Wintlfioil AI'smU to it» oi i Spteitl A^tht 
of th« u. •. Mttfal ln««atlMtlvo fttrvicor . ; i 

MMWHMMMWMMHMPPMBIIMI. .1 inlleted in thi usac In my .llS9 and 

X «« prtotntly ■■Il9md to KtHS SOpplVi KCAS YuMi ArltonW’. 

Mr. ntCER hot aiktd to providt dotoiU and uhnt inforMtim X cin to^atdinp a 
an Ineldant that oocotrad In vittnam in an awa Juie north of Quang Tti Provinct and aout 
of tha pKsi'on 15 Jul »66 whan tha USHC CT-4* halleoptar X vai In waa ahot down by 
hoatlla foreaa freund fita. X undaratand that ont of thi pariona who patiahad at a 
ratuit of tha ineldant waa »il Mark V. pcNKiS, i82-<J*19C4j howavar, 1 did not apacifical 
know that paraon by naaa. 

On tha day in quaatlon, X waa ataignad to tha CH*<8 hilieeptat in quaition aa a door 
gunnar with IIHK-26S attaehad to HAc*16 oparating out of luthlt Mountain in Danang, Wt 
wara liwolvad in dpatationa Haatinga ahd,^ wata oqwing eroopi: to angaga Korth ^ 
viatnaaata ragulaza which waa tha fiPat ancountar with thaia troopa in tha yiatnan Wat. 

At around 1600 that day, wa warn adviaad that thara vis a company baing owatrun and 
that wa wara going to toka in additional troopa to ralr.forea tha troopa that wara thara. 

Tha CHM6 waa loadad with twalva (12) eo3a>at tasdy troopa in addition ayaalt, tha 

crawehiaf , tha pilot ' and copilot. Thara wara aintaan indiyiduala on tha halleoptar. 

Aftar wa dapartad. wa wars in tha aU (or about thirty ISO) ainutaa on ew way to tha 
landing tona, whan tha ‘‘ pilot infotBOd tha orawehlaf and aythlf that tha‘f rona was coming 
up and it waa *hot*. About thU tiiM. wo wara hit in tha itarboard (iwl call with ah 
Incanditry round and iaavdiataly caught fin . Tha flamoi vara about uaiat high aevihg 
forward and aft in tha cabin and tha awoka vai lo bad no ona eoUld iii. Tha pilot was 
notifiad that wa had baah hit and ha iaandlataly itartad to daeand to tha landing aona. 

Whan wa wara about 1500 • 1109 faat^ X ovarhaicd cenvariation batvain tha pilot and 
copilot indicating that thay wore unablo to aaa. l unhookid ey tofaty harnaia and 
glancad. toward tha laar of tha aircraft. X aiw an individual run off tha aft ramp of 
tha halieeoptaf and hla elething was looking. X laiuna ha ran out of tha aircraft ba- 
eauia of tha intann halt and Wai killad upon irpiet with tha ground at wa wara itill 
around 1^00 faat in tha air. As tha baliocoptar prograitad toward ths landing aona and 
vaa ab an aiavation of about thraa^hil^ad fast (100), wa wara a till on fire and want 
- into a hard right bank and X lawjLaaeond sanjuop (roef tha aireraft. Ha was on flra 
at tha tioa. Shortly aftar that, wa hit tha ground -and X alwaya fait tha aircraft 
probably fall on that bin . *1(1 far-aa X hnow, hit body wii nivai found! Ha hit tha 
ground with tha halleoptar bn it'a atarboard lida. X was knoekad unemdoui on inpaet. 

Whan l.eama to, X noti^ead that tha pilot and copilot had aaitad tha aircAfti 1 found 
out la tar that aoma of our forcai on a naarby hill raieuad from tha airenft. X than 
chaekad to aaa if thara wara any othar lutvlvori in tha aircraft. X found that tha 
crawehiaf waa atill aliva but hit lag from tha knia down was pinnad batwaan tN aircraft 
and ground and ha had alio btan hit by a round. Whan x waa attarpting to pull hlo tria, 
ha was hit by othar rounds in tha back and diad. Sona aeaunltlon from our own aircraft 
vat axplodlng. riar/ont alia on the hilioeoptar waa itlll ittanpid in thiir saatt and 
their bodiai vara burnad beydhd raeognition. Thay wara licting right ovat the fuel tanko 
and tha rear third of the aircraft wai liki an inclncrotor. x left tha aireratt and 
tha landing tona and novad into the buah toiard our trcopi. Around thirty minutii Utar, . 

X eama to an outpait and thay took oa to the t.ip o! the hill end adriniotared arorgancy 9'j 

firit aid. Around noon tha nixt day, 1 vai madivitad out. | 


/03 

OF M 

■ Ameiwryr (?) 
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That la ail tha racollaetion X have of Vh# Ineldant axcapt that’ Utar in the hospital, 
i mat' an Individual whoia nama I do not know that told ma ha had bun with the troopa 
on tha hill naarby and aaw ona of tha Pin jump from tha halleoptar. In this typa 
oparation, wt wara Just moving ttoopi and wa wara only coneirnad about tha numbat, of paop 
on tha ai/Srlft. Ha had no knovladga of who thay vara individually. X hivi no way of 
knowing if HHl Mark DBWXS vaa in our hallocoptat whan thli ineldant oecurrad or not. 

X can apaelfically lay that thara was a four (4) man craw and twalv* (12) paiitngari on 
tha halloeoptat at tha tima. X found out latar that thara waa a Hawivaak magitina 
cortiipondant at tha scant Idantlflad as Horst r.)AS and an articla eovarlng tha Ineldant 
with our htlloooptar latar appaarad in tha 1 August 1966 addition of thi magaalna. In 
tha articla,, pleturaa taken at the, aeana have tha nan# Horit rAASr-Aiaoelatad !*••* 
inaeribad underneath tha^pleturaa. poiilbly TAAS or mwsvaak magijlna could provide 
additional data or photo^apha that night ba of asalieanca. xf HPJ Mark DKMXS waa in 
fact on tha aircraft, and if ha waa ona of tha two individuals that Juapad out, it li 
highly unLikaly that ha would hava autvivad. 

Thil la mtl raeall of tha ineldant to the bait of my racollaetion, X have read tha 
eomplatad ititamant and corractad all atrori. 


lubaeribad and iwom to bafota aw at HX8RA Yubi, As. on 2 bet 1511 


APTHOAlTY t 

IKOAVXOT SS20.1A of 10 Bapt 19X3 
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Confirms of il‘ niKi! j5taiei 

lioBitof'RiritjmotiKi ^ 

, March 8, 1988 



MMuntMn fMtIU 


John Rodgtra 

COMNAVMtOCOM 
HtDCOM 332 

waihlnTton, D.C. 20373-8120 .< 

Doar Mr. Rodgarit 

It hai baah brought to ay attant ion that naw : 

« « ha* h««n ttnaavcaad with . tn ' 

tha idantlfioatlon Of Mack V. Oannli. 

2 t it ktaauaa •( thia and th* fawMy'i eencarn 
aa vail aa thair andlaia datarainatlon that Z 
taal obligactd tu a*K ch* Oafa»a»a«* ad Oa*a»».aa 
ana tn# ri»piirr.iiwut uC Lha Marf In aaralralat 

i». ••■wiy with ah* »*>i<i****f* a-flnn at Indlcatad 
in tha' attaohad eorraapofiflanea. 

it ahar* ar* guathinna nr If additional infortution 

ia iM*4ad« plaaa* 4* n*« haataata, *«• flonranf ma at 
rty Kintar »ark offiea. 

Not ineiuaeO in tha aottaaiMiHlvjtu* 1« th* taquoat 
tor eopiaa ot all pliutuviaylia a/^ «:'*/*• . 

1 will appraeiata any affott the Sapirtoant of tha 
Davy can provida to raaolva thia aatter and I will 
cooparata in any way appropriata. 



IIU, McCOUUH 
Hanbar of Conpraia 


#</»/ 


iMcC/aw 

Kneloaaras 
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Contreaaaan filil KcCollus 
)8PI. Laa Road 
3rintar Fapk, ?L 32789 

Dear Bilii 

Thank you far yoiir caatinuad intarMt. in ebtidtlnj^ facta aurreuns- 
in| tha CU**jtftai*i»as* ar.ay hrothari Marta V. Bannlt, HHarUty 

of tba rabaihi at raeaivaO, 

br. Michail Chamay hha conplatad hia raport icopy ancAOsaO). Tne rapor*. 
aaMonlly with ak* Anmnlakcd by Sr« Baynen^ B*hy fmn the 

UniO btata onlvarilly lu >97' ♦ Doth raportn inaiitito tha vat^ina eawiot 
ba tboaa of Mark. 

Mr. John Roftrit of tna fiayai Maoical cusaauU C«oe-6;>'3k9)» ha* indi • 
cntad to ■# that aftar ratlaainf Dr. CbiTnty'a rtport ha will call mt 
and probably raeoMihd that 1 raeutat tha Hayy pick up , tha rinaina to 
reyreotaa than throneh RTT. MT. Thara if nO iodicttioa. at thla tlai| 
that tha reBaini tUl ha procaiaad aa acythiai othar than Mark Datmia. 

2 du -uul iutand ka_allo» tha P.fi. Oovanaant *•> rtgnln rnntrol ot thaaa 
rtaalaa amd bury than at Mark Danalt* in' Arllngtoa, I do want to cooptr- 
ata with, than la hopaa, after all tbeaa years, that tha .'Jary will adait 
tha Biaidentlflcation. 

7 *« awlDC. oaOt axaa.a« fur yum- «a*X*t*ut*. 7tai raaolBo have boon 
raducad to akalton and art prataatly at CSU in Ft, CoIIlna, Colortdc. 

.Mr. So|trt yllltad Cr. Cbamay'a lab tiad hoa rioted *th a raatlnt. tha 

mnn H**ti«y*d du* tn th* ilnnayini cf tha TiBaina. Z racuaat your 

wxtiw* .•^4*«*M» «• *• ak* 

1 . Raquaat tha u.b. Ntry raprocaaa the riaain* tiuaufh oil ox lab. 

2. Tha Nary aay transport auch rtialns as thay ehooaii no oaaktt la 
, . rsquirad by ii. 

I6(f 

tFm 


Fabru .y c2, >968 
Jarry L, Dannie 
th437 Joaephi'na. BC, 
Largo, PI 346 
(8v3)?9<-2Bin 
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Dinr.18 - Kc;uiiuai, >«ao c. 

. 3. Tbi NAvy iiholi pAckaga thi raaklas In such a 'vay to pravant any 
fUrwar oin«a* !•>*••« •« tK* •uviii it <•< • rfoUcata condition. 

4 , lour uXUlb| Md *1 ohAii ptcwiv- -A of jiil iianrlf' ration . 
paparii twloo *ad final roouIVo fm" flTI. SI, 

5. Tka .ranoina: ahti; ba ratumad to aa at tha abova addraia. All ax- 
patiaoa ohail 

A. la tha evant CIL KI detarolnaa tha ranitna arc Idantiriad aa 
. ulaalng U.i. copvltoBrr, tha Jiav:' ahJil notify 88, Via 
your offtoo, for d»r.^„rT' nation 0.' dlcy.30lti:a of iu:h roatir.a 
hut shall Alt ' aaauoa pcisaaiiioa. of ouoh roiiiaiBa ueitti ' thk 
acatua vf Kiuk V. donnio ic roopivofi to my aatla faction, 

I ccntactad Cor.iraawar. C.If, "aill" Young'a ofrica to notify thoa of 
ay raQuast to yvu aiuca 1 now iiv* in Sill V« diatriet. i taiitta tu: iiutu 
Harry Olan (202-225-59610 In D.C. and Oaorga' Cratakoa (6i5-5fi1*0980} in 
Larao, CODiratsaaa Tuuua*a offiee «tntaa h# dafinitnly vantad to aaaiat 
you and tfcuid. contact you dlractly. Siaea Bill it on iaa>pKUiipXnti«n« 
CoBBlttaa for tha Sacratary of tha h'avy and aiata with hla on a ragular 
baslii hii offipa faala ha «ili raeaiTa an cpin aar to. any diaeuaaloD 
on thla caaa. fila offica is also a fav hloeki frpn sy bona, Thay did 
stata they nould honor ay request that you nanoia tna uaa« nth their 
aaiiatanet. 


7hMU you for your r-n:inu8a ihbemet, onoo egainT 


I Oonfreiiann C.t. "'aill'' founX 
Dr. Mlcbaal Charsay, CSU 






michatl ehariMy^ ph d. ((•abta 

I dlpMnitt. imariCM bacrd al (enOtle initvepoleiy 


Wr. Oirry Oannla 

14457 Soaiphiiii Road < 

Largo, nprida 3a644 c 

Oaar fir Oinnlu 

Plaaaa aeeapt thla raport oh tha. daeompasad, partial nuhan'raadina ' 
with tha Nunbar7U I Rray 3551-66”, laantiflad as thosa of ona Narh u 
Oannla, U S Mivy, Tha raaiiina uara raealuid 29 August 1967. 

Ahetreet i .. ■ ■tlo, 24* 3 year a, I faeta.8 • 1.T,ln»>hne, IBS • S .pound,* ; 
Tnaraclai arrlnliy oaiinac oa uartiwliwti. Bo anomniiaa •»••••■ •••''* 
the Inrae Sattae pr patholoor hua to i/lolanea and butnlno uill hot ba 

b.MMkud.ln ehS* ■■i>set> ..On* e-aOH «f ah-NK praaane ahaua raetOtaClon- 

Stjnnnet j]|j^ Ifll J^MI IhflKl 

Sax I tha aub-pubie angla ia 66® (Itia tnah 90® la conaldarad mala). 

T^ aiinn ta badly doitroyad but ahoua a larea naatold proeaaa (laft) 
and tha nuehai arpa or tna. oooipltal oona la luuyii inuioatinii heavy nac 
muaeuiatura* The aawauia la Iwuy, fiauio- ana nlinly avrvaa. All »ha a. 
ara big, haavy, danaa. 

Abii Tha faeai of tha oublo avmohyaai yiald thi rollwoing agaa by thris 

uuwlw .aywMhyaaa aga aatai 

Shaliagh T Brooka: Phiaa IV • 24 ta 26 yaati 

T Ulngata iodd : Phasa 3 - 22 to 24 yaari 

BcKarn-ltawirt 14-3-1 - 22 to 26 yaata 

Tha eanfrtia nf tha uartmbral bonaa ara eomelatalv fuaad • 25 yaara 
Tha aeapula ii danaa Indietting an aga In tha aarip 20'a 
MlflOil all tha long bonaa that aarva fori.'ttiaatlng haight ara brahan 
uUrTonly ona, tha lart ramut, having tna otouan parta praiant. riv- t. 
atatura ragraaaion rocaulaa or Tcottar ano Olaaai* (faaur.« aaj an) _ 

- - 2,3 a famur a 61,41 ♦ 3.27 a haight In ap- 

2,3x44.3 4 61.41 a 163.3 en 

a 64.29 Inehaa a 1.3 Inchaa 
a s faat 4,5 inchaa a 1.3 i' 

waloht i an aaklaata ar 105 • S paundo lo baaed en the eiie, daiity of 

the bonaa and tha muaela narElnga. 

fljfil! uhat la laft of tha akull la not enough to reach any daflnita 

vunhiu«l«n „• t.n raae. Tha aabeaaa fot-ena-art Dowlna af the r-ni.r (ki. 
haleht af tha awrva la 4.7 aa ta tha peatarlor at.afeea uith tha tdO 
aandylaa an tha table. Thla aaautrad 10 isa frnm tha aiitai ano. 3.0 
to 3.5 ca would appear to ba avacaga for eaueaaold famuia). Thla oagraa 
of boulng of the faiur la more ehiraetariatie of people of mongolold ra: 
•took and with the short atatura eight Indicate ona of aongolold racial 

ara.ak,. ..»e •»•«!*< *• *<••- « ••—In-Inn. r-*-*- 

bowing, aaKlna far a Abawlaggad* pataon ie not .tnhnnun In till caucaac: 
auan thoaa 6 feat 2 anc 6 feat 3 inehaa. 

PatholOQvt tooth #11 two aaparata oeeluaal raatoratloni-aaalgin. 
'——MS eaianon. tod coiimi, coieraoo aoua o’‘ t*dj| ayioeae taivuor ee^-ior (evenmi,) 


ar/ii 
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Aic 'ii 

Tin BtPlti IStOI . ' ^r/(,X 

Th*r« i« nt ntnriiklo alvaalAr rid;* of tr>* moyilli jt meotly 

’ mitilng. ' ■ 

fron unit il lift of thr ■Millatly olvaoUt (i(ii}ii it would dOpdot thot 
toath nuoboti 2, 3 •I''* ^ nloiilnQ ahtifflortiin. „ ' 

Xi !•' p*«*lbl* thol uiia aitha* xiiaoinf av t^ad mfuo'i a«a* Infn 

t.h« anaft* nf #? uhan it u*l ciRiovidi 

Tha ana at #14 ia opan and apongy, but it uoulc ippiir that ;na tooth 
had bain riMOvad antainortaiit 

Tooth nunbat IS that ahoui tuq eccluial raatoratiopa ia not'ueii-matcha 
uitn a oantal raeiotirapn or tnat tuuti) iti a isc<t aritamoitai;,. ar nark 
Ciannia. Thia ri'iloo^Ah*' "hnua oacay in tno diatal olt OhQ ooasiblv in 
tha eantral pitt but it ia not poaitiva. Tho cdntral occlusal ;aatc;at 
ia.not.a "pit" but fat wota aatinaiya. , 8 c rbcording? , 

Tha 1864 intanorton radiograph of Mark ahoua #14 with a iar^a cacay ara 
Tha tatfipotaph of ISIS' ahowa this tooth nad baan rsnovae. 

I no angling or tha aincoaorconi rasluyt ap-ita maK* .iia ; root taarphoidg/ nat 

good for matohing, . ^ 

In allr uhat ia lore or ana eantxtion or tnia eaat ana itb mavunin^ wla 
tha antiaortin picturi doai not haip to oitnir ineiudi or axsluda a 

uwalklvd iuaMbxrAudblwiii 

natli OoAAia at II yaata ia iiatad ai fcaiho Sfaa'tin InRhan and 154 qouns 
froR tha high achool roeordot Photooraphi of hark alongaida hia aiattr 
CUaan in riato atanding at SfaatlO inehai, ihou Hark to oi tallatt It 
la aiaoat eiruin tnat aoao groutn would nova taHaii ,<iaua r*w.» iiiia to 
hii ago. It alRoat 20 yaara vhan ha ia. priiunid to havi dlad. It ia no; 

aaai' tu wataaiiiiiia IT hatK iiH»»l4aaaa rta« paabayaaana I H»w 

aa ha ia aLauJiny wlUi faat apiaad apart) but Ha daaa hat aopaat to bo 

toylaggad. Ona in hia Harina unirorit ahoua tha trouiar hanging 
atraigbt) Tha faaily aaya ht;uai not bou-ioggid^ Tha 
Tha paraon xopraaontaa oy thaaa ramaiha-ia wuat uafidaly ooialafioad an'ii 
too far off tha hoight and utight of Mark, 


f aithfun v. 

■lahaal aharnay 
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swwnv OP mws IN CASE or 

tlARX P. DEHNIS, DtCEASED 


1. Sicktround tnfawMtton ■ Vlttniw UtA 

Mirk, tc hli dmiit, vu i Mivy eorpiiun iiil|nid to Cht lit pUtoOn, 

Coii E, 2nd BN) lit KAK, lit MARDZV, for duty. His tranifir to thti 

15 1966, hli coBpany MM 

dtilinatid to pmtdt support for pthir Bllitsry units In an opsratlon ' 
of laris proportions in Quano Irl Prortdorics. Tin hslleopttrs provldtd 
Co. E. tranaportation to a valliy daitinatlon naar the DMZ. A company 
eustar was madt prior to dapartlng 0on| Ka, tha faarlna bass camp location; 
Tha ballcoptar In quaitlon vaa known to carry slxtson pirsonnal, as . 
varlflad by tha pilot. Iha pilot, ctKpiiet, and gunnar aurvlvad, tha 
craw and tha tvalva paasaniara wata fatally iojurad. Tha coad>ac troops 
aboard wars fully aqulppad for thalr misslpn, which included carrying 
llva hand grsnadas. On appr^eh to tha dlsttnation landing tone at approx. 
1/2 ml distant and at 10M> 1500 ft altltuda (Information provtdad by 
pilot) tha halieoptar raeslMd antoy anti-aircraft f Ira and coMwncad 
burning, Tha only object known to depart the aircraft was an aaargaoey 
escape hatch Jettisoned by tha co-pHlot. Tht sloping terrain at point 
of landing, am though landing In upright position, cauisd the helicopter 
to omtum. In this position, the aircraft uas loeatad In a mortor 
amplacanant area aannsd by friendly treepa, who isredlately eonvargad to 
aaalst In rescue efforts. Howevar, the explosions occurring aboard the 
helicopter precluded an Isnidlata raeovary, but ultiutaly all rauaina 
after the Incident, htllcoptari transporting 



other company.. "C" msmofri returned to Dong Ha for re*mustar, thus perionntl 
aboard the downed ha 11 copter vare known hy name.. And certified as balng 
.aboard by C.O. of Co. E. Subsequent to removal of remains from the Dong Ka 
araa to the division field hospital at Da Hang, proeaasing for Individual 
Identification and preparation of the eertlfleatei of death was aecompllshae: 
The reverse side of certlfleates, prepared for each Individual, recorded 
data regarding clrcumitaneei pnd the eathOd of identification (A majority 
by dental comparison) cade at DaNang. USA mortuary TSNAB Silgon confimad 
Identifications mads by use of all ZD media available including a comparison 
of physical eharactarlitles. After Identity was confimad, the remains were 
(aooalned) prepared for eovesent to CONUS. The Coecsandlng Officer, Co. E 
traniRlttad a latter of condolence dtd 28 JULY 1966, only after aicartalnlng 
Mark's whereabouts and datenilng beyond all', raasonabla doubt ha was aboard 
the helicopter which crashed, providing briefly the clrcumitaneei of death 
to the Dennis family. 



The initial Inquiry made to BUHAVnKS concerned the Dennis family's 
Identification of a POW picture which appearad io 30 NDV 1970, Issue of 
Newsweek magasins, as .Mark. BUNAV8EKS letter dated 19 JAN 71 to Hr. and 
Mrs. Charles R. Dennis identified* the subject In ths photograph by name and 
further provided information that he had written to his family on numerous 
occasions as prisoner of the NVA. On 10 MAY 1971, Naval Personnel 
(OU • BUMED • SUPERS) oamt with Nr. Jerry Dennis to discuss POW picture 
Identification and to assist by providing other information requaitsd. 

POW picture Identification discussion was teimlnated by Mr. Dennis In 
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chr ro-ptiqc lo axU cht aircraft and evacuct che tanaduct area. 

Tha proposal cude to Kr. Dtnnls a: the conclusion of the metClng was that 
BUKED woilld direct and. fund exhumation and re* identification cf dark's 
remains on presentation of competent evidence which would rebut identifies* 
t ion made follovlngMark's death. N'o evidence was presented therefore, 
no aetlon was taken. 

m. BUMED ACTICH 

We ware advised by OU on 12 July 1971, that Jerry Bennie had exhumed 
Mark'd remains on the previous Friday and had re*buriad them. Hovsvsr, 
the skull was detached and retained at tht coroners office. Examination 
of Che remains reportedly was taade by the coroners physician and three 
coroner, r.'^n medical. Investigative personnel; Conclusions made by then 
relate to an appearance of che skull and vutebral column as being small 
for Mark. ' This obsemt ion nay account for aisuoptlons siadt hy Jtrry, In 
- hia call made Co the White Hnuic, reporting thet ths remaina in casket wore 
Vlctnenese, not Hark. A request for Mark's dental records was received by 
Congr Powell' I letter dtd 14 July. The B'JMEB representative hand carried 
Mark's records to Dayton, Ohio on 20 July for possiblt compariion with 
dental criteria remaining in the. skull. Upon receiving Hr. Dennis' 
statement that identification by dental comparison would bt unaeceptablt 
without BUHED locating an x*rty, showing rtstorations made on 10*R*65 
which luppoatdly was Caktn at Camp Lajtune during Mark's assignmtnt to 
that aetivityt and our inability to produce such radiographic tvldanca, 
sif indtfd an x*ray was made, rtsultad in arrangenanta for axhumation of 
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the remilne. 50MED i<!heduled HQ AP-C Identliflcitlon spiclallstt to exiir, 
the remelni on Uadneiday 21 July ind^the<PhV*lcel Anthropologliti SBitheontan 
Inetitutlon to exam the renalna on Thufsdiy 22 July 1971. Since the ikull 
wai available, having been retained at the corondrs office, 
dental criteria wai clinically and radiographically examined hy dentists 
at WPAFB medical center' on Wednesday morning, a report of their findings 
was provided. 



Testa were conducted on three metal specimens, found In Mark's casket, 
by the Papuecl Uboratorles. Inc., Cincinnati. Ohio and copies of these 
reports were provided. The swtal ipeelnen tested and eoments made by 
report are as follows; 

a. a metal Idenafication tag for Mark found on his reBalns In 
the casket. Cooments made appear to disprove It's association 
with the helleoptar fire. Under report conclusions the following 
statement was made, "the surface of the tig could have been pre« 
pared merely by Igniting a natch with some cillulose (paper) present 
to Indicate a surface action of the ROterlal". 

b. a metal fragment Identified as oart of the firing mechanism of a 
hand grenade. Conrent cade, "It Is difficult to understand how 

a grenade fragment was exploded on an above ground surface helicopter" 

c. a octal speclocn Identified as a piece o: corroded aluminium tubing. 

No pertinent coinenti made. 

Statements of Roland A. Papuccl, PhD, Papuecl Testing Laboratoriei, Inc., 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Saymond Baby, Archeologist, Ohio State University, 
art as followi; 

a. "tha dog tags on tht body which bear Dennli* nama could not havi 
S 
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' been in the tame fire which coneumtd the body." 
b. Referaneea tsade to information releaaed by Navy Indicating 
P^rk'l Idantlfleatlon waa siada by flngttpt'lng somparlaona, 

ancouragtd such liatamants aa-how is thlipoiitbla whan only 

the upper forearm was loft and "there are no handi.ln the caikeC," 
ITou can't take flngarprints without the hand tliaue." 

e. "the two iclentiiti said there also are lust too many other 

dlicrepanciei In the ''bdy lilt «nd details of Che crash to believe 

the body li Mar!:'i." A height of between 5' 3»l/2" tnd 5* 4" was 
concluded. 

d. Dr. Papuccl reported "I have found traces of teCraathyl Itsd In 
ths fiaur (thigh bone) and the skull that could have coma only 
from gssollns". HsUcopttri use what la eallid JP.4 or Jet fuel 
and It does not contain any lead. 

a. A newipaper article quoting Dr. Papuccl, rifarad Co his commint 
- as follows; "Ks spiculaCsd that the body was kllltd In ground 
Ictlon bsesusa hs found a firing nachanltm from a hand grtnade 
in the skull and grtnadt fragments In the body." 

f. Dr. Papuccl itatsd "I want to msks It eltsr chat 1 have hsd no 
conctcc wlth^Baby, ytC we hive arrived at Che sane conclusion; 
the body is not Chat of Nark Dennli." 

V. Conminta In rebuttal 

It la balltvad th#t tha taita Lonductad on the throe macsl apielnent 
were made primarily to justify a atatament made In Oennlt family Itr ded 
29 Jan 71, ai followa; "It la our faallng that all tha boys In this 
axpleilen wheat deg Mgi wars not recovered should bt put on tht KIA Itoc. 
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as no bodUl could be Identif'.td." ^Comnanti nada on tht rtport of cast 
appaar to dltprova Iti aiibeiatlon with chi (ir§, Wa do not eontidar - 
praaanea of tht "dog tag" as eoneluilva tvidanca of ID of tht rattclni 
and have itattd this viawpplnt in lattari which tht Dinnls'havi raealved. 

Scatavants of Dr. H, Tapucci, and Dr. R, Baby, aro dailRnatad alphabatleally. 
Our rosponsa Jo dasisnatad. 

a. BIMED Ltr to Congr Powall d tj 18 Mar 71 cocpintad that cha 
prsitnca of tha Btcal idtntlflcatipn tag oin a rasa ins eonatitutos 
aupporClvt, not coaelusiva tvidanca of tdantey. 

b. thi lattar • of r March 71. also adyittd thatjig flngarprlnt iif 
prisaioni vara o 'Mioablt and idantlf teat ion could not ba con* 
rinad by this MChod. 

c. Va ara not awara of raeaipt of a rtport aada on Eaaa of raaalns 
frM Dr. Papueel or Dr. labp. Tharafora, ui do not knov proesduras 
thty uiad to datoraiaa Mark's haight. Wa ara avara that In raports 
raetlvad Iron tha axparta «a raUlnad that tha bona naasorad la 
Idantlf la^. tha length of that bone la glvan in eantlMCtri and 
Inehas and tha convarslon acalt usad Is Idantlflad. The Phyii* : 
eal'anChropologlst datanlnad suture at batusan S' 7" and S' 9" 
puallflad by a raport of trunk length at mil ovar 90 ca auggaiting 
a long tronk ^ Tha Hg. AHX report indleaCad haight raa calculated 
at (9.0". 

d. Vo do not guaatlon Cha faaalblllty of such teat and retulta 

ha nay have atuinad but without knowladga of spaelfle location 
of lead residue which aay have bean found In Che bent wa ara uaabla 
to coaMOt. Romvar« we do not feel chla tast has aoy baarlng on 
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Cha Idtnclflcatlon of Che rasalni parfonad at Dayton, Ohio, 
a. Reports of Marks Daathi verified by C. reports of a company 
•ustar and ra*austar placid Mirk aboard tha ha llcoptar. ^arafora, 
wa agras with the news rapertar, this Is apaculaClon. Also, llva 
haiid granades ware earrlad by combat troops aboard the . helicopter 
and it Is feasible to assuna that anti*aireraft firs, burning of 
Cha aircraft or subiaouent explosions nay have daConatid tha 
granades. _ 

f. Wlthoutiknowladga of Bliltary procaduras used In aeeounCablllCy 
of pirsonnal and of tha methods aeployad to Identify the othar 
parsonnal who. axplrad in this aceldanC; and. unaware of tha USA 
■ortuary proeaduras utUisad to confirm ,tha ID mads at Dlvlalon 
Field Rospital DaVang, it la difficult to understand how a nag* 
ativs dtCarri nation eencarnlng Mark's Identification can bt ao 
coneluslvlly lUCad. It appaara, without benefit of Navy elr> 
eumsunca reports and madieal raeords to serve as a basis for 
-- compirlioni nada, chair eonclusions oey be based on haar>iiy or 
prastisptlva avldanea. Tharafora. ua cannot aarlously consider 
"speculations" aadi concerning cireunitaneas of Mark's death or 
Idantlf ieacion and eonciuda that clrcuRstanCial avldanea Is so 
overvhslning as to ovircou preauaptiva tvldenea prasanted in 
news artlclai. 

VI, Conclusive obsarvattons 

It has baan noted In raviaw of this eaia that Chare is a parilsunt 
rsguast which has appaarad in ovary latter raeaivad from the Dennis family, 
an InsisUnea to change Nark's statue to HU, which by afforts axpendad and 
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non«tvcipUne« ot' Navy infnmaClon provldtd, thty appaar i .iipporC. Thli '' 
la not (otally tvidcnc hovavcr, tinea thay have not rcllnqulahtd MarK'i 
ranalna to Navy i but hava rfburiid hit rcMlna undtr thalr cuatody. 

Tha nuMrout Inqulritt raeaivtd after publication of artiolaa, bafora 
racaipt of our iattar by family • eonearnini tha IdaotificaClon of Nark 
from raportara to eountar dafinltlva polnci attda by br. Papueei and Dr. 

Baby, put ui In a vary diffieulc poaition. Tharafora, infotitClon waa 
provided in lanaralitiaa. eonfiralnt Htrk't identification vtiieh tuy hava 
baan lata than datired by ehcD and tay hava appearad, at that tiaia, to be 
datriBontal to the Navy iaaga; . Hoveyer, it wat our datirt tlut the Dannia 
family racaiva our eorreapondanca via their Congrettoan and raapond amiably 
to ut. Wt did not datire chat ditaireamanca be aired vhdah family through 
the preta madia. Wa would eontidar tuch dlacuaaiona highly inappropriate, 
unethical and not eonducivt to continuing tfforta to ataiaC Cham. Rovavtr, 
by aceounta appearing in a Dayton navapaper dtd 20 Aug 71, it appaara tha 
family ray hava failed to exoreittd the tara typai raatraint and conaidarf 
tion. In Che overall pi^rrinlormatien^bcainad- regarding etreumatancaa _ 
by report and In talaeon with C.O'a of Co. E, and tha C.O. of tha aircraft, 
aupporc eireumatanea reporta of the incident involving Nark.. Tha idenCi* 
flcation made at Dayton raeancly aupporc the findlrga made in 1966, concern- 
ins Identification of ‘Urk. Information which eorparat with Nark'a medical 
racord data ia aa folloua: 

a. DanCal conpartaon - vary favorably - a dlaCineClva iapactad 
(unarupted) , or.craecion and raateratioa pattarn of maxillary 
molart 

b. RT • 69“ lacord indicaCat height at 67 1/4“ on 2.4.64 (DOB 9-2U46) 

at induction Into Naval aarvice, The growth factor from age 17.1/l|»a 
to 190/6 yra (at hia daaiN) it coniidartd faaiibla and aceopUble. 
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c. !Uee * caacaaian • eonfinaad on both reporta. 



0. Blood typi "A'V- conflrmid. /9-/7 

a. Medium build • medium build datermlned except for Ioor vertebril 

column and, as aeknowladgad '7 J«r7. haf/y hipped. 



BUKED concluaioha and position concerning the Indantl flcation of Hark 
V. Dannia, bare aubmittad to :ongrasaiMn Powell in Itr dtd 20 Aug 71, 
with tigned reporta of the independent aiianlneclor, a radt, aa thcloaurea. 
Excerpta era provldad for information and enphaals aa follova; in view 
of eoopariaona oadt of lltrU'a remains to hia, tnodlcal rdcorda, tha opinions 
of tha Idantiflcatien axpirts, and the alaenca of cospatant avldanct to 
tha. contraty, it it tha concluiion pf thii office that the renalni in 
queation era Indeed thoaa of Mark V. Dennii. It ia our position that 
proper Idantlfleatlon wai made in July 1966, and that thla meat recant 
effort larvae only to lubitantlata tha view held hy chli of flea since the 
data of Hark' I Initial idantlfleatlon. Wa would urje that the avldance bt 
viawtd at dbjaetlvaly aa poatibli in that ditra ia i conelualvaniaa In tha 
findlnga which would be moet difficult to ovorcoot. Should Mark's parents 
dasire to parilit In a denial that tha rraalni ara not thalr aon'a wa will 
upon a written, notoriaad raquaac, rteovi tha ramalna to a National 
Cemetery for rfintenent. Tht grave, we muit Ini'.it, will bear a Barker, 
Idtnclfylng it aa tha raatins placi of Mark V. Dinr.ia. 

Vlll. Othar Action 

Me ara aware that BuNavPira ia preparing a responte to a raquaet the Dennlt 
family aubmittad to Sonater Saxby for convening a board of Inquiry to 
rtvlav Nark'a eaia. It appaara tht raqueit vill'bi declined baiN on the 
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^ ''» c- f cuMtoo . in ■ o t.vf,r • h> i/^, 


CILUl 00SS-8e CASE review 

tn« ^ocuMntation on cIEH: 0055-88 and have WR-ned -h- 
i*"***"; PtM«ntly a*tocUt*d with that c«i*. Thaae roiwlns nava •'#»n 
Idantl l«d u thoio of HM3 MARK V DENSIS.. Tho flrit id.rltlficS w2. nadT 
^ (xcluiion at the OSA mortuary, TSN, AB, Salwn. Roll call. iimodiiiMiiu 
and innadlateiy afttf the crath clearly identified the Ln 
of he unit Who were loat. HliJ DENNIS wai thu only ^iJl y 2St SntTi2^ by 

dental and/or Idantlflcatlon tags nt the initial InveatlJS. * 

The reiMlna were exhuned in July 1971 for an axanlnatior hv < i.^rnn.r<. 
Phyalclan and other porionnol. No written report by -S.2 2" 

E'ilw 


?2?h!If ^ Si? wtdiJ « renge of aroutld 83 5 to 84 

SldT’ 'hJ^loIef'SiSowIriS ' 

and leqa, aM where all other loner bonea ware fcactuted. 

The Identification apecialiata and Dr. Atnel found nood ean<lI^anm/ 

SKtfno tSi'tK^*’ * buwn^eiBaiM!^ It^ 

S“33 S 

■ - 

that !.!”n5.«r2Jb!2«iy2!'*" 

rm.. P* ^*^9th of the left femur aa neaiurad bv nr 

d.p.«^ng^rS^^'h2M;^^ui^2n^•!h“;ro?o^^^ 

ri'S - 

"-•wure^fn. w. .i. 'v. p'i*;e,’ n,*.... , 

Siirr 


fiowM >t*if wnnM . iMyrnirt rr i 
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,h: 0U5'5-o8 , •. • . _ , . ■ P 

’ i.r.»; itu “NA an nr, i.'fiiir'vi/'j n-.u, n' ’ 
i'id nr even cl'),.y vi r.:w wjxinum l.>ng;n o{ fra-jii^rnt-td left 
femur of CttKl 10 55- Id. , Tnu nhorcest p.«aii>i.j n.-ta'ireiMnt that 
or. Blrkby and ! ruCorded for the left fr>nj:, lackrn^ tho bono . 
.ample that waa.cut for DNA aubmi.aion, was 44.6 cm. That was 
achieved by placing the cut nurfaee of the dirt.il fragment 
agalriat the inferior and of the iliaft of the ptoximn! portion. 
Tnua,,oven with a fra^nent of bono cut away, we were .till unable 
to achieve the nKi.isurefflent of Dr. Chornuy. bn 26 Novomboc 1988 
' when ! examined these remains In Largo, flbtida, i was abla to 
oxamine tha saitplii of the left femur that had bean removed for 
DNA analysis, but not used. I found that this sample articulated 
alono its brokon superior margin with the inferior margin of the 
proximal portion. There was solid indication that the kotf of 
the saw blade was only about about 1 am, thus, a good meaiurement 
of the total fttotal Itngth was possible. I repeatedly obtained 
a meuurwMnt of 45.J cm for the Mximum length of thia left 
femur. When the oiteometric board was poiltionad on 44.3 cm (Dr. 
Oiaeney's reported M.nireiMnt), the three piceei of the femur 
(proximal and dlital fragments, at well as the cut lamplt) had to 
be arranged with entoclor/poatetiot bowing beyond the normal 
tangs for en^ human race. 

(3) Dt. Charney reported that he used the formula 2.3 x 

'*• ^ correct formula is 

2.18 s:61.41 4/1 3.27 ■ hiight in cm, By dropping the ,08 x 
femur, Or. Charney ichleved an aatlmate 1.4 inches lass than what 
the correct formula would have yielded. One limply does not 
change forMlas. Xf this wu done accidently, it ^nstratu a 
shocking lack of care. Taken together, or. Charney.' i impossible 
measurement and his Incotcset formula result in a stature 
estimate several inehea below what ahduld bt tha result. Working 
Independantly, Or. Hlnkea, Dt. Bltkby, and 1 all found the beat 
eatimate (using Steele's segment 1 formula: for t.ha right fmaut) 
to be within e quarter Inch of the stature reported in the 
military health records of HN3 DewNls. using thu cornet focula 
and when the maxim iangth of the femur end tho lowest poislble 
meeeured maximm length of the left femur (even after the removal 
of the DNA sample) the best estimate it within one half ttendird 
Qtroc of the lamt recorded height for iiMi dennis. 

(4) The remaining portloni.of tho palace are adequate to 
doteraine that the remains were choir of a Cwcaioid wicn e 
reasonable degree of scienclfic cerceinty. ic li aurptuing chat 
someone wich Dt. Charney'i experience waa uaible to tuoti a 
conclusion. 

(5) Dr. Charney, not for the first cine, confutes anterior 
femoral curvature with bowlegi. in tha former, the femur la 
Slightly bowed entcriorly. In the Uttar, thw leg ii bowed 
Uterelly. It ii inconprahenilble to this reviewer why Or. 

Charney Is unable to undorttand thia basic difference. i would 
refer him to the erticlet by Stewart, Walintky, and Gilbert fpr 
an elementiry graip of anterior (amoral bowing. 


•>..'.vs, vii.'.i II.I ; rXu.’jim' ^K-i) 'ri,. Mete vxi 

Ithough they wwi« pro.enc at. the oxamination Jt WPATR tn 1971. 
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CILH?, mad<> .1 r>iU.ioo<ilil>) int.'.TpwMtipn 6? th* 

* MPOft, along, with that of Dr. Hiokoo, laadj ona to 
Dr^cimhiif W’in the enhancllonts by 

MS r..'K.ra: '-sii 

2: zf!.“r' 5“f “: ‘“•Js.rsu.nss, ar'iSa! *" 


•Awgh to Hht an abiolutt iiJtntlflcatli^ » SaJlS/^Sn^JS 22o-r 


OlpioMtt, AMrieah loard of 
rotontle Anthropology 
Dated I 27 Movaiiboc 1911 
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ctLHi ooss-ee analysis 

Al Iho raqutttl ol Mt. John Rogon 61 iho Doparlmenl of Iho Navy ind Mr. Jarry Oonnit, 
btolhar ol HM3 Mark. V DENNIS, I broughi tho upper livi ihoradc vanebrae and eranial 
ranialni Irom Aa abova raliraneed cato io ihit laboraio^ lor lunher analytit. Fragmenii ol 
two with (Its and 16) mat nod beon uied lor Dna anaiytla ware alio praiani. i aiu brought 
an aniamortamiDM periapical lUm ol HM3 OENNis and i PAcheit radiograph idoniitiid ai ma|, 
ol HAU OENMS whjeh waitnada at the ikne ol hit Mudion Inio.iafvica. 

thi two laath wara reeoniirucied and radiographed. The Hrtr iiirN Ihoradc vertabrae, the 
only dUimetiva ihorade vertabrae lean In mo ehoii film, were ako radiographed, the 
retuiting dental and variebni radiographi. wore oomparod wHh thoae ol HM3 DENNIS. The 
cornpiriioni ware done wkh maghllication aiKl rnacro Vidro oquiprneni. 

Ai previouty noted m prevloui reporu (lowoa J. Uvine. O.O.S. on IS Novenibar .1968 
and H. R. Campbell. D.D.S. and Jiihei Ian Ebert, Rh,D, on 30 June 1966), the aniemortem and 
potirnoriam compariioiti ol f is and 16 thowad coniitirl denial morphology. 

Till antemortem eheii Mm whiei) hai not bNh used in any previout compariioni in thii cast 
showid many ooniiiieni morphological areas when ooibpirid wHh the postmortem vertebral ' 
radiog^s. The thrae spin^piooeiiis, the shapMOl me laminaaol the hvm vertebrae, and 
ihe spices belwNn the lamihM ol ms Ihrse vorisbrae WHO vary ooniisiahi, 

This additional radiographic oompirison dimoniiratat once again mai CILHI 0055-66 and 
iha known bidooical kilormaiion on HM3 DENNIlaro coniiiient in each and ovary compatlion 
mat can bo made. 

Biied on the above, Ihe Inetcapabie condusbn must bi made mat me ramaint deilgnaiid u 
CiLHI 005S-66 are Indeed mow ol DENNIS, Mark V. 282-42-1904, HM3, USN. 



William R. Mipiee.'Ph.O. 
Dlplomale, American Beard ol 
Forinsie Anthropology 
Oalid: 16 April 1969 
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department OF THE NAVY 


' John Rogers 
TO 

' Jerry Dennis 

/ Dr. Maples' additional input to APIRB 
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Please 
next step. 


call me collect after you receive this to discuss our 


Slncero^y. 
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, April >969 / 

■ 14/^57 Josephine Rd, 

■ ' Largo, FL 3464'*; 

COM NaV, MED: COH ' ■ 

.Attn: MED COM; 332' ; 

Mr. Jchn.Rocers 
Washington, D.C. £0372-5120 

Doar Mr. Rogers, 

On Saturday, April 22, I received your Heco attuchea to the 1 6 April 
1989 CILHI 0055^88 AHiiLYSID conpleted by Dr, Maples. I cailed your 
office collect today as you requested. 1 was informed you would not be 
available until Thursday. 

By the tiae you return, 1 nay hove bad throat surgery which will 
cause paralysis of oy vocal cords, The paralysis may last for as little 
as a few days or as long as six sonths. As I may not be able to talk tc 
you, I an making my request in writing. 

Dr. Maple's report addresses: 

a. reconstructed teeth 

b. radiographs of the teeth 

c. magnification 

d. macro video 

_ PlMse forward the above and the entire remains to Dr. Chaney at 
CSU. 1 will get ahold of you apd Mike when I-om able. 

Thank you for your continued interest. 




cc: Dr. Michael Chamey, CSU 
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OIPARTMINTOFTMENAVV V 

NAVMMIOICAlCUMWANt) 

WA|HINOrON.OC ]0171rt<10 ; 

5360' ", ■’ „ ' 

. Ssr 332/0184 
■■ ■, 19 Hay\i989: 

Hr. J#rry L. Dinhii . ’ ' ^ 

14457 Joitphlne Road , 

Ur go, PL 34644 

Otar Mti Unniai 

Thia it In rtapontt to your ractnt Uttar to Mr. John 
R^trav a ■Mbtr o£ ay atafl. concarnlng Doctor Wi Ulan Haplta' 
additional analyala on tht rtuoina of ClLill OOSS-BB. 

Mttr a eotpUtt rtvltw of tut caau, thia Coanand it 
of faring tht following alttrnativwar 

; I . Oodtor Hak>ltt li ttill willing to prtatnt and txplain 
hia ayptriapoaition ovaliiation findlnga to you and Doctor 
Nichaai Charnay at your tarliait convtuitnct. Doctor Chtrnay 
aay aak any quaationi ha dtairaa. or aaKt no copaenta at all. 

2, If Doctor Charnay it unava Habit to attund, 1 hava 
ancloaad.a currant liat of uiplonatta of tha Aatriean Board of 
Forantic Anthropologlata, to tnat you aay talact anothar aspart 
to rapraaant you for a aacohd opinion. * 

If naithar choica iiatad about <a accaptabU to you, than 1 
raquaat you aubait any rabuttal docunanta or avidanca in your 
potiaatlon, to tha Araad Sarvicaa Qravaa Ragiatratibn offiea, 

2461 Eitanhowar Avanut, Alaxandria, Virginia 22331, no latir 
.tUn 31 July 1989. fha Araad Poreaa Idantlfication llaviaw Board , 

will raviaw tha antira.invaatlgation/ldantificatlon of tha 

raaaint of CILHI-0055-03 in'aarly Auguit. ' 

My point of contact in thia aattar it Mr. Jonn Rogart. You 
aay call hia collact at (202) 653-1345. 


Slnctraly, 


Corps 

Uni tad Utatat Navy 
Uaputy Coaaandar for 
Haalth Cara Oparationa 

Encloauia 




t 
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.;aly 16, l7uy 

J'J-upUinj iW. 
i,.iP3u, :i464.V 

A ■ Attn.: KrJD'aH >32 . 

^ Hr. Joha iiojofd 

.'.oohlagtoft, D.C, ,20:-72-5’‘-0 

pour. Hr, ' Rocapc, 

2hlc lottor lb iu raqionuc is ay latter to you of April 24, l$.69, 
^.dalriil Kooalc'o dortlfiod lottor to ao dated 19 Huy, 1989 dnd 
!3y talophono eoAvorcutinn vdtl) you oo July 14( I989t 

• PafOEt BUlciai! oy coauentb, J ‘.ill .,udto cotiu of tho utatonoatn 

Budo 1^ Pr. ilehuol Chaney in Uio nosy coaauaicatloiis ulth no: 

*"jniiB York of unhaAcoaont loid suyiorinroultioa lo a teudi for oat- 
perta froi fields other th^A that of the fomaie uathroioloclct. 

I uae such acioutlfic oxpertc hero os cunpus in dll ay vorii. In 
b citae aueh aa this I vuat svVurul uueb axperto aith net 
eolleugueo of niho uS ooapua in the dap.irtBenta of ■dchbolcal 
oBgtnearittg, r;.dlolbgy (tuo hoalth aorvico), InotruetloBul oodiu 
(photography), Hogoro bnoie of thi grout Jcb that loat crew did 
0 nth the HoKlnady Oacd, 

"You Hat a «Ltu of jl July :>» the douullaa. That glvaa ua vary 
little leavjy > eortrinly not the tiiio it will toko to do all 
tha abOTt," 

Iha ronaliui in uuoatioh rvoru nicltotl up for tr..asportutio& to CXMIl 
the end of Hti^ch, 19 C 8 , iliuir Inltlul report vos ddUverad to ne on 
tha 26th of Novanbor^ 1988, .. period of eight aontha. During the 
— Uoveabar aeetlog ultb you, I bdeoao u»ura that a cheat X»ray Z hava 
A baen raquaatlag for yoarc «..u In Hoik'd file, 'Jntll that tlao, thu 

Ihivy bad denied that auch an exloted, duthor than uUov ae 
to hava a copy of the X«ray, Dr* ..illiaa Hupleo detoralMd ho vaa 
going to do tha anulyais Z tuntod to havo dona. It vat not dona ut 
ay raquaat na atutod by .'kplao in hia report, Z otiU have not boon 
^ven aoeoae to tho X-ruy or a copy of oiao, Dr* Haplos* report wac 
reeoivod by ao on apr'l 22, 1989; on additioncl five aontho aftor 
the initial CI]/>UI report. 

The total tlae uoad by Cll-l(Z ani Hr, iiapLoa sue olgbtaen (10) aontho 
0 You have given ao only a few weeks to roply to their reporto, X not 

only aaot give dr* Chamey :.n;'lc tlao to ccc.ilutd hia atuoy of tho 
•nov* Infomation dovolopou by ur, Hiiplus, 1 auct eooplete the -.oc- 
uaentatlon of a| ras^onsu to tho /JflDj .tftcr Jr. (Htamey la conr.lw'tw:i 
'tltb hlQ report. Uo copot con.-leta tho royort dthout tho infar- 
autl'ja 1 roquoated fr)n yiu in ay ..yrll -4, !985 lotter. Ho util 
bo able to addraae It. r.-vloi:' i-boot rji-or*. u:,tj.5. th-t .-o..uatt la 
hoBored by you, 

Much eorllar la tblo iiiv-itLyatlJu, I 73 uatfunoatutlon fron 
§ you on past oorraapondeneu mu .(I. lavoot, ’. lU stated you aoro 

nferr^ at to Cdr* hill Rssd, izitw an they nuyt Abnlch tho In- 
fbJJutlOB Z ro'.uoatod, i!y ru-iucnt to Cdd UooJ xc latoJ Jr'ebntory 27, 
I989« Z hava reeoivod nu reply uinco then. 4nca the Inforaktion 
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Juno .? 5 , 

, ; ■ jj '-unni.: 

fumldio'i tJ i:i' ci:u;...r tlv.- . .i. ji’.iii I’ronj the y.,, r •t.-.T 

ropoj?to» coimunlc. tionij -nu tha M-' inv^f-ti tlu’ Infornution i-. ^ 
ttucqacary pwrt of ay reply. ;,iiica .I i;W ii' "no >>' yeur v. ‘nn..n. :::i z 
do not unJoraV*#'^ -hy .(Mr. l jwonlj iJ./aiu cJi; ..n OiTly .ujucv^ 
roflev of tho ciiuo beforo Jll the iiil’i/ra'.tiHi !<; -.v.a.***)!';. 

The "i-rocoduros for ;.T.dL, erutl;-a .f I.*-ntiric. tion /•■f ..u3J.;u’ ’v 
th« .jwed F<ircoi l-leatlficatioa ivuvlc.. •.ji.rJ" you x’uraiJiV; 

to no Btuta •"fh.5 rliUv ..lU bo uotUlo:'. 'f thoir aptortaalty to; . 

(b) Ilttvo, in the CkOc of rog« 2 B*;nyi;z ia.iivl-aJ. I'lontiflot.tiriii '. C 
rca^lao. la..O‘>an<;eflt .r.':‘civ;l.ni:l au cjiuzticn of tha roaiin:.*.*' 

1 cubolt thi.t y.»n U..vc not c.-;aiiUa; -.1th th.l wctloa ainca tUa 
•ne.;' Inforu. tVoa "..'J .•cveievo.; by jt. .. .-ioo. 1 ^po jmbalt^tii-t . 
:>«j‘-u'r»- 5 h (ij h..!! not hawa aut ...; jr. not proviesu .v 

nueh Infapantipn .u; ra-uirof. 

Duo to tho ubovo vjiii Aithdr aattara ~a hj'/t Jiacusaoii. I ro^uort you 
oxtond tho perioe in ihlch 1 a^' snboit aattcra to nlaaty (';0) '. y.'; 
uftor tbo rowlnn .a;d iafcrEii.tion ca ur» iUylaa report roach tho 
office of Dr. vhamoy. i’urtbur, I ro':uoot.tho iafonwtioa I rojucatr 
ad in ly letter to you of ..prll 1989 concandafi Dr. Huploa* 
report now bo futnirhai tinder tho {'raedoa of Znfonatipn Act. 

Thank you for your in ^olvossnt in thouo autidre. 
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OEeARTMINTOfTOINAM 


S360 I 
i Nr 333/0344 
). 10 Au| 09 I 


Mr. Jerry L. Nnnlt 
144S7 iJoeephine Rond 
Urge, rn 34044 


Thle it la raiponee to your rooant' latter to Ni. Jbhi 
nogera. e aeaber of ny eteff. 1 ' 

Zn ny letter to- you ot If Na^ or;^‘^tM that Doetoi 
Naplea ie etlll , willing to preienu and erplai i hia 
euperiipoeition evaluetion (indinge to you MOaetor Otar ay. 

Aftar Mr. Rogata racaivad your latait ‘.taitar. ba eallad 
Doctor Richard C. rreada. Chial Ndleal lltad^r at ch( Araed 
roroaa Xnatituta of Pathology (RrzP). MaNlBgten, D, who 
voluntearad hia eonfiiranea rooa at IPZlf to heat a eating 
between you, Doetoc CharMy. Oootoc MapUaJ Nr. legarai < id any 
foranaio aipert (pathologiat or odonteloglal) on the MTXP ataff. 
that you or Doctor Charnay lay wiah to eoMtftt* 

It you agraa to the aeeting. thia lunlafMill pay yi v and< 
Doctor Charney'e trenaporution ant pan ilM aipenen. in 
aeoordanea with current Joint Travel lagulaAtH. 


ilooM to Itka a| 
. vartahrle and! 
lorado. 4 that! 


Tha aatliaat data Nr. iogara and DoltKNplai w 11 ba 
available for the aeeting will ba on U Oaili^. 

Aftor^the Beettag, Netor-chaniy^wUlUNloaM to aka a; 
copy of Doetot Naplaa* video, tha thaat t-ny* varuhr i and, 
reeonatruoted teeth beck to hie Vniveiaity B'fiiorado. 1 that 
tine, we will detexaiae how aueh ot an eifmlon la naa ad by 
you to auhait your deeiuMMUtio^ toi tfjr^ Araed : Oraae 
ideatificetion Review loerd. 1 ^ 

Nr. Rogere patted your eoneexae regarliof your leti ir to I 
coaaander Mod, to hia aueeoator. CoaaandertUuy V. Capl ogar. 
who can ba tatchad toll trad at, 1 (ROD) 3«l|3aM. 

Your queitiona roquaated undar tha PrNdin of Infor ation 
Act, will bo addieeeed aaparately by airClegal div eion. 4 
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^ MX,. Itegwi dtpum U Augu« uhd «ia bi 

b«ck in th« dttlcn on 36 Auguat. 

^ If^you wiih furthar iniorantion during H*. Kogata' abaanca. ; 
plaaaa faai frat to conkaet hla auparviaor^ Uautanant Coiaandarl 
Harry C. Coffay, toll ftaa at. 1 (600) 64a«:|6U. j 

1 hopa thla aaata with your approval and that a aolu ion tol 
thia caaa can ba raaolVad to avaryona'a aaklalaotien. J 


taar Idaltif cAt) Nadie 
Unlead Itatta/taW 
Aaalatane Chl4f for 
Haaltheara Qj^ratlbna 


€ 


i 






f 
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1 MA'-'E EEEM RE'>'£‘j:mP r= AV7V?“'" 'P^tTS 

?'■' O’JP •‘ELSP’-'CNr r!?WEt»i;A“l{?''.'5 0= :T CC’^jPE- 1?' nc 

T!^1S VEA''. J Sy.PEC’ED A '£PL'^,?N ;.e -up ne _ vw, ►ip.c. ra 

sBD^PT pv ,fpw. ■ !^'5TEAD, I .RECEJVEr'' A LcTtps' “pEl" TR. MI2HAEL 
CHAPNEV TEI.L1M5 IE Or A TELERH53ME 2C'M'T“5A“"*''’N pncgpc 

WHICH ALLESECLV E'^OTE? THP* ‘^HE 2H'. V HC'-.r ,DN ?^DTHE'” £ 

CA:E t? ■’■WiAT JCHM 15 C'l C* . CJtpf-.py -e cponp-*- ni>i 

E'JPE'!“®D?T’‘ JON. MPT’ Oh' NAPLES' ®F'0N 'W-'i-T 

20r'VEj-S'>'^:0‘i IT WWlO AePiAC- T>JC“ n-p 

WITH ha&LEs.' please CO'-PECT HE ii-i se,r-e'nn go . pC 

PECE*'PE^ 15 AS 1 WAVE A NUMK® OF PE^SO^'P TO ■ CI?CL'?F THE HATTE^ 

WITH TME CONSFESSIONAL Cw^iirTW'? SPE*''' ppc tok'jj.id 

'“■lO -2’'J0M. ' ' '' ■ .•■■ ~ 

IN AUDITION TO THE ABD'-^E CCN'^®®A.TlpN SETNsEN w. CHAPNEY, 
AND JOHN P06EP.S. I HAVE RECEIVED IWFO'S'HA’I’IOM THAT AIRFOFlCE 
HORT'JAPY PEOPLE FPCJM TYNDALL BASE HAVE STA'^EO TH!“ DR. hAFLES HA'' 
BE 3'Jr.CEEDINB DR. I'ERLEY AT CILHI. DO YO'J 1 ME 'THE IDEA 0^ A MAN 
DCiriR "pERDII'vAl RESEA®CH" 0»l ALL OUR HIA'i rE'tT j ,jjn 

MOT ' _ 

IF t HAVE NOT HEARD '^ROM vrju py HID DECE'^PER OR. IN THE 
INTERIM I HEAP DR. MA®LEE IS IN A P^DPAPLE MO'.'r TO ClLHl. HY 
A3REEHEN’’ TO "LAY LOW' AND LE'' ''O'.i HANDLE Tuif'np tb RE®r'ir‘IDED 
1 -M EURE VOU UNDERSTAND MY POSITION P>;D DETp--m.«,^TIP;:,, 

I alNCEREL'' WISH ''OU AMD YCJRS A HAP®" WOLIDAV SEASON. I 
REALIZE WE ARE ON DIFFEREffT SIDEE 0® A ^'EP“ ?0*rP0V£*'EJAL ISSUE. 
P!.'T T MOLD NO SR'JDRES MwEM YOU DO l’''■'AT '•'O'.I ARE “AID "'’O DO 
WWEN AD'.'ISED PY ‘-'lEHEP AUThopTtv. 

STNOEFE’'. 


DR. MICHAEL CHAPNEV 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


572b/F9-067 

Str OOD 32 iRES/ 9 Ui 3 j 402 , 
18 Pec 09 


Hr. Jerry Oennii 
14457 JoMphine Rd* , 

Largo, FL ^4644 . 

Dear Mr; Dannla: 

29 I959‘wh?eh®u«*'r!“^?'’®j Vour latter of Noveeber 

29, 1989 Which waa received in thie office on Decaniber 15, 1989. 

wee on ioonor. Kr. Rbgeri 

o??ie2 fnJ October and : was out of the ' 

®0®t of NovftBbtri . -2 M ifnid thsfc thA Af 
Doctor Miplts' vidao topt.ftll throuoh th« cracki Aftar bAina 

reminded by your aoit ricent leSJ^l hSje 
and^disoussid it with Hr. Hogare. As i etlted ill Ss of SS 

!!5JrIIiant"ir!bl&d“S*^ of Infoniation Act tha 

govarnaanc is obligatad to ralaaaa matarials which ara in it* 

SmII'S a«.d'" W ^c^dSMStJ'Hava 

oaan raiaaaad. Doctor Naplas' vidao tapa is not in our 

brj.JS!5p““ “Sw' 

Alaxandria, VA 22331-0482 

only recant and limitad involvaaent in this case and an not fully 
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vnrsed in ita'history, I have not atsernpted to more I'uliy explain, 
your position to hinifor fear of inadvertently, risropreso, -.ting 


'K. E. VOCELH'JBER 
Liautanant Connander, Judge 
Advocate Genora) 's Corpi 
United states Uavy 
Assistant for civil Law, 
Hsdico-Lagal Affairs 
By dirsetion 
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;i,r . : .,,T' ; r =t]'__[^ 

•■'*1 •■f;’: “^rr!!!' !'>3" 

C^ARtlSV (.f ' TJP SAFI lEST rnn'ipiTCMrc , I. 





OM JA A'JSUl:'* J>.D1l»AL KCEni';- APATM I'iFOTE Iti'^TTV: A 

•^EETiMe PUT THIS TI'IE “n.Hp^r. gyrH MEs'TtvIG ,pT “HE ' op^ED 

IPQRCE5 INSTn'JTS Df pathdlOST RATHEP pHAN Pp. WiFLES ?‘=T!CE, HE 
F'JRTHER OiPFEREb ''AVV pORENFIC EF'PERT. . . .OM The AF.IF ETAF^ thAt 
Y? l.l 'i' OP DDO“OP Ow^'PNEY 1AY WISH TO OONSU'-lT, " THE LE’TEp , ST^TEt 
DP. f'C^PLES l','S.E' S'^lLL I'lLLINe TO MftltE THE pFES-MTATIO'’’ . AMD U)AE 
A\.'A!LA5Ls il OCT '5° , • , 

•! FEO'JESTED MF. .'OHFf POBE»« SET T'^E rEETI''? .AP’^EP ■! 
CDMSU'.TED WITH DR. CHARNEY. !. P.EOUESTED MR. ' POSERS A9’'; DR, D. 
STEWAFT OF THE BMITK3QMIAM BE PRESEMT. THE NEXT CALL .! RECEIVED 
PROM JOHN ROGERS TC IMFORM ME THA'p DR* MAPLES WOXD MOT ATTEND 
THE '•TETIMD ■^^!D REFUSED TO PELEASE THE R.Ar’OOP.APHS AH’' "!DED . -z 
ME MOi'' COr.'SIDERS the , MATERIAL "KIS 'OWH PERSONA'-. RESEARCH, " ^ * 


NEITHER the 'J. S. NAVY OP 1. AS FRIMA®'' NETT OF ?‘!M. GAVE 
ANY A'JTHOfllTy TO DOC'’’OP, ■'•;t'-LIAM MAPLES POP ’'PSPSONAL PESBAPCH" 0^ 
AM ALLEDGED AMERTCON. SEPVICEMAN TO HOLD UP A FEDERAL 'aPMV/MA“V! 
INVEE'’'I6AT!DN FOR A PERIOD 0* ALMOST 0^'p YEAR. ‘‘NY ’’-PAYS AND 
PARTIAL PEMAIHS HE WAS GIVEN CUSTODY OF HAS GIVEN TO HIM AS A 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE U.S. ARMY OILHI. 


THE ACTIONS OF DOCTOR WILLIAM MAPLES 'JNDERMIME THE INTENT Qc 
THE "*P?fr.Di,'P£S ppi? fD.P?JP5RATIPM OF IPEf^TIF!C/J!0>i OF ' BY 

THE ARHSO FORCES TOEHTTF'.CRTIOH REVIEU SOOFO". DATED 30 JULY 
1987". SEC'’‘ION Tic. '.2> STATES IN PART "THE pNOK WlU BE PROVIDED 
-AS MUCH IMFCRMATIOH IN THE CASE. PILE AS P0S31BLE. . . . " AND FWThER- 
"THE ENOK WILL PE SUPPLIED WITH ALL 'JNCLASSIFIED _UFOP.MA‘’'ION. 
REPORTS AND EVALUATIONS. ” THE WORK REPORTED BY DR* MAPLES IS 
"'.'NCLASSIFIED INFORMATION'' RiMD IS AN "EVALUATION". 


I REO'JEsT THAT ALL ITFORMATION PRODUCED OR COCVMEF''"ED BV 
DOC''’'OR WILLIAM MAPLES BE £L’BMI'’‘TEC IMMEDIATEL'' '”0 THE DEPART OF 
■’•HE •'lAVV “HPOUGH THE SERVICE REP»ESSNTAT!\,fE. MR. JOHN ^OSEPS. ’‘J 
ADDITION. SINCE PF:. MAPLES HAS DE‘’'ERMIWED HI: '^EPO';" M'JST BE. 
‘^’RESENTED IN FSPSOM. I PEOl.EST HE DO SO IN A MEETI'-'G TC BE SE’’’ UR 
BY MP. ROGERS A^ THE APIP AS »RE^'’*Q'J9Ly PLANNED. I REOL'EET SUCH 
presentation be VIDEO TAPED FOP THE RECORDS. 

RESPECTFULLY 


JERRY L. DENNIS 


I 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

U i T3Ul«PIMt>m0NNlLe0HMAN0 
ALlXUNOmo.V* 

223)1-0462 

January 17, 1990 

POW/HIA Affairs Divlilon 


Hr. Jarry D«nnis 
14457 JoMphint Road 
Largo, Florida 34444 " 

Dtar Hr. Oonniai H 

Thit is in ratponaa to yoUr lattar of Novanbar 25 i 1989, to 
Coaaandar Vogalhubar, U.S. Navy, and his aubaaquant rafarral to 
this offiea for furthar conaant in rafaranca to your concarna 
ragarding Dr. Haplaa. . , 

In ordar to tddraas.your concarna it is hacassary to go back 
to the aaating batman you, Dr. Haplaa, br. Chatnay and Hr. 

Rogars thara at Largo. At that iMatlng you askad Or. Haplaa if 

anything aora Oould ba dona to datanlna if tha raaains in _ 

quaation vara thoaa of your brother. Dr. Haplaa than lookad at • 

tha 70 bb radiographic chast fill aada of Nark at tha tiaa of his 

induction into tha U.S. Navy. Dr. Haplaa than inforaad you 

that it light ba poiiibla to coipara that fill and nav poitiortan 

radiographi. At your raquaat and with no obj action froi 

Hr. Rodgan it was agraad to proeaad. Dr. Haplaa did not 

raquaat, nor racaiva, payiant for tha lupariiposition analyala 

froi tha Nivy or Any. it was not doni undar any lilitary 

paraonal latvica contract, but rathar as a public aarvica as is 

oftan dona undar tha auapicaa of th€ C. A. Pound -Hiiian 

Idantification Laboratory, Univarsit', of Florida. ‘ 

In ordar to aaa tha eoaplata rasulta of tha coiparison, it 
would ba nacassary to aaa tha films coiparad with tha aquipaant 
at tha c.A. Pound Lab. Tha vldaotapa that saaaa to ba tha can- r 
of lisundaratandlng is aiiply a daionstration lodal of what 
Dr. Haplaa did. This vidaotapa is not tha anulysia. It ia tha 
saia as a postar dascrlblng avidanca uaad in court. It is simply 
a briaf daionstration of what Dr. Naplas did in tha lab and 
rayiiras varbal narration and axplanation. Hia conclusion in 
this easa wara not basad on that vidaotapa but what ha saw during 
tha nora alaborata coiparison in tha lab. Tha production of a 
vidaotapa is not avan lantibnad in Dr. Haplaa' report. It was - 

his axaainatlon, not a vidaotapa of liaitad aspacta of that 
axaainatlon, that providad tha basli of hia conclusion. Or. 

Naplas' offar to daaonatrata all tha eoipariioni at hia lab atill 
stands. Tha rathar larga aaount of aquipaant naadad for this 
prasantation pracludaa aoving it to any othar location. 






- 2 - 


Doncarning tha othar pointa you raisad, tha Information you 
rapaivad fron Tyndala Air Force Base lortuary folks is not true. 
There has baan no serious discussion about Or. Haplaa raplacing 
Dr. Karlay at CIIHI. Such information proparly falls in the 
unfoundad rumor oatagory. 1 do not understand your coaiant about 
Dr. Haplaa doing "personal raaaarch* on HIA raaaihi. Tha 
consultant contracts stats that •*saployiant by tha U.S. 

Govapniant may raatrict or limit privata aiploymant or business 
activitiaa if they involve mattars in which tha United States is 
a party or has direct and lubstantial intafaat." 

I trust this will clarify your -cencoens. 

sinearaly. 


Liautanant colonel, Gansral staff 
Ch\kt, POH/HIA Affairs 

Copy Fumishadt • ' 

CDR vogalhubar 
Hr. Rogers 
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NAM MED COM 

r-itTN; MED CON >32 , . ' 

MR. JOHN FiCBERS 
WASHIN0TON. DC 20372-51 CC- 

DEAR MR; ■ ROGERS. 

AS PrSCJSSED IM OLIR TELERHOflE CONVEREATiOH OF APRIL ISth. I 
PEO'JEST .YOUR ASSISTANCE ON THE FOLLOWING ITEMS! . 

1 . MY LETTER TO LTCDP VOGELHUPER OF 25 MDVEMBEF. !9FF 

WAS REFERRED TO LTCOL COLE. USA. I WROTE AN ADDniONAL LETTER TO 
COL COLE DATED 14 JAN 1 RECEIVED A LETTER FROM COl. COLE 

DATED !7 JAN 1990 UtHICH DOES NOT ANSWER MY REDL'EST OF 14 JAN. 

2. MR. HARP20B AMSWEPED MV FOIA REOL'ES^ Tfj qi^ qf 6 MAR 
99 PUT STATES THREE HAVE BEEN REFERRED TO omOTuep; govepNMENT 
AGENCY FOR REVIEW AND DIRECT RESPONSE TO YOU." PLEASE ATTEMPT TO 
rETERMINE WHAT OTHER AGENCY 18 INVOLVED AND OBTAIN A RESPONSE FOR 
ME. ■ 

3. ETCLOSEP ARE THE RESPONSES FROM ■ COLOPADO STATE 
UNIVERSITY ON THE "SUPERIMPOeiTION" ATTEMPTS. IT HAS BEEN STATED 
BY DR. CHARNEY THAT OTHERS AT C3U ARE QUALIFIED FOR SUCH WORK BL'T 
ANTHROPDLO0IETB ARE NOT. IF MAPLES AGREES TO THE AF IP MEETING. I 
REQUEST DR. CHARNEY SELECT THE PROPER EXPERT FROM CSU TO ATTEND 
(IT APPEARS TO BE DR. FIT2HDRN). 

4. L ALSO HAVE NOT RECEIVED A REPLy’-FROM YOUR OFFICE TO 
MY REQUEST OF. 2 DEC 1909. 

ALL OTHER INFORMATION IS IN. I WILL AWAIT 'YDUP REPLY TO 
COMPLETE MY RESPONSE TO THE APIRB. 

I HAVE ONE ADDITIONAL REOUF.ST. I WOULD LIKE TO SEND YOU 
MY RESPONSE FOR THE A^IRB AND HAVE ''OU DELIVER IT. PLEASE ADVISE 
IF YOU CAN HONOP SUCH A PEOUEST. ^ 

Sir'CERELV. 


JERRY L. DENNIS 


CC: DR. MICHAEL CHARNEY 
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.’S-'f'" LCMNIS'.' 
14457. /r.ejrouTt 
LA'-SO.' ‘•L 3-1 


COM MAM MED COM , 

A“TNr . MED C(3M 332 ■ 

MR. . JOHN ROGERS 
WflSHIMGTON. DC 203'’2-5120 


! A*" ENCLOSIMS A COPY OF MY TECEMSEF 2'. I^S® LETTep; WHICH 
YOU STATED COULD NOT BE LOCATED IN Tur eiLES. FOR: VOUP 
INFORMATION. ! RECEIVED A RESPONSE FROM LTCDR M. 2. COFFEE DATED 
15 DECEMBER^ 3 9BF. BUT NO eOSTMORTEM »-PAYS WE^E ENCLOSED. DP. S 
CAMPBELL AND EBERT REFER TO FILMS IN THEIR PEPORT DATED 11 MR'' " 
98 ,• the films included H.. the CILHI FFcprT !,pr,n(i,TED 15 EEPTEMBER 
BS. THE ABOVE DR*S REf'CRT MENTIONS SIX. '.‘J fti.to TAXEN IN MAYi 
ONLY FIVE (5?. l‘JER£ TAKEN IN SEPTEMPER. WHERE ARE COPIES Of THE 
ORIGINAL SIX TAKEN PY CILHI.? 

I DO HAVE’ ALL. THE OTHER MATERI ALS I P.EO'JfsTED IN MY DECEMBER ' 
■'2 LETTSR. /'v' 

I HAVE NOT, RECEIVED ANY FURTHER INFORMATION FROM THE ARMY OR 
DIA SINCE I SFQKE TO YOU. . 

THANK YOU FOP YOL'P continued INTEREST and ASSISTANCE- 


ENCLt 2 DEC 09 REQUEST 
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EDERT ( ASSOCIATES 


«f{h,ic«|'jjy. mernt* jnj.Cnt.rxwcnial tcicK«i 
»»o.« MCcwie l«rw.atl(«S,i.W 

3100 Nlntii Itrtcl, K.U, • AlbuMrque, nc« Ng.ieo OflO? . {503/ 3<t.p474 


Docembor IC, 1988 

Mr. John Rogers 
2200 Columbia Piko 
Apartment 712 
Arlington, va 22204 ' 

Dear John, 

I'dwiSed s“;.iSd^“u 

you .tudy ,h. 

1 do think v« would like to do .some more work with o-k. 

tMth?”ThrBUgJu}d"?flMSraS^^rrt°" f*®o"»truct«d 

original the 

St CIL Snd there a?" raSioJJShl tS ;or?wJfi"®‘o?*’^ 
touch and/or have Ellis get in touch Pl««se get in 

about additional cases, Jo that^w JaJ 
properly coincide with that at CiS. ' ^ 



imt iin iBoft, «i.o. 

CrilfiM MelojraMirlit 

OtrKior 


Page 1 
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K':c(l y 

A-m 

ur,»^^ Mrtn *0 

5720 FB9-t.. 
OOJF 

. S 1 JAN m 


Mr. Jtrry t. OtnnI* 

14457 Joatphina Road 
Largo FL 34644 , 

Daar Mr. Oannia: 

Thlala In raaponaa to your Fraadom o( informit ion, Aot (FOlAI 

.raquaat in »*hlBh you raquaatad a copy of tha invaatigatlon 

conouetad by thio Cominand ralatl.ng to Mara Oannia. 

Tha ralaaaabla. documanta ara fonaardad aa anclooura (I ) . _ 
Dalatlona hava baan mada to ramova , tnforinat Ion lahich could 
raaaonably ba aapaetad to conatltuta an umaarrintad Invaalon of 
paraonal prlvaoy. Thaaa dalatlona ara author laad by tha FOIA. 
Tltla 6, U.8. Coda, Saot Ion 6E2(bM7) (C). 

You may appaal tha dalatlona by tarltlng, within 00 daya from tha. 
data of thla lattar, to tha Sacratary of tha Navy a daaignaa; 

Tha Judga Advooata.Oantral (Coda I4) 

*Oapartmtnt of tha Navy 
200 Stovall Btraat ' 

AlOMandrla, Vlrolnla 22332-2400 - 

- Youf lattar ahould atata tha raaaona tor your appaal and. along 
with a copy of thla lattar, muat arjilva in tha abova offloa 
within tha 60'dav appaal limit. 



Ortonilio* >to«niairpi . 
Oaputf OofbiuoEtr 


Enc 1 1 

(I) Oooumanta 








•l05ij/EciiO5H-f/U-N0fct<JMi.h|-)S()C/6L-^tf6'<vV/ 




liWl J . 


I, WJMI . 1 A» ilk 15 J'JU l»k» Al JUAHG THl >«gvi«Ct|' «VN| 

ArtH liii jfACI jH-<|b H£LlCUP«ft. i£ ,.1»i rLfi^G I.^ <lA!l*»HUr ugw 
HtCiCOCfEH EXPCDOCK-HftlU 
la i‘‘'S iS'^S vs dGMEO;'? Ji<iC'XN0 r(i 8 >l*(lH« 0 #IM!’ ■ 
laaejECh jgjjEcr sufptREo^m^^ 

3Eu^t£ jOKilS SAU8CM! -iElEEPtUSlON UF.'TME 

lo Cu*'dAf.Cl)^DIfHI«$,*uOC*fEJV UF The CilASH <;WC0UMCT1U(» 
jP-Ihj- <t-i%i«, *U)<-i«tkE n0T*Mr , epics 0P'8MJECT'J 0E4m'0flriLi , 
n JuL- i?bb. sjBftcr «AJ fwAi;co.j *»iG‘ i»fci ifi'AUMimRG; oh; 

1: .*■' s^Bjccr's pamiw has hade. 

SJiJEtJ'S ^pAiAS'.flEKE l)EfiriP4eO'u.r26 JUL:i964'ArU.j;;AHMT 
Ajm UMif iiimf HEmAi. 13 AEHti EiidALHEO 49 .jUL.’A-ii) r(lAfi8FU«IfO 
I'J flE g.9. iO JOW l9Hi, ju£. TU- IHE EElEir'OF Nt BORHS,- ' 

’oSaiELE-.. fOHTlPlCAUOf OP* aJlJCCT ilAS MADE BY PROCCBS'dFi' ‘ 

' IjrJjsli 1*2 ”** 0«l.y OSCI 0P**THC. UCCEASEO 

.j! f!*?/, llrV^ towcLosiv^kEA^a'AtirrtOOGH' 

Ht iviflllflCArXflJi iiAB fl(5|i aJEBfiO’iCll i?.‘Nuii l-Y 1964, v ,,n 

■- ' : ■■ ■" ■■ . - '■ '■ '■■' ■*• ■ 

5., SJlJttl'J FAAiLT PltAEO A »HJTUGHAPH Of *.< *«HUA||(?j1a.>^"^ 

1 JHf V'P Hto laaijE 0P> •HEHSAttR^'ANO 

SJritK «3 sUdJECIl H0 h£?£A, -o0I1|;1.J ' 

! ic.'PHojuGRip.E ab'jJh^g rtijfK^j^ofrLv^ 

l<ylCRiERIrtfi PCRlOu; BUnCcT'B R3R"rH*fi’0tlC8TlUAt(l ' 

NE HHJCEdS 9F' ioEHl If yiyi}.‘ I Jijecr.U 'RERAiiiS AfiO’AAOErEjt* ' • “ 

I'* iJEiijiff Irifi EAHJAA TlO.^i jCEORREiI' g* jijr*] a 1 1 ( * fflt 'friauLca 

‘Jtjl Vitu HV JHAInB as BtiR . 5 p 3! AA e: 6 i/ ;uJ-\rC? • • • 
lCAouiAIi^^'^.^SLr ■ -r • 

i*- ‘'*t' alai<«,n 8. f<.ii)irtG8 ariER eANg*iAriON< a 

iECg<iO JXBlArCRHHT AaS EPFEcICu'af lOoRfAnp'tlRCABfrHfieMr/ 

*« tBjlMA i'O. ij. I9«s -ALfRoSaS rHE^'EHSjSl JeJe? lOmllpiED 
sjjjECE# OlSCREPARClCB (JlHflfidORBr IAOLCI'BTROCTOhc.; 

W(' 4Ei HEBuLYEO. WiClil 




I . og» i^j^igJlSrtfiiairy''>« Um;p . j;. 







-f *-* -n 
- 



5. 1ICH»EV aEk'iJCjf. CiyitBArt.. .or ra.aft 

IRAK! !•> gSlI/oiAC/REPuRTBinRAIMHE laLUoFUH 
OlSUiiCEi PWi ENEMffUfttta AWi S3JJCCr HAY lIREL* 8A9ti bEEH 
SpjjAiu. Md olJrHJl VERia^ 

«i» iciiti'i/LikVt 

w6i>SgU..':U-l!)'jC'» MvtSlUAlIJ.'l,. , a.fiu-i«, 

(.vGHU.alftHilCH .{EE8ICK.‘RE. IH4 HCIOENM JJ rllSSY" 

iF'HjBrUC foRcEB AcHEI PitBENl 
pAiBg4EH.’: Il LiHHrOPi hKh LEvtu- iRI£R?«!» 

•lAlOltvi; KEiiOESlEU.. ‘ 






... J JliJ 1-8 IKO SrpfN V* 7« NA ' PENUHG, j 
/^£H*)(O02J/EC».<05HJ/*li-nojH‘3/*1l.MOi5t/’MI-NU8HJ/il 




*i!l*rJ?rlJ.<ULlW8.?j 95'.. , I o??*!-*!* |, I Pjg uAr o h 

S/06.<YI8, iAqx. J8l .{pIfEASEO) 

COHHEur’ . ' , 

U *TCH (i) M07iui8 8*C|C6ftOU'('Ji MFORHAJION, 

(WNi 64SJ»8jr ill tC0«PlLOTJ' 3ED(i6E Cl (ilCMEY.' dlW ' ■ ' 

{]J8Ni OI8ilS} ANi)' 86T (OiiNNCrt) ‘OARf A, LUCAS,. •iCAllSrCR 

I 18 CUARtNiLIf A'MYltlAlil ABMRfeou rBSEOIRO AT ,. 

ABStCNEO' TO HARS-li, OEl’ 'R*,. iAgIaEf*J{M'’l!AS? SSs^SKuJfi! 
Smn!*'Si JLTflif5Sf5'’*uf2t^^ SJMiCE NO AouiriONAli lNPUR- 
6 \oJ*!i ff 38AN RERE OBTAlNEOrWR' 

lie. Kl.ii«‘{!!S!i!S5.;fI ^ «%. 'jHt"'*"*???!!'’®',,,.,, 

AA3 AJIICnED. rO'HW»26S, W' HilHEy 

ATIACHRENr 

(li 550CI Al,8(TOfpJ/0B*i20-B|/2Hi»|8i,,.(COPT ALU LESS 002^05^0) 
<18 ACUUN/LEAOS 

LlfljaUF08NT;;,jNIERVIErt ICNLESriR. AND CAP? LUCAS -RE' THE' CRASH 
fS. ^ORCERRInS 'MSJE cr'S'OMISE, 

SUBJECT'S survival ■AHO'ClPTOREl - 
ART 'OTHER iNrOHHATloR '' re •• 
TRSliOENTlPECRiTEONi OE THEi CRASH VlCTlH'S 'HH iCH HAY 
JjjJJH.RT^ABfUTEiTHEiPOsSiaLlTr Oj' SOSJBCTlB'BuH-^’ ’ 

UL08SLw,.AjrEHRrtO UcArElRECOROS HE ILT RICHEY? PHA AND/UH ANY 
TR^ORhAEIoR hhIch Ray AlO H'LOcAriON 
OEWrbO',' UISSERI/M El lEao for IfiTERYlEH. 
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UiilU " -^uC 

UiUMUMoS , 

/YtH«Y002i/Ki'Y05HO/EF-H06HJ/EA»YOSi!C// 


sjjjAdoZ ■'•■•'■'JlYY/pl'* 
SPECiAU l.'I'fUlHir 


■‘ar|Ul/H<PCi '• WSm "eV cu, 2/r|3l{!ARUlv _ 

I ' ■• ;•— 

S/UEHHlS, HARill.Y^IIOJ/HHJ'y^ 

IHIERylEH UF' CRASH "IfNESS .j.i um.ua if- 

l;;•HAR|^r t*Rl«f4 KrEftTlEnEo'Ai HIS^ 

•LBcri Jpi eRPLOYHERt/yAR ioRtER' ICECTHlC- HUTflR RORRJr ?5 io RuRRlS 

Etstesj-s&iiiit 

fRER^rJoH AU.( omcTIOHB., 'INi-rHEi “OTARCE, AKjlCKjOUtO SEE ANO 

Jim*' ?5L2m. fm" S"? 

Hlf‘5COREo‘yR<ONe!'OP'‘TREia:XHA^ (he. REHAlRlNC'R^ICdPTMS iorr^ 

j;:'^«EEHICH RECALLIO fHAfiHH£r| .HEr8A« !?^ "llsASHfif? jH’. S/iinJi' 
'iHHEtflAIEtf fBLtrtO'lfttE'rUR'lCRlL' U0»J AT AE^T' llj }5r-,Bi2?‘ 
lEENlCWI^OllHuk. ‘SOMEJHlNlir appeared ID FLY OOl' OMHEi CRAPl* 

HREH 'If>’SClTCEl)‘‘AT' ?hEE tOPrACEtTilDtl'Jui nEkNlCiS' oFI.yCO i! nIS a 
p«CE- OF.‘ TRE. PtAREl RATRERi THAN'' AfPERSOiii; ' (HEi SSAj'l'IJJl.ii;' !!! 
SE.-i3<0Efl- CORrRflLi’aVTflE.'PiCOTi'AHO.'APPEARtJ tO SPOT. RMHEj nHERE'^ 
iEESiCRi aAO OTHERS-nERE OUBI IH^B A' POSSIBLE PiAtt Ifl. « f HE MAN' 
OURN. ■ -AS iHErflECO UOfCLOSEHr AEEiUCK BECAME AFRAID iRA • ll hOOLD 
SEAlLE. Rleflt. Oft‘ ,fOp-UP' flW;,- 'Hil AAS ABLE- 0 «',!•?« Hil! 

IRE aIyOOHj AB'IPi'PROR A SMOAEI PCLlED COCAPl » IH ORDER lU JoUBf ■ 
HIS lawimu.: rtErAtsu noied: TRAjrrLAAES' -■' 

rear SECElliN OP' IHE" CRAPII AlERDUBR HAD NO? TET SijOKE.< 

IRE'saIn- OP''IhEiRELu;.' as THEiCAAPT HovEREu TO' 1TB POSlTlDR In THE' 

SIDE iDiBlDEi,. 'HC'ScRAHBlEOI Ddfl'OP' HIS ROLE AS 

I0. ftis POSITION AsO'AAM (JOHN (REl SlOE OP ThE HILL't- REARING A RlROfl 

• uai-j AfroriK jia -i.'ar aau ’Aiiiirra iliA PiiOPi Pantfi PLlfl PaS? HlH 



URnw.A.VJr.'ML 

— ^ -WAiaiRg" — — ^ 

JIKI NciiHiKi It INI Morfiit,«, fM 
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I, \ ': /ri.'/MV.lf'^^ 


«aLe lu ybti ati lcam une persii4>' -nji i>i i:u**dAi oiisosr haou 
auH^ut)*' Ekiri^iii'tri£'rRUfir>'>Ni}i Jn rni mfr, 

4£riE s'jucirED'TO'REAove ' ii)e;soa(£i, : (tEE/irck volo^ieeaed Ai;ui;i;'Ai tr 
k'lD 3IHERS.; pROiAaiv 'DnCi?. liiJi'UA. IHE< ^ECTIms kEKE'ftECOOi'iEZEAUlE; 
aRf 9r<'TflOSl> SEl.WA ‘UlOHrwsAl.|<4E0 SLACK RALE'' arose- SOO mUR IHEi 
KAlJf-OOn^ rtAS CORc; rRAl'AM f«E MlJ PEftSDN «E«CKi*eoOLO RECALU 
AW aaS aEARIW O06-IAi) 8;; RWrRERHJHEV rhE HtiaCOmA WE’FKOfI** ' 
"ATTaCEOS IHAR-RIS UkN SO HE AAS' wr AfiO»(C£u8£A«L£- 
ABOpt fH£. l&ERriEf-Or THUSEi ABORW, ()R-H 0« -IAN? RERE'AWXRO:.'-- •• 

1,. A SHOrtf' r{AErAFTCN’*uAIRAt(0N'HAtriN6il' AND KE£NlCR*'l*OCPARTUREi 
PRUH vUAIiAn; an ARTICLE W rR<iri'0PEl?ATlOi'«A8‘PJaLlSfl£0*ir*8rAflS’ 
m S|f(m8..*i AsaCClATCDi KlTA rHC':ARrtCLC «A8 A'PHUrOBAAPH 8H0R1N6 
Ai 8AHA8E0 ReLECUPTER SE? tllNGt Tlii A lAWlNOi AIlH IfiHEErPEfiSUAlS ' ' ’ 
WMlNf PROS' rREi Aft£A;:-NEE«lCKI8AlJ URCi OP rH08Ei‘P£«8UR8'AAB‘illAl| 

AEI 1)10 NO . KROR.IrtriOENrETV. OPi iHt or«ER T'AO;. ’flEi'A£Pr ‘!HE article. 
AW HAf It iN-A.8CftAP80l)<r0Pi V'I£lAlAH NAR-HENaiRS.: 

0 .? MIUHOAt, J Wf'WaU* AEEfllCK WAS STRUM Hr AN ARTICLE UN . 

JERRr.-UCRRlS OPi PALM 

■ fflE iAW> Ur THE. MEUCOPTEH 
stars ANi)l'8TRlPE#*80N£.r4PT£ER TEAR8-EAfiUE« 

^^®i^^tlT tA06flrAEENlCW8*E«; '^^ - 

ARO SINCE 'IflAT TIRE THEf hate.' RB rfPtKSONALLt 

sejerali TiMtt., 4 E|nicr;i scrapboor is'presentlit js-LOAN‘To:o£R«y ••• 

WENICKJAI PPI the. OPINION! THAT IHO OPPOATUMlilia Miirea POR t 


SI 5^?' SOT- OlO 'flUT’OlSCUUNr 

-fill SOHEUrtti haul.' "IP- THAT IS PACT-WflAPPEHEOr ‘ ■. 

CflEER 'dtOM AafluT’A'PUOT- OP. 

‘l2l^L•f^"rt:;,.ML1f^59■M•W^••|g^PPRERi)IT.*AEE^^ THAT. ARIA' 
SrrfS JSJtSSSlSl 15?! wo- ME- JOHPER •ROllLO.’HIvErillHEOUTE •' 

r!r Af3r5!rr*2;.S!'.?5fl^H55' Si* SECUNp-POSSlBlUlVqp.-OEPARTUHEt PROA' 

Ls ^ 

5H!!. tg.AAt-l USy. UNld. . -I >*» 

UOll 1 . I 
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5 /.pE.<.NI 8 ».'lARS...y.:. 


liliS 

' . ■ . . ■ I ■ 

• si' PILES OP* NISO CHAKLESfON CJHIAM NO UIHEH INPUHrtAripN PEkllNtN! 
TO jRl iN^ESTlfiATlOSl " ■ 

NIS ACHO.-NPLEAD- 

A;D50Ci.;APPRl?El REujiESliR,. , 





...i. . I . ' tffua-jJJ, .<al223Si 

JiyUj.™. — li8-l,9-JlilOS-.)CH9.7n<* PE.Jiw . 


! |piyi/Ai on 

S/0£f<.il5», (JECEASEuj . 

CUM/i£'<l 

1, »iCH (A) 4SttU£9ltU MAT- ». fHJHAT C. 'tU*wISrEt<»‘:£>»MPTAn^ 
ICI l <fWVl£liei) Al -113 llE5|0Ef<C£, • V 

ANAflEMPf. 9r OJCA ru .MrEAVlcW 
|)iaU03EU THAT HE’ 13 HOH UVlWS. AT • 

fELEPMJHEl HUHBEH , (09-0J«eiJ 

AlUCHAENr- 

(ll ^5-3C( AL6/0»-E5-ei/2Jn8()9l,„(CUPY, OiLV OIU) 
ilS ACHl)M/LEA9. 

w^01-iLI/OlLY,..COHPL-Y ilTH LEAOi SEI fOHIH Hi ATCH jlJ., ' 



U ^'aa»»iA»i'>flal ne 9i as r ot-e mpIL. ■ 1 y-iii-ii—- — ^ 

9/uEj ii3ir„^A9<i.y ^ ............ .. 

8iP l99lV HA^4*9E,' uE'l i tuSHAWO AafHOPIUtS rtbHC: 
IELEPHJHKAUU CONIACTEU AWO AJi/lSEO THAI CAPMiAHT A..I.UCA#, 
JJHC, — |H*»i3EtRR£U' fO HtHS bUPPUYi ACAS TUHAr «1* 

!♦ HAH 1991. , 

illACHAEiil , I'lAKl A'JDEEO JWLY) 

(1) (»$•;:. *U9/09«E5-9l/21Tlfl9BZ...(L»/PY Mrti^/llYii) 

LiurjllUuPUT'SECllpi 3F AICH (lii i.iIEHVIE'i CAPT LJCAb,. 
A.03aE;..APPHl3£' H£4'JE3lER ' 


§ 
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Jjl8Tia«fllll0iBllC(iS,-7X1(V :..-. Ll'C.. . _ jtjrriAt Tn ir |tiinv 


//HH-H00M/MC-H05ltQ/NA-«05UC/MI-NI \W}I/ 


iiy pMfe ' ■ nanaswOTi^ • -U.. 

!- - I--— ,J lOH*'nii ■ 

.fiZ0Em[S^J^IJ^A^^JLO)/||M3.USll.(DEC^VSKD^ . ... . .. 


INTEMIEV or CATT C. A. lUCUS 

1; CAW Cary AUn LUCW (Vice li>CA!5), . IlillS Supply, llArlni Corpi Air 

station, Yum, AZ uii intarvltwH .... 7 ik;i.,i.rr IMl In an tflort to obtain addltio 
?a»f***,V* * reported dnlnr In » lirliioptor croih In Vlttnau on 15 July 

JIa aald the Ineldint occurred diirinit an operation Idintlflad oi "IIASTIHCS" , 
vnon additional troopi wort belnR tnkoh Into an area June north of Qunna Trl , 
Province to talnforca treopa thora.that hnd been overrun. Ha atated that he vaa 
part Of allour (4) un emr on the heljcupier which was ahot down by hoatlle iroum 
> ?• ^J*?**”*^ the other ifiree meohern of the crew an Tlioiiai C. 
^LISTE* (pllat)i Reorge C. RICHEY (Cn-pllot)i and tho criwchlef (NH). In 

(W) co«bat-raady troops on tha lialieoptPr.'whoia naoti 
of nixtcon paraena. The pilot, 'co“plloti and 
to the beat of hla knoultdia, and a'ttetal'of * 

Cm lOM W opp.pted.tp.tlevan (ll) aajtatioualy.wpottad.* 

indlflduala Juno fro.”tlSllioraft; on flraf 

uhal^thrhliLlIei^ *"* I! the twelve troope they wert carrylnA 

the iSmaSI*!!? ! »« f^tthcr advlaod that an article eeverlni 

7 >566 adltlon of Newaweok Hagdilne 

a «oI‘lr III III ■ A*"<»c«nt*'l Frew, lie provided 

Helllltk^wIIl.?! ‘ ^*il^**^ *‘5» "(“Olon that poislbly FAAS or 

aailatlne^' ttW mniJ photugrapha or dala tluiTolght be of 

“In !hl ril ^""^‘f'' ’'nt''"«loua for a |.ctlod of time 

When tlie helicopter craalied. Hla atatement la Ateh (2). 

m FILES 

ATTACHHEMTS I 

(1) Copy of Ntnwetk Report/01-01-'lA...tC(»PY Al.l.) 

(2) Ultneaa atetoMnt, I.Ua'S/lO-02-BI...(0rl.-; ncar/roPY ALL) ’ 

HIS AWIOH/LEAB- • , 

A. OSDC... Apprise Ri<|*ieircr. 


-i)|rgjriii lilt owiy ."«* pot».»|.at.aiNi 

jwjjlp or ME nkw=wtnmmRrr 



. ■ ; , liorebv fih" It.o followlnq volti'iMrv 

^^'oMMnt'to •'"o i.M'i.jantlIial l>l prlf f •• • , 

^"57!! «! «••■> 1 1. till U».C ll. I»; IW inil 

knew that person hyneac. , , , •/ i.Mlromcr la ouoitlon aa i door 

nnti fled that we had N»n hit end lie ii-a*,1laiiilv ot.n tM to dewmt to J "2„I 

whon wo woie •t'oul 1500 - IPOO feot, t worl«ard coii/creatlon botvaon the 1'^’®* "'* 

,„,llnt Indlcitleq thit they wore iiMblo to ata. >, 

' ulUred toward the roar of the aircraft, h aow an individual run oEf tN art rsM oc 
tttio haUowptat and'hia elothlnq was aMktiwj, I anaiiw hn rnn out of tha ''® 

?aiisa of Uia intenio heat and vai klllad ii| 0 io lagiacf witti the 'fMond « . 

ermind lYOO feet In the air; Ai tha ^Uocoptar prrjreatid toward tha 
..a. al an alevatlon of aiwtut thiee-hAdrod feet |J0n;, -e wore •*»». »® 

- into a hard riqhl hank arwl 1 aaw A mooikI wn JnaYi fro* the oirerafy m ®" 
or tlwi tl*e. lihortly after tMt, wa hit tho ground and r elwaya tell tho «‘tcrnft 
,.r«i.a).lv f«ll on that wan . At far aa l know, hla ho-ly v«i never found. He hi t . 

I„e.„wl ilth the helicopter on ifo atarboer.l aide. « «« '="®«';®-; ® 
iii.rn 1 caa* to, I notlcad Hat tha pilot a„,| fopllot bad oailtd tha • J [®«»’ 

01 , t lattr that aoM of our forcea oo i nearhy liill rr»">cd fron tha aircraft. 1 then 

,<h-r‘rd to aae If tiara wira any otiar aurvivori In tl.,' aircraft. I foun,) that tia 

rrcwrhlef was Still allvo hut hla leg fro- itm kn-c .M„ wei pinood beti.-cco 

e.wl .jronnd and he had also been hit by a ronm). Hh,« I v.-a atto-ptlng to pnll 

1.0 waa hit by other lounda In tho bock an.l ,lled. Hor^ a,,«nltlon ®^'' 'll II! 

uaa oaplodlng. gjaryono cloo on tia )«llocrpt-r -no ttlU itrappa.l In 

ilalr hodlao wore b^ln^d beyond recognition. They >irr,> alttlng right wer *”« '“*^**"^* 

•ml tla roar third of tho aircraft waa like an inclnor.itor. I loft the aircraft •«» 

tho landing toM and levod Into the bush toward our trnopa. 

I nsM to an eutpect and thay look m to tho top of tha hill ond adnlnlitotod oworgoney 
Cleat aldl Aiotmd neon the neat day, 1 w.ii nsdlvacnd out. 


ATTRcatnrr (i) ^ 


lil40 


* •“ 1 |ilv<» :>J ».• til.lt l«tor li, II..' liBii If J 

t “!l“* "*"* ‘old m h« lud bnn wuh tlw tfospi' , 

on tho Mil Mirby thd itw ono of tho Nn Jwp from tho hnlleoptof. In thin •••n* ' 

opor.tloh^i/n MM jiiftt Biwln, trcopa ai..l -n MVr- o, ly ....rotuM nlnui ti- ,f 
0(1 tlw ilftrift., ,vt hiiil np knoMlo'lijn of uhn tliny i.-m ii. ilvl.hialiy. J n.ivr nn wn./or 
' I •.'•-(I thli lnd.1«nt b'lnirr",! or nbt. 

tho iMllaraptir •! tlM, I found put Intor ilini tli.irn wni t iHunwoni' ranarlnc 
^th*o«"hI!rfJl J"'”* ‘'**"*^^**'' M liorot rws an.Mm nrdclo eovorlii) tho incldnn- 
n r.ML n SI ; ‘ A.n;n.r. IW. n.uuio,. of th. inr.in.. In 

I •* •wnt l.nvn tlin unr.. imrit i‘AA3>AaiceUt«<l PtMi 

• ••9»5.<n. co.il.1 provide 


Siiliicrllwd and aworn to hn Cora m at i!i3;.A.|riaw. on 2 Oct IMl 


apccinl^AJjont,' Ills 

AunioaiTr i . ^ ^ 

.'ir.OinVIICT 5120. l\ot in Rnpl 1971 








1 1 li ImhI i-ilMt M. im! rito S|t 

I Wnirn -KhUlliripn’i T. 
aiTih Ititiii;*, riMi lliltulr, iiilii Air. 
Imi»» nirltfciN, iwnn dMm.lltr 
Ikmillh ll# iM, |trm liMfIr ti |.ji» 
Inn ilihUti «m| ISliwI.liiieli Kuil 
VnnuiNl mtf Ihm, lh)Mt||li iW il*|i|iiv 
iril (imiUi lUl h VlrlMnt'i «>«« prinl. 
lit vriiliM n( HM«I. ’Krrti k «|iirt.l ml 
If wr i«w>t in t rifMlnir tan FJrM- 
Iniiifi. Manir nl EI<WII<Wfn't Ami wa 

iirtn irplitrMmli, ami iln 
iM»i» ikavi •*« In rtWfi i*. 

kailirt.*n>al'iHtiicfiiiM,‘'utiRlrM. 

Itfliiivi hutNli (if tm iw 
mwtfburitiitfnliiMii.. * 

_ Nii*tkH"lth«iplilll.M«111r Ji4* 

- Aiitnnni. 19. ,|i . hi|f - 

vmiiarn. talk. ■Ui,: rwtki ik ml 
IIMtiiU and iW «t4 tl . ttUf ; mpr 
mtffni Ml timalilffi Mr , 

riirttwk. Hr illiii, nilrki 

lili li»r llllllilNlatreiiHM.-n 
■ till pain, Irii k ritrt and lifiiiii aknii 
»illi Ik tni id Ml (rllinr paiiiiwprM 
Hr iwirt Ik immI ai^ Mt «irkl<^ 
liirr. Iml |iHnll)r k niwi Ik Mlllil 

nklr mil nf t-ltld attintl tk (ini' 
|lf l•Ml||llmH<t tliaik h iwr i« tt 
iMi.* k up. -ant ialvn k ilnri. kll 
dnm nr awt.* Hi alliti li wkhilr 
Elrknmili't't ti+*. kaap «hk li» 
MiiaiiN fat* all Hi'iraiMi, mnin 
krk al liiffl' ‘llrr. Aknimitt. II Ik 
Ara.), laiMird jm •• .Muli nn pili..l, 
llioy d ft kwni yw a |M.| kink * Atif 
Iiriuit llalmn tiail In fa lam, llin, 
k nnlln ‘AMiIi. itlr k faty, Ktifr* 
k up-kn k ia}i H M, 

Inrilli.., 

II h amakr day, and amir |in ,„II,, , 


tKay li.rii Kh 1 1 Byiyrr'i . 

I'ld. rkkil II'* •^.||■N• II , : 
Iii'inrl in liii'kiiilm Wtlii . k t ; 
n;4lnikr-alliki»iili»i.... 
Iml * k uyt, "«f 111- airf< n ill ,•.< 
Ainu N.iilnlfU. uil'« lam • 
lln aaklkfi ikl pim il U 
TKa vdl kill nl a iiiH m-ai yk . .. 
•Irtiviilly III il. fik id h! i n I ;• i 
• larMiir inn I ’.Ann n S’! airl . , 
Im J K f'laiiianr, 'llniil. ii.« 
lln'tl Maakr llrykiml Hr n , 
^'lt>|.'■ ’Al MfM.'lif lap, l•n«|l.,■• 

Ik tamlliag paiaprl. *yniH nni. l i 

k a llmiuml niliri anayi II I* 
■ryrtaiid rail fir kill km ■ 
fMi )fi,- r-niwi fVi .., 1 . 

liriitly, 'nlw kirlkakr Imnit . 
lU Vf.'^iir II. •.VrB. ahni. k:i. 
« (uU fn am ami gH ’m. 

‘im, klii| ‘nn nut bi Ik nprn’ V.’i | 

’rin, laf-inill link, nn irriiH|.i i>.| 

Kn ktl ami fifirnn ayain. ai) „ 

nr III m a Mil Mr thill,,, an 

fH adl, and Ikn nr |,h..,. ..fl 
l.nfii'rn».it.l.ni,.,|l,i; n,, . 

4W1 XT. ainl il„ I,,.,, 

Ill nn Ik lull I . an - , 

k a,i,|i, irll. Inri, ( . 

wlmliri r„. I,, iM, „„ ,, , _ 

uy iikiki v, lUiM k U , 

Ilm I mil «| r.ii .|M,r n. ..- ,, 


\i.viifaM 9 , I, 

c fr)» W ik t..rn lilt'll S ||,|C,‘| 
•n niik Ik i.i;M>lnn 4 «a. in \‘i. 
f.n* nil'll id l!.nn lair l.m i|. 


hinhih Mitti-ii,.paii .iM. p,!,Hi a inr.|i.' 

. .1 -vainalnn M !i<.iiil.'i. ‘Inn | ,U'| 

-iliik..r>.i .kilir-r ndm-Jkik 
at II— r inlr mil, anil I Inviw llny’rt 

I pidi hly V,| Ia,i,i;,-| n.n'iyinf /ihail 

t 'ki. ilia hlr I l,av. -AV drwid ima 

KHi (uiiinn (in fliaik, m pialli* atial 

' • .Irni, flitilir In - Jwap II aa 

.' .ah'llf 11 W .,r I'-, irgirilalilt U'l 
'•iin.fmiml, l•|lll I1.,':i|,rh a dr«n.l 
■- ■illn m Dapkl Hr iraiU lili lllMr rv. 
ni day, a-iilrt l.anr In liii M'lfr dally 
Hrntiirrli, Angnai I, IfM 


i a nrarby lillli a ritinmn •mriwrlin ullirra akmiil Hri.' Iiillril,;llirrii liailly tnirnnl 

r ran, anal dura minrlMni alar iml hn Alliril lliain Mtlim "Fik ik UiiiKii|ir Fn* kwti. ik Sit Sflil 
rn aiiwiyrolkr anlkll ykn' , milllnir IMltton," k *nra nn, *llila wai »a»nt Tkn, Nwy Wmiilnnn iml Iba. 
r liini ik H: k lilra Ik liny . ii iimr lAi iiiaal wulair 'Ik (wiflr ii lailrta' |IMI^I fa Inw iinnaliinK ik fii' 

id rifaitlirt ani of Ml C-rallnn a,i inniirma uran Unl-i Ik mm . id tm\ pnailluni arllh kimln ami napalm, 

ml llnranat k diupptnvri of ik in.git, tiKiny kllakaii aiannury iiiililitinaiinriili|i|Mdai4lnf ikiia|i. 
ll Iran tarh mr iniA iHiintdi. lilt aiilnaamiri. Snunllnr'i Iky liJi' IM tky palil a pilrr, fhit MaiIm 
nl iinliailralikl iturili * , nirifa fur a nnhli allnl. .Sium'iliw'i nmiiMiiy mat liilly batlm'|. anil ftu 

Si'ifranl KhkOt-tyn, MaM iky iHi lihhlni lii ik Iqilli nl ik iwmlmmn IMnp.cairylii|| ktlfi(ihn 

aim iritnl dnilof Ik Knrran Imiili al lain Imril.* nrir ilaniafril nr dtalrnyeil Tktt mil' 

BHi|di hla dirtlra kpl Mm Slilr. '^A’rvri kfinr In.lhr l.mmy id wai |l<kt nn ik-paifh lamllnf rnnr Tan 
ml k frrta ihma II a poifninl liir,* layrUtrny mih lii.irl Itilrniil), wnt ik,' dimni, ant by a Cmniminlil 

r lirtwrrn that wai and iMi ‘hair liin|i iaiwni.anilii.;iJMl m tiiirh Itiirmliait biittrl Ikuriil ik cHiiiri 

Virinam. Tina' la a kill war.* ■nnlnhl, Ik kih ailillrn nnil In A’r.i Sminig inln ikjidli, raiiilin! Ii'i-lir 
aaai; ‘nnatinally haul Wr nan h llr liallny, Mfldi nmlnt airl ii.a iir'i I., Iku ilrrlk; ami traili<ii|; al- 

into Ik Viiltf>i ami liy ami |rl !iaiK|. n!r,l hy alt ; . |h'i.) lli' r.'«< •"'.■■i im r p nf onTiil ik hlaiTSr nnili 

’ Ik pmiilt ik tnr l/miiii mntll, •! llill war h ik lirlaiiar, |l ,a di- K'-nnl In I'lmlinr um: •>( ik 
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II |i ili^ Tiiil till «Vrr rifi | 

III InoIiUImiiIi,* M)I 


nil Drl'nv 


Soinr I'l (lur iri|rtnll hfvi lln r,jvi|. 

mifi III lliirr pin biMiiil ihnn ' 
mil TiMpi! m 0,S •I.Het It, •• 
imPm)! Hnii eiH, ItimliUlilr. h mi* 

iiiiiiiUri MO.I1flO IMA, kwl Ik iiAil will 
piuli«li||( »N 10 310,000 hy 111* mh) of 

Ihf )»«r. Olid pnkqil RO tiliWi |n 
fitly IW7. And It II. In oIahai fvfiy 
•ly. in f hit. Alnm| ill of iW nlRitii 
til fMwf pioltitiwiili, MAy of lltfll 
Writ ri-lnl iiidMirt. idiM ol ilili 
yiir't 11 On Aiiilfmy 

III finrard le U liflly iwlmd ind In 
Ilif drill by MAIA llmi Mil yMr. AIuhaI 
iwA ililiih id lb* AiMrinn iimm In 
Vifinim in imrIwi (Aim, M a|iImi 
i«i wrn lii|lilln And mpply mm. In 
Uiilc-Ai rinklm JnlmM mrird bn 
Offb-lbry knw tllM IMI id iIm m. 
nnylmimyAinitliAnlm. 

(Im Id Ihr rliM iriiAM (m Ihr (tm- 
nidi tm iiIIb Ii, a( itmnr. ikr ’mnb. 
mi* plUi IHr HillIlM wbn ir|tibtly 
pknb wiwmlnl Amrilfim M id llir 
•m iiwri tiiil Milk ilwm nil III iiinlUi) 
lifiliiiml. lint tlw ilMMIm ah bii. ^ 
inmiiw In WwM Wil I, • pn imi id 
llw wiMimlnl win mMARfil h, iruh 
mrillrtl ml ilinli in WmU Wti ||, il|, 

III! WII lIllW* lb dJ Ml ini; b, llw 

Kimnn tt'ni H wit 14 |ln mi. tml |i, 
VlHnim « li lull tiw | pm ,mi( -|„ 
tldi WM* uyi Cm. tvaum C. Whi- 
mwflinil. Ihi inp U.S. inlklAiy nun bi 
ViMBAi*, *1 nwn'i Urii mrituint in 
mhuin iitlwt iluA la mOm twisuw id 
•liftwIliAinrf.* 

’ I •*' '^•n 

•l•|(lro dRlnlin In VMimi any 



lillliitt A Ifiirr 


Iwl II pfwi.1 Ibf. I,n..tnl in.rfHTf 
iKiOM pri .ml ilw 
Mu lilinr l!a„ ,,.|i^ w.„). !fc, 
fir, Jtti htfK pdtliii.iji, Hilly 

1 Ml id Un! mil iiimnln, , 1^1 j.,n -,4 
Irjilfii, (« 11- n«nl ,.4il ,u.df..l.m,| 
mldiril. ^iiwllinfi, «nin-/if bai |ii 

A fllljirf limt uhkb MU t|...;ll All. I,. 
N fcrjl M|«i. ,.•,,»n„l, 1^.^,^, 
ruy. Thf .rin-mlt Uif I., „„ln t|wy 


ifiwd U Ihr Omilnirin Krriihllt ilu' 
l"l Ihn VS. Iniffyfnlba liuri irill 
iIhI talk ^A lliM pulj duly M nut « 
; |by Jn«ll,.,Wt. Alcrnriii 
tfij-fd In Ik# IW (Irp.. M Ilu Ann 
Mill «. ind l'lrM<n<(tr. wlw hi 


in# limit muiiiui A lAiffr ,( a h,«»* 

fliMwilirt II A imaII nun wiih i 

baiil, lilffl lu.lt Hr hii ,|.a,m, i'l,.ir. 

ji-fp*.! ilmly hill Mil bUlni f,Ti! 
Hit Im# h ,mMi riirpi (,« , 
id firm wUir him. itaii Imn t wmiiul 
> IfiWffd wbrn A «1.„mr hiiul uif. 
aillrint him In hWi. 

RhirHnitri nnl i.hI ,d t!w id,| 

|»m Ml Vwln*n Alt pmWrtl-nl ti,. 

■■' Ilul nAlirirwhn 



iwUhimibiMilil. ' 

*lliy, CAmbi,* lilt wirint Hyi 
i»(l M iwnliff uir iitry.'’ (Kldirl 
lifilW nutn i pnini id.Uini |Uilini 
bily liKtiilfil 11 lilt IkI ibi 'MUM 
Cl'l tiiiird llw lultnl nmhil liilmiry 

iHAiiVnillRe (i» llull Ihtn. Iltp. ihHy.; 

•Tin iriifinl nmii uhm b imilli 
•kii.indcfinllniHi. 

‘(uMit nn, CiHnliil, Irll ill • ttiuy.' 

/Will Ihf tiwit. nMHf Ruyi ilnwn 

llmt In Ihr Dim Iltp , Inrinl! In Imlrli.* 

“\Vt birni in I llitjlri,* ii)i ynnnR 
Autmaui. 

71ill||l1ltlil(laH|h.. . 

T mtin,’ lir nrUl .fdilly, MIW A 

HlV Htffndifly, -AH ni.l,t«iir iliriti,.' 

loll, layi .‘wiRpaid KhlirHriitf, *(iv. 
I"|| limt |.iin limn, iIa.„ ,ht CHI. All 
Hirr dM wni ibwiiRfMlr ibCHi; 

- lAtm ll* iM Id rildduR 

In, wii^irt; (M An. 

Him. kt kiuMi Ir In, wilp A Milt 
nmt jiun tfc nmilln Inw in Vlmiua,. 
»'«l llua hr lAn cn bmir In llmima. 
U -juilup, 1,. lib ihf wbrnlMB 
hr Ml w^ W jmiwd lU Army icainW 
III! (tlhtf I Mlrkr 1 ilwuyla I w,! lb 

l.•p*ral,Ml,|r,l,,.ym,,|;blM*..JlI 

HnnllbAhUnr* ^ 

Aiimmii-i fitJ,,w ,|,M| h I, tart with 
'hI« •'P«Mr..“Thli 

i» wint Iffli ,Mi, b i,,t ; 31 ww . 
.iMiMril kilb, .^..immcl m. Wiy. 4 
•nr Inn ihmnnl Wrrti il!, i|Aw 
l•.Mn|,ln, Itmr ili,„„„t |„n, " jl, ‘ 

II I luu hnni. mm I H|«h.| wai mil id 
l-nr" Ilf Irjn, hi, |a„„i„ 

iftlail • lirt. M.l.i,llr, hi, Uh md 

•ni l«i liiiyiir limnni |i|| m ib . 

#i«.«l ’U* Alibi.* bur,.,,*,, 


















1348 


I §' 


Mhlirit. IrlevM ni,,, 

il.«l lit lnlniilrd.to liiii,., ii,rn kuh. 

II *'“1 'uHVVil' I® "" 

rhi 'iiVw •I" 

Oil MliA •tl*W> »,,h 

f;*, lliii. iiitli «, „„ 
iiu 1. iht M bt ftniml. 

Nl IMII lo, , 

Mt<7 U.I, i,„|„ 

Ji-ntiM TW.^I, *,1,,^, -pi, 
AKibi)wbiM lUiih, piJk. of Ik 
Ctut^nl (of Nutb VMiliml 
I'ftid In ik tMlfiitt tlpliiifil Jo 
It. biNHWllliUopoIhy^ V 

•Muwij, |«,|,. ||g,4B„„,r^ k*. 

««. lo iM Ml Nit till Ik lonilliilit, 

^ .*''?** r*““ 

Wlb Ailmln. 

I«« ^ ^^1 piriliftr.l ||,„ ||„„4 

•will IWlJllW) ptlKtfO (tMlllMBf lind 

«r wiilii.im lUw, pnkpi trtn l«i. 
Iw Ik iiriwitit lo droik-tml lU 
nwintMlt ik irnlfDcti bi: • owti lo 
K '‘7iJ" liMIt iknid 

•' Wnttitt. , 

llm Ik US. would titw tun nuitly i 
«l ilrpli»i ilt oiiil ir|nii«ivo‘ I’lriltd ' i 
Air. jnknim Ifmitftrd pirtnitfly vfttir I 


.♦IInIJhii: iiiiififi‘11 .•.iiili VlriinMif,, 

liilmpti piikiM 

pill Ilf til rirniHI t |iMi..,Ti fi.t t,„ 

-I Ik iiiiwni; 

limiit llfd Cfoii f:4iftiir|(*Mf ut iliitiMi 
iltfliiDtiin ,4 itff l.Vii-.i 
liimjliivniimi ik hrtiiMnii vf 

• KHMiKylo* Ik (Im M 
tiitn kll jHiOHwi t.,.i(i "ikiolwll* I., 
.opliiifil oi^Mrfiiar iLjwdcf i* 

Out |iiiililtiiniiii,|,!;;ji;,.j-||„ ,ji,„ 

11.111, HmiUV it dtilii, «iih,ot„»,t. 
Mm rf iTiiruult |,,k,.,i i.o, 

, llitit air IS U..S, liiiiwn liiitj .• nij'^W 


llitit air « U S, ilKiHo liiitj a, prtvw 
til In NuKh Vitl»a,ii Un i|„| 

lllllln „f .pr,„|,l|,|„ 

11111 . 111111 , irfioni hi iliviiilt i trtitt 
lA |i.li.».t|.. AinI iUhIi II I, 
ll.ll Ik alimto lilt ill ,V.!4hvt oa„f,o, 
III • loNai Ml llaiMH. oMht 
irpml Ikt Ik Aiimiiwiii kit latn 
IiMitil li. mtiili lliMiil. viMaKW wiih 
'•i|W li^ aiiMinil Iki, imtW, 
plMHW ,4 Ik npilirti liin<i||,| ,R,| |,t 
Iinrir. iMiiin plaHoiiapkil liaiill, „,«■ 
|tu Ikt Mr liciiiiitM in Ik 

b «P kanflWog U. fkntta (kivro. 
IkitiiiMiafd,. 




<1. |i•lll•anll 'lllll i>„n, ‘ 

1.1 kn «,...|i.lt |i,, ,|,, ,k,j„,| 

I. 

'r . Ik ItniliiM cf. ik |iiii|Mitit*w .' 

'« tiilht'S liiiiiil;,iili allt|(il^ p 

:v ftw pii.iii-iki ikr. k.^ uii 

>• OiHimiiiiiii ')ii.l.iiii|iii,|(0B*| an 

" Jiibllt I..I.H 1 al |..liiiilil.|ioii.fOt 
'• f"r Iniltnrt, wrnlt Idi wifa a I 
• iiilifj iliaiilk t|!iliiil Ik U.S. 

Ik Mi. onl, 10 tod Ik Itlitr 
V ftw ilMifi pt«|„p|i| in width ,1 
- rwinllt k .kiatlffiiilc oil. 

>. tflimon. S, 

I - Film Ik kiiiinlni, \V,iUM 
riali »nt itiitbi Ikl If flaiMii 

|a llniiii|li will) III plant m p„| , 
PilMicri m lilal, Ik rkiift wi 
iJHieli ik.Mint liod of rprriii 
ilii«.d k lilt OiliMf Cominiiiii 
Mf Ik Kmran War. Ilul tin 
P«p|i ,o.ilililt Ik OMnni.ii.iii 
.‘IraiW k t.ptiiril lo bikia i.' 
•*;«'‘f*"Pll'iU»rit aillnpofit. 
,wlll, ll wai rf|iiill, titi, llm n„ 
vtijf hlllt la iiin-aiid miimIi in I 
lueli a flityt. _ . 

At Ik ftid of ik whIi, Ifini 
ciltd Iki Ik row iiiut wji'oi 
imoiW k trmiiiil (or iim|t limt l{ 
ll aiinoiifictd tli* app^nlmtnl ■ 
tltirtn.iiian jianti to Intnilijal. . 
•Mr nlmti, and k it be lint* 
titf iiiili of npiiirrtl U5. pihai 
»»lHl jitt ymtli e 
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: ■ , 3 ^., .. ,.^L H^9.BI.I35.X«1./X .A ■ ' adc ' ^ 

: «•. 1.01)‘21*‘I6 1 . I RljJUAt.OH — 

J/OENNia. 513^ ()ECEA3ED) — |- 

?“■°2^i5^iS^El'DRRE3POWENCEV• Nl 8 «A ST LOUIS , . 

IS.rS,:Ss«isS^^^^ 

iiiiEo HWE .m«r«« nr nag. 

•.uiEi VI . 

» 0 UO. IN aiCHEY*! MEOJCAUKCOWIa. 

> ipn FILM OISCLOSEO THAT' UJHtt'S PERSON iELi TECORO HIO SEEN 

. 5;i.i"E/!o"t2ol5l!“r«i ".li.i^o;.;.. co»E « «r « 

JUNE 1981, AN9 IS NW AdAIlMtEI FOR LOCAL REVIEH. 

il’ Iitts gr. im «« o«'.e«»i-:Q»i«ni »» I'l'’";;"" 

rilS X.dVESTlSAMON tJTMER THAN fHAT SET FORTH HEREIN. _ 

AI5 ACiaO.N/LEAO 

A.05UC.. . .A»FRlSEi REOUESTER,. 
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-illL _ J rji;, j.i!.FCl 

M»wgiiOi» —.™ - 


wursviJi, w 


!<’.'»«( dkeasrdi 


iffn3.rriMTirT— • — 

I I riQUA, oil 


irmwira OR piwT ' 

mi ^ tneldwt, meiKintlrv foR thi^nsualtlM 

mt don* hjr ptnona othir Uwn himeeif, n. mi^ k* diS 

£iT:«ir . 

■ft.*!!. *** nubtwjucnt fJr«. MCAIMSTEH did not 

H. «D 

ffimS ™"?«X ti.V.T" “ 

•« w.sn: , 

owrosmofi Of wiDncE 

fock*?22'IlIir!.‘^*'* Htr-RA laiiUvin* ovidcnct 

locktr until *r,u*.t for rolcaor fr«, n,.,.roprinr* null«,rliy. 

NIS FILES " I 

). Fil*i of WISO N** York nr* ,in*ni.l»n .weon.Ine llH.- lareiti6.lion. 


ATTAnimiT 

(1) 3l.tem„t or IICAlLTnTm/tO-10^1...(nrli OWCo,., nil) 

NIS actioh/leao 

A.OJDC.., Apprit* Rtqueatnr 
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?*■’" 7 — ‘ — 1 [ l'M.RftW*imf.».u/«piyj»flinij t MMt mtitift itwt 

,.,wz«>"wiofi« NAVT - w m r w f uiiftwa - t^Av imi viHigAiiui — 


. ... m»k. «h* lollowifig 

l. ‘ftiwii« r>.rUtop>»»r.UMttlSM>r ■ . 

Im wd volutittfv it.l*m*nl lo .....m nmmI invHilwiiv* 

whom I know 10 bt . SpKtol Agwt pf S 

S.rvle.. I m.k. ihli lUttmwt of my own "ll^L^LriV 

mid* to m. or ptomlm ..iiihW. I fully undfnwnd lh.t tWi nitwnnt 

given eoncrnloQ my knowtedgi ol ovenli mirrnundlnc Ih* d*»th of 
IVirk V. OaniW, r.3 0SII, on lS M ^ 

1 w. Uii pilot on ■ OSIi: CB-kfi lioUcopUr thnl w.i ihot doun^ hoilll* 
rore*. on 8 M 66 no.r Qo«| Trl. 2^ 

omt fvnlfi ce-pllot KCKST, erou eJilcf (idio «i JdU.d tint 

day) vid ildo goiMr UCI.1. 

A croup of n.rln.0 hid omid for wlnforowwnt. Thiy ww tumtaW by 

, dRl!lonofHorUiVl.tn«iio Wl.rkvTh. mrln*. v.jr 1« • 

th* •n.ny wt. on t».* rld|.l fuJroundlnf it. Th«y 

. nil* .wy. thir* wr. .1 lint four .Irorlft in w 

woond on. In.. W. plokwl up • «"»«P £ ““T® 

wr* 12 »Uof*th.r, T euinol b. wri of thli nunbor. I w*i only emctnitfl 

Th tho SlSrSIi th. ■ 

Indlvlduiliy. It vat nteoiMry to Icav. Uw ««r rwip 

In niiht, beeault It look too lone to lotnr on the oreuM, InomilnB . . 

our yulr-nblllly. 

A. V* lUrtid oor d.Mont> th. Iwdlnp. *ono (W) 

1000 to I50n f*tt of .Ititod. uh*n wf vor*. hit. probtMjrty .50 . , 

mcldno-iw llTO. Thu. mi tlnoit ilmdU^i with J** tStV 

onlir to iHw. th. or... In Juit » f*w loeondi, our itubulni 
-hit ud rupturid, probibly by tr.o.r bulliti. Burnlni ^.l «• ‘t.^ 

niektd Into thi poiioncor coo»ortpwt , prpb.bly tlirwch 
r.ar r»p. Ih. fir. ud mok. ouw .11 th. w.y forutrd to th. coekpU, 
injurlnc IV .yii tnd twporirlly i!v>rl*ln6 p. of W ilDhl. I .till hod emtrol 
of the .l«r«ft, .nd limdi.toly dwWnd to land .nd tO' to owewt#. Iho 
d.nmt took about JO to 60 laeondi. Th. lunner WCAS rtood In th« cfWlni, 
pf Mij ewhpll wl blfi'iltt*! ’nut .f Mi' flA’'i ‘H'l. !• " '•*-'■• Tb. • In tli. 
conrnrtmnt vor. trtpMd uxl could not aieapo. 

Mo Itm d«l Iwrd on a RinU. hlUild. «id th. .lrep.fl cipaliod eii Iti rjcht 
•Idt, In .0 dolnt, it klUwI KUW, vho tod JunnoJ out. 1 «*j:7>"t.rtly 
plnn«l In th. cockpit but iwnaRw! to frit wiolf «id oril. RlCffil «ltH by 
th. eo-oUot'i nwrxoney totch. foUowd by im. IDCAS *7"t 
eonoirtnml to M. If uuroni ttory could b* holmd. R. told m I't*'*** "o 
one all*., m h* Rot out. W. valkdd a riiorl dl»t ne. up th. UU wd within 
1 to J Rlnotii th. Urenft txplodwl uid burned for imnl hour.. I nw 
no on. *lM odt tb* alreraft. In dl likelihood. ih.y wore droidy dead wbn 
th* eraft hit tha crtnnd. 

U. landid tdUJn tlw Mrlnes* perlMtor. 1 did not ••* anv onamr foreta durlnp, 

-mmieiTO) ClLrrJ^'dS^Lc 

, ' pTTTi 


.5ss*s:ltrs-^-.“2. 

“ L"u'S,d“ K iJrt SiTP "• ■" f**‘ !*'•'•«• ' "« "»‘ 

I «. 1«.M. ». fl«h.r I„,™,u„ „rtl»«l t. tB, to,rtl„u»,. 

iritis'" 4 r'““~ 

InoVXtdw M(! billlf.' “ ^ of W 

\ . a /1 /) 


/o/ocr/i‘»«r 

2tte!!S “n?" *' '»''»■■'» 19C1. 


WIH, .lacmv IK!T 5520.14 of 10 73 
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l8'19-Ciri05-0C^J;^XIIf' . j 


//HH-fl0023/f|f,-»l05Hq, / 


*nVl9'-.81/NHPC . . 

H I ZB2-<12»190 4 I I 09- 21-46 | ! I’lOLlA, 01^ ^ __._ 

I • ■■•• 

llEFERtNCE, ,,, 

(fl) RISRA ORLANDO. fL H01/0a-2;-81/.:J91.1J6/ 

iv^^lnvfltlgitlon inUUteJ rei^rdlng SU0.IECr who ,ts offlclfllly 
listed as hiving been killed In jction (KIA) on 15 Jul 1960 In 
the Republic of Vietnam (RVN) when d II. S. Marine Corps helicopter 
crashed. In light of numerous factors, see Infra, SUBJECT'S , 
family had nide Miens ive efforts to h«ve SUOJECT's status, 
changed to mining In action (MIA) vice KIA. 1971 exhumation 
of SUBJECT'S remains surfaced addltlonallnformatlon.^hlch, 
prompted SUBJECT'S next of kin (HOK) to question the pos tivic 
means of identification utiliitd at the time of SUBJECT s death, 
however, a second exhumation conclusively identified the remains 
as SUBJECT. An 'Individual reportedly at the RVN crash site has 
corresponded with SUDJECTIs HOK and allegedly reported Infor- 
mation contrary to official U.S. Havy/U.S. Marine Corps accident 
reports re SUBJECT. The Individual was interviewed by thle . 

HIS but did not provide any specific substantive Information 
concerning any mlsldeiitlflcation of SUBJECT/possIbll ity Of his 
survival. Investigation pending Interviews of the three heli- 
copter survivors |Mlot/Co*Pi1ot/Guttncr) and, other additional 
Interviews as considered appropriate. ^ 

OACKCROUN? ~ 

2. COR Mable L. WALLIS, U5H, Haval Hilltary Personnel Command 
(NHPC), Retired Personnel Support Section (Code 64 IE) contacted 
the HIS regarding SUBJECT/lnstant Investigation. CDR UAtllS 
provided Reporting Agent with a compendium of reports regarding 
SUBJECT whole family has made extensive efforts to have his i 
Status changed to MIA vice KIA. A review of the voluminous files 
regarding SUBJECT determined that SUBJECT w.is a passenger .aboard 
a 'JSMC CH-46A helicopter (Bureau 1152500) assiv"«'l to HHII-265 
the crew of the .helicopter was CAPT MCALISTER (Pilot), 1ST LT 
George RICHET (Co-Pllot) and SGT Gary A. I,IIC(V; (Gunner). On 
15 July 1966 at 1815H, approximately 12 miles from Dong HA, * 

Quang Tri Province. RVN (21B® Radial), the USHC CI1-46A heli- 
copter was shot down by hostile forces ground fire. The hell- 
cupter exploded while attempting to land and subsequently burned. 

In the aftermath of the crish/flre, It was detarnined that' 
nine (9) USKC pirionnc) and tNOj^Z) USH (Including SUBJECpf 
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1 I . I wnvmitv l iiiaafive i anvic i. — — .J 

is NAVY NAVAL INTELLIOENCE.NAVALINVESTIQA^^E^ 





Pjiieinbers perfihid, Sim,icrT suf fwrpfi\-ctPiKivn . 1 1 . '' ' 

I burns caused by ih» nriii r ? i oeorec 



tlie u”s^^AJB^HoruSrv"^^S«^SCril'^!u^^ 

the re«jn$ wpre ’^‘3°''* 

UnJted states on 30 dal 1966 sin rr? to the 

'll Hlaniihurg, ,0H. Sue to the jes burled 09 Aug 1966 

Identification of SUOJECT br NoJ ‘rJ 

coffin burial wa^ sirnngly reconi«Md*^°h *1^*'***^ * dJ®*cd 

personnel; SUOJECT's flOk Jodoffl Jj', 3«Pd'‘tB'C'*t of Defense 
I print Identification Finger- 

enent of the burn" to the 

SUOJECT uat «aJe by a pJoces, S! liu ‘ilentlf ication of 

of cadavers found el the ?5Ijh ’"‘'‘dtlon nhen the nunbir 
£f the missing from he "*’‘1: “"Pored to the names 

*•1 *’’• only ii# Of the e'telil [?n Hst); 

^ho t»is not poiltiviiy IdentifUii deceased personnel 

weans (e.g, fingerprlnt/d#nt«i vti Vietnam through conclusive 

Idlollflcillgn if SUlJEef*!!*!],!*-;* * 1 ( 1101/511 tho*' 

- 0/ SI/lJECfs K0« IjJj."’' •««««« «l no, or qol.tlEirtO 

biinJ^M "n^y Regard no h# ni ** SUBJECT and 

being alive in m pou >,-«* "e J9 tne possibll ity cf SUBJECT *nii 

jjval Intel 

fj® ®9'’*P^ oopderlng in the "uFEV^fwS ‘'’“ the 

LT (now COR) Paul E. GALANTI new wagailnns were of • 

In ' r"'’ “••0 ‘Jot “"'-'"’I • Nival 

jwoFfrem BSE ,. 
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•£:i;.i!in ipccm 


in .y,T ^ i •• 

• r.'7irir'-‘ “ ■■"" ' ' ' 

.s/mNis.. • •• , " ■■ ••• 

j »ha iffifsrvshtno u® f I od P® •'*1 ^ if icfltlon of tfic 

; 0 ! "o ■u?!''-«E“55tpv;(..<»^ ««'■ 

Ihen beoan to nuasHon the actual process of iduntifying ^ 
subject’s remains and made extensive congrdsslcnal contacts. 

c Information subsequently surfared wherein it was allegod 
hv SUBJECT'S KOK that the passenner manifest listing of personnel 

5',, SS.5 lb ."d IM lidHcoltdr, SllBJEC,! «a; 1 '“1 , 

IndIviJuaL totild h«« HM" nyt"9 • NaUcoptar an^ not 

istarasVSlilMg**'- ’ It li noted that upon final review of 
ih* crash circumstahees/operationi nb Information to support 
any discrepBhcr«s regarding the specific het icoptef SUBJEC^was 
iravelling^and the passenoers aboard had over been surfaced. 

In addition, doubt was raised by SUBJECT’S MOK when It was 
learned tbit varying reports of the actiral number of persons ,, 
perishing in' the crath Initially «pi«d-between 11 and 13 before 
the final death .toll of alivan mas astabllshed.. ^ 

'6 Accordingly, pursuant to persislnrtl Jowan-ts o: SUBJECT'S 
HOt SUBJECT'S remains were exhumed in .'My I9;i ;:iri). Or. 

Roland PAPUCCI, Director of PAPUCCl (.dboratories, f.lnclnnali. 

Oil tentatively Identified the remains as apiM.-ently that o' an 
individual approximately 67" tall, the race .of. the remains could 
not positively be determined. ' 

ABEHT'l NOTE; SUBJECT was a Caucasian approximately.' 

69* tall. 

Further, some question was raised rc<jjiilng the presence of 
particles (tetraethyl lead) In traces of gasoline that repoKedly 
caused SUBJECT'S death by extensive burning; the discovery of 
the particles were considered by H(lK to be perhaps Indicative of 
the remains having been killed in other tli.sn a helicopter crash 
(e.g. In ground combat] . 


1 







V» r io<uilieM.?;7J.-!~;;u..i<^.iiM, * •..! .f, r*..,, i ^ — — r — 

• I ! I I 

jyiUNlS/MP.IS.ltlgj./MH? , ^ , 

Sn ZlTuMSnTlUl "■’’'''..iiied with cxamlnitlon condactcd 

SScoJrioriiiSrHiJrJr 

Ai/fo n . iuf c.« L'o,™J4 ‘”1 

sin, of illtJEci^“..!7!! J,' !' f*' '•Pfoeel; 

'Oiyton. 0^ ‘t the H.intgomery Coun.ty Morgue, ' 

H -xcneci NiHHECr.. Civil I, ni. currently residing 

isee QUANG TRI. Rvn crlsTluJ'^ S'/rmr*/ *’'* if 

Nlii;*b«! EIpfjfed’brMMrfJJcl;!' f®'*-’'''”] ''-r Jf^SUBlzc*? 

helicopter criih capture .n the time of the 

|«r£?VIEll Of WINMECK 

J.L — EiLiALceoorts that umurrv It 


department of the navy INVESTIOATiyi SERVICE 
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ritvr- - . . 

^ I 

n,’.do».rt.rs Co.po»,„ B.iu.i <«. 

Hirino owiiionj ««' iiiiervi«»« ’'I""';''','; ' , .”1!.;;:'; , ,, 
crash. HlllNECK advisud observing llin ''‘J V,' I' ' ' f.Jil 
hostiie forces ground fire; before i.iie hnli explodod, 

MlHMECf. related he was able to soe at ^ 

burtied, exiting the front end ai !''' ’’"1*^"'^ th. iir 

In tho ronoval of the rfBfflns of bocllos from the air 
cr^t*but Mas unable to cdnclusirely Identify any ®f,‘*** 
due to the extent of the burns. HIHNECK opined, although not 
witnessing same, that when the hcl leopter was hit and '*•* , . 

descending. lONione (perhaps the Corpimap who eould.ofirMlly be 
sittlfig 1A tJl*t door position) could_have._ juiipf.i T^oa •/ • 

ippSoSlMtely 30 to 40 foot, eltltudejnto the Jff 
below and perheps survived. 

survival was considered perhaps Hkely. ^ 

an Individual had exited one of »>e he leopter doors^he could 
possibly have wandered In a stat* of disorientation or confusion 
Into the hands, of hostile forces who were perhaps as close 4$ 
approximately 25 feet away and at times In hand to hand combat 
with USHC personnel. 

12. In sufliBiatlon, MINHECK was unable to provide any conclusive 
personal observations concerning the possibility of SU0JECT_ 

-having survived the helicopter erssh/fire nr the pTTss bllltf 
of capture by hostile forces or my other .iddltlonnl Information 
considered gennan# to thfs Investigation. 

IIEADQUAIITERS, U.S. MARINE CORPS IIKIUIIUIS 

J3. inquiries concerning the PIlPl, Co-Pil.M, md Gunner o| the 
downed helicopter determined that they were the only three • 
survivors of the helicopter crash. The men were iucntifled as 
(Pilot) CAPT Thomas C. MCALISTER. 'ICHC. MStii i»U5]<»4. 1ST. IT 
(Co-Pilot) George C. RICHEY, HSHC, MSH: OunOSS and (Gunner) 

USHC SAT Gary A. I.UCUS. RevltH of liSHC lloorfqnarters determined 
CAPT MCALISTER 1$ cunenlly a cIvIMen and reporiodly residing 
at . CAPT LUCU3 is re- ' 

portedly currently isslgned to Headquarters and Haintenince 
Squedron (H»MS) 42. OeUchment *ll'', HAG-dZ At*’ HAW. Naval Air 
Station, Mlilington, Tli. 

14. HOHC records could not xurficn anv addi tloni l Inforin atlon 
iiiWfuiwi 1 — ■ — ' waiTnino ] ; 
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P:?.ai>ijiiii5!l:7x:ifl j?ENivl lir. s.’ECIa i lifini' iRY _ 


• K 'lfijr -X—- ••• : ..-I.. . . I 
..VJMLli. «ftPLyXI.W/.'!H3 ySH (DECI ASEO) 


.iSjbm"^ *ec..rlty account 



ACHt'l «0Tt: VI; l;j«ri|JI ilAllJ»S[«, cii-TOMMMc., ' 

NAVIHVS£RVRAH(»piph1$, Ifj, advilfd that 

that CAPT LOCUS, supra,* ' wat 

to HAHS ( Supply j/HCAs f^^^ 

STATUS or INVESTIGATION ' 

COJIHARD APPRISAL 

Jtatur^rthf, of the 
the coufTe of the Inquiry. **" '' throujTiout - 

ATTACIIHEHT ' ■ ' 

(1) HOAFLC Letter with EncIosore/On-uS^.f 1 ..(Copy alij 


LS0jJ_ 8_LAST I 

department OF TMI HAW 







♦) 


« 


1) 


f 
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orrAiirMr.Mt or mr lOit • 'inrr 


Ilhijort m - IIH-) llnrl; "V" liomil:i 


limtRII h rtiirf.rryAH'’ !)% 
yrd nnrl ''E'' Streetn, P 
Washington DC RUJVI 

1. Repurl 1511, attacha-), (ov.th Mvi i •p‘-'';co;;rl(.! of ll'o rofAlno ol‘ 
III1.3 Hark "V" Dciinle. 

P.. The coneluslono ilemoniitrote that ilio r<ns!(ii ••xtuiin'!:) Jul 71 
at the HontgOBirjr County Morgue ore Ihmo of !|I1-! Kark "V” Unnnii. 

FOR THE COWUNDER 

Chief, Hworinl Affolra Dlvlelon Itoport <'511, w/U oteln 

Dr of rernonnerSupiiort norvicos 



f 
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" n^porl H')l\ - !loiii)ri. or;i!')|‘r;noj.r!r.i‘ .n l‘. mr.’.. • •■•.• 

Uvton. oit, ,i«i.r VI ■ 


1.. At tlin r*iqil»*3t>r l.litt ..r II.t;y -lio iM .•/I'.Mr. l/lv, APi/',. , 
rcprnentnnil o rraaliin lnirlt!'l n'l "l'-' I' r- . i 1.-11111 Orovii 'JTr.rfy, 

, HJjiislaliiiri!, Ohiui 7 Ani; AV,. .'lUf d vi-.-i ■ r l w,''t .‘i ; i. , r-.-r n a liOlicv-iiLiir. 

Mlileli eroalitd Ij Jiil 6a In Ki? vicinity nl' (limad i'j L )i..vir:ca, nVH. (Mj^ 

0 210j057. Jul 66, CC TllUlii IIAR HIV > nr? Tab t.). . of .‘lav; doeuncntA 
show 12 btlisrs killed in nams aneldunt airi Ihrop (j) j,*i'30ii3 survivo«l. 

2; Tapers proAshted 0(1 tho dflsra.'ic'! !iiv: 

DD Form 1300/ Rsport of Ca«uaJt.y (.tntfl l 2J .(•i! m'O Tab 1 

Ccrlificats of Dcalli (drited 25 Jul lA) Tab 2 

Health OusstlonslM (-lalcd ?J N<k 7»,) Tab 3 

Msft, cp TIIDID HAR PIV 0 2103057. (dal H 21 Jul ,//.) Tab V 

;!>r 6U3, Dontpl Health Hocord (nogWmins dnL« 10 Jim 6lt) Tab 5 

SK OS, Report of llrdlc.al Exaninatibi; (.lotod A f'ub 6/t) Tab 6 

SF 09, Report of Kediral History k Fob 6/i) Tab 7 

OF 601, Imwnlssllon Roconl (datoit Ti m 12 Jvn 61, to 31 H«r 66} T.*.b U 


3 • Persons contacted were; 

llr. Frank Ai Eskrldgo, l)o^iHl«nt.Arralr.i T-* JiMHr ;, :..:rrt?ry, US|I, H.a3h DC' 

Dr. T, A. Datson, I'atlinlny.iat, Hontguirry Coun*;.' Ctirv.-wr'n OFfloa, Dayton Oil 
Hr. Crne V. Roberto, Assistant Chief Dajmiy Cor.n»>r, Itontcoeiery County 
Dr. J. Lwenee Annol, Anthropolocx Dlv, :j«ltlirr/iilni, l;.stUiit.lon, Hash DC 
Col ,lohn J. Tnrsltaiio, DC, U3AF Heil Cm, Dr Dept «>f l.rr,t.al ."orvices, HPAKD 
U Col C. 1. Koehler, DC, Chalitinn, I5i.pt «T Oi-ni .;iiir."ry, IS.!? Hed Crn,WAFn 
Hr. Jerry L. Dennis, decoaied'o broth"r, 631 l>:.lw-l ir, W-nt Csrolton (.11, A5/iA9 


a. That the ^rpnaliis u«re to bn oxli'm:! ri'i..n the liiu Crovti Cefeotery ai!.! 
would he broiiQht to 'tiin Kor.tEintnry Couni./ liiroccr'-' offico at sssroximatolv 
1000 hrs, 21 Jul 71. 

, b. That the rmains luul been exhimnl aivl r>>-i;;'.oiT0l npproxlaately two 
■onth prevloue to the 21 Jul 71 rtlolnlera?nt; arrJ. 

e. That a Miiial nkull unr. ri’talii'.*,l .nt thf " iit.nhavry County Csrnuo in 
oihlltlon to an ID Iny,. . ** 
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6. There follows ciUractu fron. DF «l) (Mai'k .•oimlf. , , 

dnloil 2 /aM: . : 

mood ii'vlf , 

^ firouu McJlt , pliii; Mill 

17 yro, 1. moo, 13 <lny« 

fKrrP; (1) At ilina ..f dnail. ilcr..a3. l';> ar;> •< ■< ' I j |V J"* ^ 

(2) At time or dfUh dpc..-ascd' . Ji»ti;l ' I • 

7. Identification Tnicrat Ing: 

a. Ill# remains netuvid froin llw r;.-n:rt tht- InllowinB! 

SwicliMn 1 - PrncldiM.d akull ujlh (;-l .irtlrMi.vtfJ to tho occlp^^^^^ 

cnndyieh. Hie errator imrtlon of the Tiwltal, Ht 
lit twioral. a oMll |Mt1on of the fX Irmfornl i.r" mlnsinf.. Wo entire 
Lliblo, Lept the M. s.amlll.ular con-lvle 'f'harrod, 

nlnoing. There le a Irnnmatic fracture of C-7 nji.l T-1, 

Spcclmnn 2 - The nock nirJ tomo, eonulstln)- r-f the Jj; . 

includlnn the ssenim, articulated with •.tlie;^inn«u»Los, which in tum^ij 
nrttfculated with the oroxlnul 3/4 of Rl and W reniii'S. There io a heavy 
mimculnturo dovelopiont peer the hips “PP" {'l’®'' T?*:, 

3/4 of the IX hisHrus lo srtieulated at the ehouldrr, All ribs we present 
arwl arlleuUlid. Thp-dlotal oxtrsmltlea of rib bo-llos } J ^ 

ehoat cavity contsino tho heart and a piftlon oi 1 ng. A J" 

is note.1 in the abdominal cavity.., THe r®’ 

arc open. Ihe U humerus eonslstin* of tho head anJ 3/4 of the shaft is 
articulated lo the torao. ^ 

.IpeeJmon 3 - Fraclurwl distal 3/4 ‘T Id lumieruv .mi nxlrcmity. 

Specimen 4 - Fractured proximal Rl radius mensures 6 ca. 

.Specimen 5 - Fraclurcil III knee Joint consialn nf dlmol Rl f^r 
(moasuroe 12.6 cm); htad and shaft of Ri. tibia (a.c.iiurc: 1A.5 cb); thr 
head and shaft of Jit fibula (msiiures 7.3 cn) .nni tho patella. 

Specimen 6 - Fraclure«l li knee conninte of Urn distal U fmaur 
(nnaeurcs 8.5 em)| howl .mi (irt>xlm.ai oluift of IX tibia (ne.a'urea ap- 
proximately 9.5 cr.) .and tif proxlm-al ahafl arvi il'•al U fibiila (moaiiirri 
approxinateljr 6.6 cn). 
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1’.,' Jilrii'.irir.'il.iunTiti'l'iiR'* 

Spp;;lni'>n 1 -.Thu .iliiil i it !■ '•'•i ■•il v Ty 

wPli wlUi C-2 «l(icK if nii.i>:uJ,Uc'l In • v».xlUa, linniiliic, 

Ipoth Si, the lihgwl mol I'f t'i, AU Ii\l> ' ' .,,ih n nml .?IA, 

impacted. There ih ciH/w-h Llwil totli (O'jui'l v!/.,arv 'iirUnlly nr' 
and the alvcolhr pi'oct'S!i''3 am hralnd • v*m'. Tifr" ire onnlua.il 
filllrtjo oil tooth hi. The alveolar | i.i -(.[ts. i.iiii h nr-i:‘>i Leelli fV, 5, A, 7, 
8, 9, ](), .11, 12, diHl, I'l nan been l)ii!'ii - 1 .'.nay, A'rnnU portion of a i.wl 
apax, olthnr #6 or #7 If preennt, iti Mr . .i,A-<ii..r i.rooeai. 

a. Tho ilontal rncnril nomiOnt'' "fer IIH-i !'vnMia rliiwa two oerjiiaal 
/IcaloraUbnn on tooth M, «ccoii.i'l Inhn • AV, tihirh lo errone'inr., 

oineo tooth lift Is rocoiiUnI ao Livln/*. l 'ii >u:.ra • t'M 18 •'«! W», 1 yr no'l * 
non prior to tlio ilatn the rMt.ir.il loin , .n l-i-i t" In;’'.’ horn pliiro-l la 
tooth iu. Tho two onclno.il ront 'rnlii.i. I an io i’ -' on.'^J!*. Tlilo orror 
is nnimionly ooen In •l"n'nl ld"oMflc.ul’tii hoo:ii.i<' .-r i.h» oxtractloii of #llt, 
tooth jS^iJ Ime driftwl nonl.illy, and to u .Iccrvi- mi (icc'i,tie3 the •Iveoltr 
aroB fomorly rolainliifl tooth irl/i. 

(.1) Tlio poft Hortrm lipnMij uintomy of the retrains lo In favor- 
oblo anroenent with 9F6(0,. Dental lioalth Rncoril and tho dental rndibnraptis 
prepared for IIH-3 Mark "V Deiinla. 

(2) Son oteh 19, DotiUil Fiii'llii^a, i>>i •luini I). Tareltano, IK, 

aiel U Cnl C. L. Koeliler, DC, Donlnl .Services Div, USAP Kodtcal Center, 
HPAFD, 21 Jill 71* • 

(3) See alcli 110, AP r'oin A97A, nenUi Identiriratibn Record. ; 

Spicijaen 2 - That opeclMn 1 (C*l artleulMcd to the akull) dcnonritritoa 
good artlenlation with apecimn 2 (C-2 nrt leulatnd .to the opine} provlns 
that speelnon 1 and 2 (the' torso) are of one iivli vidiial. .. - 

tr Tho Rt fcaur eondylaT'AaaoelntaJ with iliel.l fctmir eondylna 
disclose a halght awasursamt of 69.0* (/>6.A at). 

(1) Tills height Rtasurnnrnt 1.1 comparable with that of Dennis 
at tine of death Applying tho Mildred Tr.ittar-C’..i<liiio C. Clestr Setla (Ref; 
Entinatea of Stature froi Maxinun Lnngtha of tin Dim sf Mtaauranenta of Long 
Done, 19S6). The scale allows for on .iiitlcipato*l I'rowlh of 1.2 at in 
American aalei fren age 17 to 19.$ /earo. The recorded height on Dennis. 

/> Feb 6ft, was 67i* (6$. 6 ca). Since dralh oecurrod 1$ Jul 66 or about 2j| 
yonro after the 4. Feb 64 nosaurraent, tho liblght of 69.0' (46.6 cn) la 
oetAbliahed. , . 

(2) From the Lt.feRiir a i.pocin’ii of good quality eanctlluiis 
Liaoue wan ixtraetoil. Two separate tostn, cuing tho Ur. P. D. Candella 
absorption techniques, wero accrnpHol'Cil on the caiirollont bone. Results 
of these tnato dleelonod post nortuct blo'wl groii|i A. DFIIS arvl SF601 pre- 
pared for IIH>} Dennis list hie ante norl.<Ti AO^ hiuoi group type A. Soo 
oteh U. 
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' ' ' ■ .1 • 'I' ■t'lirli'-.a abspn".l''n 

b, Four niipii'd.a train, iit.iii(\ > ' ‘ / ' . 

irchnlqiifls, roh'ln' ii-'d i'' vain Hitliln 

. and drloil packed rod l> 'O'* ,„-,i wortem bino! Rroup A- . 

lung tihsuc (all ^ V' . IlS ante rortm, ADO hin-'d 

KFOM and nFWl prei'-amd for IIH-3 honiii,.^ ^ 

gi-oup typo A. Soo .etch U. 

■ c. Th« dcn..d.;d and » 

rntlmatat age of 20-;''' j-Sth y«r the f.rralor 

inferior nynphyseaWrtcra «hieh “PP ,i,„. fr„p ?o to '>) ym. 

aiirfacp of the ny..pli);.rs1 aenn • ''""t'; " ; 6 J;’ " t.1' utlr>- 

Ihbroror, 111* osswiir. r.iowlh nt'inl If' ,|i ip,..i.|i 

I actors observod. 

ill Ih* orp'ellO'nnaber of .i.l'|'fb''n . -j, bocausu of 

of the illUal anil rm.xin.ll iduiits of III. inwr 1.. ir*’- P*- , 

the charred fracliirn altcp. 

:iprnlm<wi 6 - U hwe .Jsinl is iho 

mf'rph'ilt*nically tlift distal nhufl t‘*Hi lo *1 • _ 

rc«;r.ilely Ilth the proximal which in s'llclat*-! -i tl.. U...*. 

9. Ikinclunioiis; _ 

a. ‘That tho high and rather narmw thrl-wcr 

Eis r. — •“ 

b. Th.it the pojt norUn dcalal 

very favorable agromicnt with tl'« "'t® ^ to 
Pcntal Health Record (begli.iiing date !• .hm ' »f 

.. That the alx Card.-la .b.orption t.-slv .drhlishod the ADO grep as 
typi. A. DcnnH'. 3FRn anJ 3F6i)l rcconl-l his AUi ,.i up a. • 

.1, That the eatabllnhrd height of doceased'o 

factor of the Into -tc-ns" Is In agro™ant •.•Hh Mio project 
height at lint of death. 

, . 1 •rv..i I ' those of an 

«. That the nkolotal .ml m.;fic.i.ai.«i' "ov ' . • --veils 

indlvidiial of ncdliim biiild^ .iith.....di ''ip ' A, I n-,iiun. 

heavy nuscle developneiil. .'■.K8B on iW-3 iw-nnls shews hie lu'l.l to 


m 


f... 4/ 


T’. ili'U l : i.Ik ■ 

[iirpoh'i of Ihla^^'op’iri.) AKi. Uio r 4 ni.:l'i 


The find Inga c.'ii;;ibllslio.l In thir. r-( •il. «'i> cnjiaml kilti 

all aULiatical dnu rolloctcil on tlir l l iioritn.'i |ir'4;>’.iiln^ ilccenoaU In 
tho 15 Jill 66 hcllcoplrr illaaqtpr In il|'^ vl'iliili.y cr ifi.ing Tpl Prbviiioc; 
nVN. The conclusion roachod nftor coii!|*r‘/honai iainiy dononnlratcs lhal 
Mie rnmliis exaailn»l 21 JiiV?) At l-hn IViii.r,.i;.i''rj I'liiniy Hdr.»iio can only 
be Llinso of IWj Hnrlr''V'’ Ihjiinln, 

this rVpurL conHiii’M lli<: 1' iiil ‘it * I ■t!4i;'tii4 ; r'l dnl </» by 

n. inpo, wcun HC ir.j)ii, ' 


,C'r!.li iO(i..ri Ilf l>nlh 

I. llwiH ;i •bf’.stl' i.nlre 
Hi|. C: -.il RL> N.IU i!tV 0 210 .W. 


Tdcntlficnl ion Special I 111, 


This report tmn boon r 
In nppcovoil. 


Chior, Honorial'Affoirs llivlajon 
Dr of Ptraonnil Support flenficca 


V.SP d? 

(I. 5 F On 

V. Dfiiljtl i''ii Jiiisi 
lu. AF torn ■ 

.IJ. Ke-’id of .larnlnBlcnl TacIwJntinu 






vil.OILV/'' . ■■ ' ' — 1 ; 
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I (Im5JU «I/10«15«*»/*9*22001 


!5?J551" S»i«4- u«o« cme. «»■«»• 




iisBRrr® 







mo 


« 


// Mii-H()U?3 /HC-ft05ll»);/ ;if;i'i , 

. !/ , SPECIAL AfiE!;: 


• .ii)lLl2-45l i riJl{A. . 

S/DENfliS,..HARILl (10)/!in3 USH (OECP.ASt^ ^ ,. 

BErEntHCE 

(A) NAViHVSCftVRA ruHA. AZ Rni/io-o;.«i/.‘>non<ir..f 
h NAVINVSCR.VRA SI. UIUI5, HU HOI,'ll)-(Hl-»!|/l'IP.J«QaZ 

10 ) riAVINVSERVRA WASIIINriTOfl, O.C. Rni/IO-?3-ni/?96n02Z , 

SY»0P5,IS. . . . . „ , 

I., Refirinc*! Veporl HAVINVSERV IntordcNS of «n ovailoblo i>*)rionnol 

ciujinfl SUBJECT S dtath. None of the Indlylilu^l: contacted were 
JhISi!?!#'''’!. • *I1^' Informatlpn Inc'IcatJve of SURJECT’S 

eoeey forces , Iho co-pHui (RICHEY, seeMnfra) 
the helicopter was Identified alihounh interview wat not effected 
*'® «sf»rtalned: however, Infor- 
r.f * ‘ndlcotPi that cap: RICHEY was killed 

Jln^a car accident. Alteupts a( iden'lficiti.in of next of kin (IIOK). 
EentJ IlSv'hJill. «2"" ^ Is. considered likely that CAPT RICHEY'S • ’ 
KfhJ^w urinlolv "a^'-o-w^rriedJr 

IdisJJn mSiSu? surnaaei fiir.i.ijr .utempts’ have hc«n 

ronniean^ Investigatlnn Is itein-j r>osed. Request'll- 

iHiERVirwjir iiEiicni'TEr- mihner 

|Z. Reference (A), reporis the Interview nf i .M’l Pi.A. lUCUS. lISHC, 

Y.inii A? rAny/IJ' I'Jl'? Marine Cn^ps Air Station (KCAS) 

, Y.iiia. AZ. CAPTfthen SGT) tUCUS was inter/I, -wed •erlfied hit 

thal’lha Inly nihnr 

nrov d! anriSfi.^? CAP! LIKUS wit unable to 

i£ thj aiJcrnl/fi;!. ''''I'-'fn-S possible survival 

ATTEMPTED CONTACTS HITII CAPT RlCHEV 

?iadd!l‘RIf5rv^?nfin!l‘’"''il conflrntallon for Georqe 

.•ladden RICHEY (OPOD: 05- 14-39, Hashinqton. ll.c.l '‘APT RICHEY 
la naval aviator) was released from HSHC a.uU diiy in 1960 ” 

RICHEY'S listed hone address wat that nf hi-, father,* 

;dditi.«. cAi-i mtiicfs j;:,);"- 

■ 'lo utlior more current addresses 
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■••■■ 

«'re lilted '» “fl 

inYERVIEH Of PILOT . ,rtta i. was interviewed at 

Thomas Christopher HCAUISTER. • MCALLISTER 

(he helicopter crash/f ire.. unable to ncilV^tJe 

ir.ccilintV (Ret (ClTOf.rs). 

CONTACT tiaval Mil Itarv Porsonnel Conmand 

i: COR Hable L. mils. US . Havel M 

iK 

he infornation.'CDR wAUli;t aov'*® h»tn node regarding CAPT 

,HPC (Code 6AIE) , Slit 1 IlSfolk. VA in 1970. 

IICHET'S death in en automobile e da concerninq CAPT ; 

■ d,rt.d. . _ j 

NOUIRIES re CAPT RICHEY ,.*rAPl i!iriiEr''i hone adUrnts 

Tidiuional innulries ..SSIIrplnf!;! ior any perjlnrnt 

in northwest, Mashington. , f the luiidl.iq had no Infor- 

information. The current "‘J/jh* rr .*.loncn; r.oreover.' 

latlon regarding former .wili' Rif hi » • Subsequent in- 

hey had never heard pjji offfee mqarrilnq a forwarding 

is;:;:: ..;..-d|-i 

inly malntaintd for. a period of one yea . ^ 

!. Review of Choaapeake llltC"'' I’l^ddltiol! otiliting 

:ref.:?„rcr?,^c?iirTor;;:5^^ 

icrdmet re surfacing Ihe.nam* G.6. H.IIET. 


[or ornciAi USE only 
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05DC .....^Jo8vi9:,,iiiii05'yc49-;x:*'Vr' l.ci''';fo ■.srcciiLi‘'Ti.!.n.^_. 


iTTr'iKui iuv*titiia. M5“(7157 "TiiSfr' ■ .'r •tii r ■ 

' .V.PMI.S1.MH yJl«)/llM-VfJVl.(PErrA^^ 

9. Telephonic inquiries conducted In Ucsi.iver , ItA at the listed 

• ddrejt of CAPT RICIlEy S snouie.wcc unsu.ce'.s fii! . Contact with 
directory assistance at* > surfaced two t elephone numiers • 

for the address listed as- • How- 

ever, contact ttith the occupants nf both residences surfaced no 

one by the surname RICIIET or any other Information regarding' ft 
previous tenant Mi th the surname RICHEY. (IU-26 A 2e-81} 

AGENT'S NOTE: Insofar as CAPT KICIIEY was born Hay 14, 1939 
it might be logically presuNOd that his parents were probably 
born circa 1914. Accordingly, utilising circa 1914 as the 
date of bicth fnr CAPT RICHEY'S parents, it can be cons'idered 
perhaps likely that CAPT RICHEY'S parents are now deceased. 

Re spouse s (NFI)], utilising the albeit unconfirmed in- 
formation known to date regarding CAPT RICHEY'S death circa 
1970, it is considered likely that CAPT RICHEY'S relatively 
young spouse might have remarried in the- 11 year intervening- 
period and'accordingly accounts for no record surfacing* of 
the surname RICHEY. 

COHHAHO APPJIISAI 

10. COR WALLIS, supra^ was cuntatl»d and* apprised nf the conclusion 
of this investigation upon the completion nf all avalLible investi- 
gative leads and no information surfac inq- supportive of SUDJ^CT'S 
survival In tht IS dul 1966 hel icopter crash. 

STATUS or inVESTIGATIOII f 

11. Investioation is closed due to rowpletinii of all availahlo 
investigative leads. 

NIS FILES 

12. The files of NAVIIIVSERVREGO linrfulk, YA contain no additional 
information pertipent to this invest iqatlon other than reported or 
referenced herein.- 


utui I 3 LOST Mvm u vtlwo ^ tivnaiiv iei. I 
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department or THE NAVY 
naval MIUTARY 

WAOMINOTON, P C JO 170 5003 


Ih "lAiT 

nil 

Ser Ne4OD/0689 
29 Sep 89 


Ht. Jerry L. oennla 
1M57 Josephine Poad 
Largo, PL 14644 


Dear Mr . oenniat 


IHSCI concerning out Ttitv rileaaed all unclatalfi«d 

forwarded to you. 


.. ,1 I.W. iUMtlOI.., pl«*< ,..1.1***:“ 

tree at 1-869-443-9296. 



Lieutenant, U.S. Nmval Reaetve 


Speeiml AOi latent, TCH/HIA Affaire 


af 8.i*t, ici/..*'!"*'" ” 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 

■ NAVALAIBiTWKIH ' 

' NOHrOLR.VIRCWUJW'l-ST®! ; 

5100, 

ser, 03/ 0376 
20 Sip 1989 

rromt CoiMnder, Naval Safety Center , 

To: Conaindef, Nival Military Personnel Cowmind (N6400) 

SubJ: HOSPITAL CORPSMAM THIRD CLASS MARK V. DENNIS, U5M, 
282-42.1904 

Ref; (aj TiMPC Ur 1771 Set N640D/0B73 of 9 Sep 89 , 

Enel: (1) HMM-164 Itr of 17 3ul (6 
(2) HMM.265 Itr Of 18 Jul 66 

1. in reiponse to reference (a), enclosures (1) and (2) are 
provided. These are the only teporii on file it the Naval Safety 
Center relative to the craah of a CH-46 helicopter, elth 
fatalltlei, that occurred on 13 July 1986 in 

H. W. RAINES 
By direction 







rI wriT xvm TOi 

rvnaanmuff.w^ 

DMli llJpl 'Hi 


— — r- ^ ni’f’-. 

I, dl-Ul, 

,/ ,5 jm [ 

y, fliOpmiT (IHO ■ , , 


4. ' i lAitN ft iue 

tir*n,cMr w«*Tijoo rm. iooB«tsovf.«i^^ 

, “*• “""pWU ^ , 

at» c.,,.A7., owvroi. «. *«■>«• 4 , ■' 

«m. kibb;.... w.. irW/«.. ^ • 

i, BAkww^im (Wirt), 5 noima mext. ruuoimuJi. w. J. ’ ' : 


■ MP) 00. IKNART tOi 

zSX:' « fWifi CP. wo-it- 


rwo***# 'o***?. 

• nuMisoD, ciur* 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 

■U WAU or MKOieiNC AND lUliaCNV 
WAtHINOTON, D.e, MIM 


m *K»VY to 

»UHra;3WtAnil£ 
MAfi 1971 


ItoBotobl* itolur E. TowiI 
Hmm of ItprittttatlvM . 

WuhlBitoa, 0. C, 20515 

Door )b.'rowUi;. ' 

Thl* jU In fn^htr rtipoatt to your roewt Inquiry in bohalf of Mr. md 
Itei. Chtrlto A. Btimio coacttalni Idonttfleaclen of thoir Into aan 
Ntty Offieor Iblrd Qmi Mirk 'r DonnliXs! Sivy; ’ 

^ Dnyutint ^tbo kaj porfotM thi Idntmeition and pmtricion of 
^ dtoMMd ur^ ptttoiuMl in Viataaa. Infomtlon pnvldad by tho Am 
l^entM tbnt thlrtMn roMlno fro. eht etuh alto lira tSSIll at tha^ 
0 . 28 My 1966 and idoatlfiod, laelodlni Potty Offieor Oonala' 

rsri.i3 ssrrs s?5ir 

the vieMty of (juaBg.Trl Ptovlaea, IVM. lhay vara aloo rtouirtd to 

CrmriAH-SlS 

ft*^**^*^ poraanaal to tbo Any Mortuary. „ MaiM, aaaoelatlooa for 
OffUar D«mia auitainod third dagrai 

IiL"^'dafiS3n*^IaJj5iL'*“5^ OonnlTJoiaSa Hi 

mIaoI. "•**“***• Of hit riaolri with haaleh roeord ontrloi. 

S *!S^E3.1S23°iS?n!*‘ -f '■« “» «u«t, 

mnliifA indleatlai nla phyaleal location at that tin 

Idontiflcailon. Uthough Potty 

«« oa tbo ndoracw and tho porlMia wro callable for eopporlaoo porpoaoi. 

MtM^ pweoaalni of reniao of 

pono^^lavelvod In tlM aceidaat pti«Lttod Any aortutry Idoatlfieatlon 
^eio^a to etoaa-ee^iiro ncotdd for each rtaaina aaaiiiat phyaieal 
eharaetorlatiea of tbo roaalna racoivod, providlaf fnrthor confiiMtion 




' BUMED!394!AFE:lf : ' 

18 MAR 1971 

of the idintlficatlon, In Idintiflcitlon of thla typii proctiolng 
rioalni by eroii-compartaen li a atandard prociduri, utillzad In a "containad 
Incldont" to provide tho apaclollata a baali for epneluaiva eonflnation. 

To provide aa ouch .aanlngfol Infomtlon aa poaolbli, which nay aaalat in 
rtllovlng tho naxt of kin'a dlatroat, tho -llouing la aubalttod fro. 
official roeerda .coocttnlng pOraonnol aboato tho ballepptor at tho tin 
of tho eraah: tan indivliiial rapaina nra poaltivoly Idantlflod by dental 
and phyaieal eharactoriatica coopariaoni: tw individual ronalna ware 
Identified by peraonal roeognltlen, aubaoquently varlfiad by fingerprint 
cooparlaonn; one individual reuina wan Identlflod by phyaleal ehacactorlatlea 
eoqiarlaon. Three poraonnel aurvlved and were returned to a duty itatua 
ahortly after tbo craoh. 

Identification taga would not neeeaaarlly be included In poraonal of facta 
returned to the naxt of kin* The taga, If worn by Mubeta at tin of death, 
muid norwlly itay with then to doatinatlon. However, the preienea of the 
Idantlf Icatien taga on renalna is eenaldered only ao nupporcivo, not 
eonclualve, evidence of identification. 

The eortlflcate of death pcapared for Patty Officer Oonnlo van collated by 
nodical poraonnel at or naar the location of death and Indicatoa the cauae 
of death aa "coipletely burned'' , thla cauaa of death la applleabla to 
alaven out of the chlrtaen peraohnol involvad. Bowover, conMnta annotated 
on the revarae aide of hia death cortifleate, it ahould be noted, were wde 
prior to receiving the renalna at the Ataqr Mortuary. 

The Mavy uy nako a recooMndatlon cdneamlni viewabillty of the rouina, 
in conalderatloB of the next of kin's aenaibiUtlea and of the circaatancoa 
of death. However, upon arrival at the funeral hoM daaigoated by the 
next of kin, it is their precogatlve to requeat an inspection be Bade of 
the reau^, if desired. 

The Arsy'a Identification of Petty Officer Deimle was accepted by the Havy 
during July 1966 as valid and eonclusijrs. A review of Infomatlon auboicted 
by the Araiy Itortuary and a review of infoxiutlon contained in official death 
records and health records appears to verify InforMtlon indicated above 
regarding Individual identification. 


^ This Bureau la in co^)lete ay^«thy with the Dennis faeily end understands 

# that it My be aoat difficult for tbee to accept the lose of their eon. This 

is eapecUUy ao when death occurs in a dlatsnt location and the cireiaatancea 
of death deny thee the opportunity to view his renalna. 


t 
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BL'MEO!39«:AFE:lf 
15 MU \vn , 

Ihli offict htOMn^adVlMd by Buruu of N.v*l Ptwnwl orflelali that i 
photograph of IT P. E. Oilintl, USM, hii already bun fonurdtd to Hr. and 
Mb. Dtanis. Posalbly, ehlB follow-up af fort, Bay raiolta thalr doubta 
with th. photograph, appaarlng 

It ii ho^d^that the foragelng Inforiatlon prowldaa the Daiula faallT with 
a BiBBurd of roaBturancB to aBiiat In allavUtlng their doubta and laxietlta. 


Slneirely/. 


Eocli 

(1) CartifleatB of De»h 

(2) Itt froa Hr. and Hra. Oanhla 


I. N. BUCKLEY . . 

COR, M8C. U8N 

AoUflt OIraeter. Patlint AfWn Olvirlon 
By diriciton of tho Curcton Canoral 
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8Taa»i3>iiAnieJ), 

... '•M.*Bi,l971 , 

9<AJt ttir^ 7. Camia, Oaenasod 

Baft (a) TaUaao MM wttSi Cajar Mm A. lanan, vka mi tia bapaa; 
Cewadar of C«« l( S»>i Dattaliaa lat tiariau, lotilirlaa My 
la Tiataaa Bvioa IM aed alsaat c! eoadolmai Uttar piwrldad 
to cha Unaia radljft pnaaatly laeatad at Matiaa. Ya., calo- 
„'?haw 

. >7 nf (a) Nijov Uraai toiafly rrarldad tafaiwtloa chat ha aia 
aheayd tba halieoptar ahleh (aUa«d Mptaia MaAllatar'a aircraft aod 
apM tha rMllaatlaa. that that alrantt had raaalvad aMi^ r«« 9 d fin. 
tha halieoptar ea lAleh Hajec laraaii Mi a faaaaaiar ntronaad to Bees El. 

2. lUJer Ltraaa farthar advlaad ha did aac taaall kaarlas Karh panoadUy 
or Itla idiaraaSoata* an 19 Jaly. Bavavar, a anttar Maa-lada ae-DaiB Ea prior 
to tha CoRvaay'a dayareara by UUedptar tad afata laBadlaialy open thalr 
ranra to Deog la. Biarafan, aecapaaea a£ Capula HdUitar'a alrenft 
aara ahvtoaaly kaoM hy thalr abiaaaa at tba ra»mur aada apoa tha Caipaay'i 
ractm, Mm aaaociieloBa for paatamnra la Capuln KalUatar'a aircraft' 
aarc provided In thla BBBiMr, 
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THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY 
WASHINGTON, b C 203S0 




Starch 16 , 1972 


nr. -,1. 

5175 ' 

hne-5< 


• :<niUi 
Circle 

C ilo 1»5342 


to you of Noveaber 12, I971, i hive given 
tbe to t new lad independent review aidf by 

year of the Hevy of ell pertinent data coacendng 

‘ i ^ '** conducted by peraona not 

•*." « *_-o*ote^th the cireuaitancea and who would have no notlve 
conne'/-;,*'^. enwr which a^ be found of auapeeted in 

“.*.n the proceaaing of your brother'i caae; 

have you - ai I an confident that a^ advlaera 

Aiecrti to!? T acknowledge at the outlet that certain 

^ oxiat, and that It doea not now appear poaal- 
then in any truly concluilve nannv. Ihaie dla^p^lM . 


1966, c«oo»lni the hencopter cru^ 

• 0 ^ peraona perlahlng haa beeitvarloaiJy atated aa^twelve 

the nuaber. indicated by the currant 

^0 l»ve ft^tiai la believed 

J***o«>l^^c2Sori2! and.recoeiblnationa of crew and 

IbbruS Nuiwcal as to wbather hla height in 

^ yeara of i^e, wu 67^ inoheaT 

the SJJJf, of course hu a bearing on the conalitency of 

*t»l'*er?Kl® Ij^lflcatlon of the renalna as 

beeTtaken into coasideration in 

*"a tae tabulation avidence. 

^ Mcogniaable identification t^ for 

association with the body lecoverad ffon tba 
*^0 the b^ would have bean nora readily and 

tha ^0 Chio wera not fbund in 

Uquidii?"Jy^ i* wated by the bunlng of InHiMhli volatUi 
"0 JJ* • hallccptar. ftaie aaani now to be 

aaUbllahing tbe exact naanar In which the identification 
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tags were brought into aaaociation with the remains during the recovery 
and encasement process , or of explaining , the manner in which they may 
have been burned to the condition revealed by your testa. 

(4) There le no definite explanation for the inclusion , of a piece 
of metal tubing with Mark's remains, and there is no basis for question- 
ing your contention that the tubing did not come ftron the wrecked heli- 
copter. It does seem quite possible that foreign objects may have been 
gathered in with the remains In a situation such as this, however; Md 
there does exist a possibility that such an object might have been ffon 
a cargo item.; ■ \ 

Despite the unresolved discrepenclea I have mentioned, however, I 
am peraonaliy oonvlnoed beyond any reasonable doubt that Mark was in 
the helicopter in question when it efashed and burned at 65 I 5 P*®,* on 1 
July 15, 19 ^i and that he did not survive that crash with its ensuing 
explosion and 'fire. 

Included in the Infomtlon which persuades me to this effect are 
data, which we have net prtylouily elaborated upon, aa to the nature of 
Mark's servlee and of the operatlona in which ha played a algnifl^ 
role prior to hie death. His correipondance with his family at the time 
miy well have been inhibited both by modesty and by a proper concern 
for laclrity, but I can aaiure you that ha wu usoclatad with 
engaged |n successful bparitldns against the; eonor ftbo AprU 11 , i 960 , 
up until.t^ moment of his death on July 15tb. It is to the credit of 
all lnvaj.vad that th^a operationi ware conducted with relatively light 
casualties to oiir units. The operation in the couraa of which Mark, mat 
his death was one which continued for almost one moKth, in the coime 
of which the entire BattaUpn wlth^ch Murk wae aaiooiated suffered 
only eighteen deaths — of which tan wart austalned in the helicopter 
craah which claimed Mark'i life. I am reciting these circumstances to 
demonstrate the basis for ty own conviction that Murk wma a team mimber 
whole absence waa iBsedlately noted and keenly and personally felt by 
all members of Echo Company , by forty-two fallow eorpamen and two medical 
officers of the Second Dattallon, and by a aubataatiaa number of the 
Marine Corps officers and men of tbe other Battalion organisations to 
whom Mark was affectionately and reipact fully known as "Doc." 

in addition, I fiel that it la .particularly Important to eonalder 
tha area in which tha hallcoptar cruhad and burned after it wu 
by ei^ fire. It leodcl within 100 yards of Ita intendid landing point. 
It was within tha parlmatar of Mindly forces. In fact, it wu deserted 
by the pilot of the helicopter, who lurvived the cruh, u having landed 
amidst a battaUon of tteinai." It wu Imadlataly convargrt upon by 
tboaa troopi, rnimban of Jfcrk'i own hattaUon and coeqiany, wo «ra 
thwarted in raieue attampta by tha fire and axploiloni aboard the 
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hBlleorter. HWie the emergency wdape hatch vms jettisoned prior to 
the crash, no one aboard the helleoptir left It prior to the tine it 
touched the ground. In view ofthese facts, It must be considered 
la^sible for your brother to have survived the cpash and the fire ' 

and to have, been subsequently captured by the enaniy. 

Due to^the vei 7 naiture of the circUautances under -./hich they were 
.«ne degree of conviction tSt tJe 

total content of the shipment of remains sent to the family consisted of 
thi H ^ of items personally associated with him at 
SL S the avauable evidence; satis. 

have in gross been correctly Identi- 
^ this conclusion, 1 am aware, of and have Con- 

* 5 !* 4 .fc**^i®!f*u?*^L’**’^®** Might point toward other conclusions, such 
lur SOM of thahsigW estimates based bn bone measurements. 1 ta told 

“ they might be applied to a particular individual 

as dletlngulshed from their general statistical validity. 

Ihe presence of 1 ad in the remains could well be explainable throuBb 

^**®®f* in cargo carried by the helicopter, of saeolini containing 
aaglnes on electrical generators 
In operations of this 

* 5!*^^ gwnadea being carried by Marines aboard the 

^t_Bueh gasoline or grenades were aboard the, particular helicopter 

y** •» item whose presence aboard the Sll- “ 
•^Iwly ewwlatent with- the conduct of an opera- 
tlon of the sort in whlch-the force was engaged. 

reeart*“illi Jhl!! now included in his Navy medical 

MV available for exanlaatlon by any person you 

^ ^Ingulshment of a revived hope, such as you and your flallv 
l»v. «*,rUlMd, 4. u . duty Md B dlttoncStlL « „S^ri. 

“• ««•*«»« lU tldln,. in th. nm“S. iSr 

?*nv”Ii.f “ * “Mftil Mvlm of U1 of th. kuou'fiet. 
.hU^ *■“* !*“ Wd th. otb«r aohn. of ttrt'. ftouy uent w Miuimc. 
that your distress is shared both by ns and bv the nMiKaM Mi-rr 
who have assistml m this Seu.;!; Sk^ ^ 

Sincerely yours, . , 

^/.o. I- . - 


John K. Chafee 
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the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY 


ArmlsteadW. Gill lain, Or,, Esquire 
Smith and Schnacke 
Talbott Tovwr 
Dayton, Ohio d5402 


Thank you for your letter of June 27 concerning 

Mark 'T Dennis. Also,. I appreciate your good wisnes and the re 
port on your activities. 

While In no way questioning the juds>«"t previously made, 

I ft,; tW because 6? tt.. p.,Vh,,W^^^ , 

genuine conccr.o and sincere doubt by the 

again at the entire natter and arrive at my own Independent 

conclusion. 

I have had the extensive file of docunents and corr«^^^^^ 

revievjod and have had, each point which you raised reinvestigat . 

The first question 1$, of course, ."J®}!’®'* 

placed wlth cortituds aboard UiltJd States Marine 

this. Major (then Captain) Robert A.larsen, U.i ted States wnne 
Corps, Itark's Coiiwndlng Officer while he was -In Vietnam, was In 

tcrvlewed. From him It was learned that: _ 

-Hark was present at Horning Muster of E Company 
on July 15, 1966, 

-Hark was present v/hen the various 
E Company assembled as a group to board the 
hellcVcr for the mission. E Company v,« 
the only group sent on the mission. Jv ws 
the only group in the *>“*'^**^'*9 
entire company boarded, no one renalntd be- 
hind.. 

-The first helicopter In the formation cwylng / 
the first platoon, llark's platoon, was hit by 
eneny fire, crashed and burned within 
lines. Major Larsen was with the 
In the second helicopter. Ho ‘‘’J '[‘Jjus 

and (iocided that the landing bazerdous. 

The remainder of the coyany J 
turned Instead to Dong Ha 

upon landing, the platoon was mustered on the field 


^•2Si 


the fW "^''« craih victims from 

tne first platoon i«re reported absent. 

aboS nSXrf ? ^ others 

eooerd perished in the crash end fire. 

in. the crash. tho helicopter and died. 

ambiguities were Snvest Mtcd^ithouETJlS?* *"V'* '■‘PO'‘te‘> 
to doubt that tills body Is in faJrtSt SJ iwli 'S' i 
conclusion from the following facts: * — this 

Hi^iSSwr 

: chapactjrlstics recorded iJ SrK n 

■Favorable dental camparison 
-Same approximte build 
-Same approxioiate age * 

‘Same blood type 
-Sant* race 
-Same sex 

isssss 

ssrs is’K? 2""' 

»sM iz,Tn7uS nirTiarmri*., 
irJf'lSrt “* ^ ‘I* 



- 2 - 


1887 


7l'A57 


-These characteristics were minutely coniparedi/ith^all the 
statistical data collected on the other crash victims lo 
detemine if there was a, possible correlation. No such 
correlation was found; they fit only, liark Dennis. Hark 
Dennis does not correlate with the statistical data of 
any other victim, 

-The analysis of tho dog tags done by Papucci Laboratories 
reports thit organic natcrial (rosittuc) on the surface 
of the iiietaj was not coiapldtcly consumed, and. that the 
tags wsru therefere not subjected to more that 200 degrees. 
The source of that heat (match or, burned paper) is mere 
conjecture. There is’ no analysis of the matal itself to 
deteniiinc its exposure, just the residue (swuPW ^ the 
surface. Mr. Ilaurice Hill lams, Director of the FBI Labora- 
tory states that in a situation such as this, netalVic 
dog tags could have been in the victim sjack ,, 

off during the crash and insulated by other debris, partially 
burned or thrown clear. Hr. HIM, lams, who has extensive 
cxpurlenco in crash victim identification, has had cases 
where a body v»as burned beyond all recognition, but a portion 
of the hand with a ring was relatively untouched. I do 
not know the history of these dog tags , but the vei^ fact 
that they show some degree of exposure to fire links them, 
to the circumstsnccs of the accident. I cannot assume 
that there was an attempt to deceive and there is a logical 
explanation for the analytical findings of Papucci Lahore- 
tory. 

-The Papucci Laboratory analysis of the fragment of bone 
chip taken from the victim reports an "above nonnal" amount 
of lead, specifically, 42 parts per million. It does not 
give a reference base fortormal. Hr. A. Staliran's bMk, 
Progress i n Chemical Technol ogy, (Academic Press, 1969, 
oTgeTBUT^ the I'cf erence usecTty the FCl Laboratory, states 
that normal load levels in bone are bet^ieen .67 and 3.59 
mg per hundred grams; or up to 36 parts per million. He 
are talking then about a very minute quantity indeed, 6 
parts per million. The FBI Laboratory could not make such 
an accurate measurement of this small sample, but assuming 
that Papucci Laboratory could, there are any number of 
sources of lead In a helicopter: storage batter c$, paint, 
varnishes, ceramics, coloring agents, and nnnunitlon, to 
name a few. Siirfcce contact could occur *1)^ °f v** 
sources. This presence of lead does not establish tnat 
the body was burned by gasoline. In fact, 
gasoline is burned, the lead corabines with bromide ethylene 
to form lead bromide. Since Papucci Laborattry did an 
elemental analysis only, the presence of this com- 
pound was not certified. 
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A’^ise 


COntradlSi 

tlie body was aboard 

tSuld bS '’®*" '’^ such.frapertts, 

hadTJn tr*E J !” «*“"« that the Individual 

crnitzXi'^ 

(An .^*{’*'’*'*tth the Dennis family their 9^^^ over the loss of a 
That conclusion does not comport with tlio Itnovm facts of the case. 



» 
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Vapt im TESnNG LABORATORIES, INC. 


2041 florwie* Awtiu* • CWiiindl. Ohlo. 4 H 0 S 


?hoM', ••'•J0S4 
July 16,. 1171 


IlinSfit Nr. Jorry Do.ml!) 

631 Upland Drive 

wflT»uwi We.sc Carrollton, julo (65449 

(•MWI1M . ' . ' , ^ 



The followins ore our results on o liotalllc 
.iSSr Pitca Object , removed from let t maxi 1 1 'ry n Inus- 

Ih m, and Hubmittod for testing a...: ov.Uuotlon, ctH«n 
July 13, .1971, 


CHEMICAL conro9rTit >iji 


31 (TusT 

S ............ 0.015 

P -. 0.030 

Mn — * 0-53 

c — 0,21 

Cr — - 0,014 

Nl — 0,06 

Ho ........... 0.UJ7 

y 0,OOS. 


MECHANICAL ANALYST C ! 

Rockwall Hardnuai. D" Seal 9f _ n., 

Half of the Rubnlctad sample was chenlculiy and nmchanlcaiiy test. 
The Coopoiltlon and Hardness correspond basically to.a »Wlum ^rbor 
Steal, SAE 1020. Under Microscopic Kxairlnatlon the submlttad-aampU 
was Identified as part of a grpvde pln^ Hie Normal Granada Body Ir 
typically n High Fragmentation SteAl. with • Hardnaai Average of 
Rockwell "C" 35, and a possible Chooical Composition of an SAE of 
from 1060 to 1080 Steel. The piece Involved Is not • 
but rather a part of tho Orsnsda Exploding Unit, It le difficult t. 
undersund how a grenade fragment was c.rpLodad on an above ground 
surface Helicopter. 

Very truly youri, 

' ' V-t;' 

Roland A. Papuoei, Ph.O. 

PAFL'CCI TESTltW UWKATORIES, INC. 


PIL/E-1216 


iiffiilliill! 
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PAPului t esting LABO RATOR TFS 


Ohio ,}2M 

, KtWf Ml.JJSa 

(•MU UN ■ ■ 

I ■■ 

July 16, 1971 

iotMt. Jerry Dennis 
^^631 Uplord Drive 

Woe t Cerrollton, Ohio (45449) 

\ Gencltmpn: 



f.rS.*if;‘Sr “r s* 

rarcuiiy corroded fl >.1110101101 cubins. eaki>n r«». ' • — 

•nd subolccod for tenting end aveluetlon, July 


QLEHICAI COMroh'lTIQW! 


Mn — - 


Ft — 


Si 

——0.29 

2n ..... 


Cr ^.... 


Hg ..... 

-— 0:02 

Sn — .i 
Nl — 

O.OOh 

Pb—- .w 

■"••"O.Oj 

’-..“.Sine 

_Bl ..... 



"•<•1,^ p<»>int cSiSii" Sf'S.frs" *• turf.., o( til. 
aumh,, aiwtSL ;i .H "V;;;'"- *> »£ 

concilnlng Chlorides could a.Thew fni PrMtrvitivofi 
on Che Alunlnun Metel. Ihie fiaxMl*' * corroelon factor 

dtctrlorated as luch for « ifl. ?n 
nccelerince « enu».rf?I/fk: ‘ 

with the a»ul. In contect or pneenc 

FAPUCCI fESTINC UBORAIORIES, INC. 


PIL/H217 


PAPUCCI TESTING LABORATORIES, INC. 


204t riofioe# Awouo ■ CloelnMil. Ohio <M0I 

NiOM: WI »J« 

July 16, 1971 


Mr. Jorry Dennis 
631 Upland Drive 
1 . West Carrollton, Ohio 45449} 


1 Tha following are our roaults on a Doj; Tag 

Idontlflcatloh , par tla I ly charred , aubiai Ltad for 
tea tihg July 13, 1971. JJJJ*" 

SCOPE OF TESTING; , . 

The ratiduai waih'^d aacorlal from the nurfaca of tha Tags, was^ 
ttaatad and apaiyaad according to N 0 nB. 1 l laboratory Procadura and 
ASIM Mathoda for Infrared Identification. (RtfarancaPaglOT of 
the Elaccronugnttlc Spoctrun, Including wave longthi fron 0.76 
lalccbn CO approxloately 300 nlcrona . ) Tho baalc IdanClf Icaclon^ 
nada, uilng tha above procadura If. alnilar co fingerprint Idantlflca 
Each Solvent, straight chain or allphntic ring, arohatlc or cyclic, 
mixture, aolvanc wusaa etc. has a typical Igiltlon residua which 
con be Identified and in 10 doing, reiato th.. residue to the 
original solvent. 

RESULTS* 

^ No votatlle solvent found on Tag. I'.irlijl surface Ignition occurn 
a residual Ignition of poiilble non yolaclla owterlal. The surface t 
Che Tag reveulid a low toraporatura ca-.fTiMiMc and IndlcatM th:: 
the Tag wt.i not substained In a cenpentun SKnllum oyar 200®F. 

CONCLUSIONS: , . , . , 

The surface of the T-g could have be.;r. ;>in|.arod maruly by Igniting 
match with some Calluloho (Paper) prcicni; to Indlcata a lurfaco 
action of Che matorlal. 


Varv truly vouch, 


Roland lapuccl, Ph.D. 
FAPUCCI TESTIP; LABOKATO.IIES, INC. 


PTL/K-12I9 
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PAPUCCI TESTING LABORATORIEsfl^ 




Iha fpUowlnjs arfr our Certified rcKuitr. on a IT 
iti-ucturo with ironervation 


score or Tl^itix^! 
ucuiieo in the iRnltion of the chur.red friignenei. 


Pr.ocSflur’S ro;. 

tlecliod. for 

eiectroniabrctic' sni'rm>m i i j i*~ ' Region of cho 

CO oppro.'.iioo.l, “•« "‘«w. 

Identlflcatl.T.. ^ocFeok --t - «r W ^i«8«rpriiit 

- areaetlc-or cycU^ S> ar^‘;:k « -liphetic, rtnR, 

isoition rfrico, ’o rJ.”;;; V' “f; 

residue to ti.e orlsli.al 


RES-:LT:>! 

Ihe coini'oi’ii,. ■.inplo on th<« i' i -i 
conclueive to U-MCUy th« |)os•■ibl^ 

Ouar.tltativ,; Cobrlretrlc ritcmlj^i.lj if the 
^Rple revenied the presence .f L.;.:, 62 LrSs 


pn/r'/jy/ 


1 


PAPUCCI TESTING LABORATORIES, INC. 


2041 riofiMi A»«u« • ClnelUBill. Ohio 41201 


Mr. Jorrv Donnis 
631 Upland Drive • 

Vest Carrol Icon, Ciilo 45649 


C 0 XCIUS 10 N.S ! . 

' tso conclusive factors woru cvaluaccJ from the Intra-rea 
Analysis, prlKarily dua to calcium ahsarpclon of any organic 
fuel and o.vcoiiMlvo an aobuni cf prc.irrvatlvo which In part 
contelnad for'wldchvde. 

Colorimetric Determination of the residual treatad matarlal 
reveals a sufficUnt quantity of Load in our opinion residual 
derived material from the Ignition of Gaeollne, The amount 
found ie too great for normal cumulncive surface deposit. 


y/Hts Uulv yours, 

Roland />. rcueci. Fh.D. 

PAIUCCI T-mid L\DOT<AIOjllES, INC. 
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PAPUCg TESTING LABORATORIFS txtp 


tmCONIUM 
riTANIUMM ■ 

aiiovi»icialiiti amuse U 

COUITSMI 

WCHILIAtl 

lISJJ'*'’ Hr> Jtrry Oannls 

luiNLits 6jl Drive 

WMt Carrollton, Ohio 45449 

INOINliHIMOS 

DitioN AttMtloni Kr. Dennis 


Ihe following ere our Certified results on 
1m Ssaples, Cherred Skin end Cevity a»wM 

Butnltted for tistbif end evaluation, August 10 , 

RESULTS t 

erJSrSiS* oAMful treawent and 

preparation, It was found lapoailblt to aeareiata or identify 
any foreign Mtarlal or organic aolvent orVutura, ' 

\ Vajx truly yours, 

RolandH. i'apuect,'’Ph,D. 

PAPUeeZ TESHNC LABOMIDRXES, INC. 
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^APUCCI TESTINli LABORATORIES, ING. 


MION'TIMKRATUM 
ALLOVSOTCIALtni 
COSAlTSAll 
. VieHILIMI 


Mr. Jerry Dennis 
631 Upland Drive 
West Carrollton, Ohio 4S449 

Attention: Mr. Dennis 


Xha following era our Cantifled re4.ulta on a u# 

Prapent of Bone Chip, aubalttad for eaeelr.g andv*** 
evaluation, August 10, 1971. 

To dataruina by anlytlcal and lnfra«rad procedure tha praseni 
and type of any poaalbla volatllo aolvaoe^ or aolvent aOxture 
utiliaad in tbs ignition of tha charred fragoeot. 

RESUIB} 

Qualitative Colorlaatrio Datamination ravaale tha preaanee o 
aainuto quantity of Laad. 


ssmsism 

ftalaadcontent on the aurfaea of tha bona had to eoaa Iron i 
contact aourca, rathar than an aboerption of the bm ourrow. 
Ihia content in .nir opinion me aboarbed by gaaollH ignition 
froei tbs Tatro Ethyl Lead Contaot found in Ceaelina at tha tics 
of incident. 

Very truly yours, 

■'ipuL t'oe c,' 

Roinnd A. Papuccl, fh.D. 

PAPUCCI TWTKiC U.MRAT0RIE3, IKC. 


PlL/K-1374 



^PUGCI TESTiNf ; I ABORATOBIPS tmp 


IHKONiUM 

TIMIItUlitM 

HtOH-TUMNATUlil 

AUoviinaAum 


2MtFtorin« Awnm ; MJOi 

' . rtWMi l«|-}2S4 


MCHtlMM 

Hr. J#rryOi.nnli 
nuMim Ml Upland Orlvu 
•iMUuoyi V«it Carrollton, )hlo 43449 

iNOMiimiioa . 


. » ^ following, addanda t>aaad on RubottCad 22^ 

•valMClM.' «wl 

1. w^WualR (collulM^^ 

packaalni eyi»fl, ewuiolng a MKtd' i52L 
to pwvone «Ueur. abaorSeio? 

ttm tho xonpoiiclon and U tilfS coSnc 
Sulfur aa S02 In t. p.R. O B ' 
C^tlag of Rurlaea (ona atda) 

In ot/Squato fe. 0.003 (Avarai!^ ^ 


absorb aolstua. * g^t tdiieh wst aoe 

•pa avirajo caleulacad quontll/ hmA « .k 

Pf (ha Mas coaeloA par nauat. Jr,r M‘-6lva 

.““IS « 


•’Art’cc: |..•tJhATl5^rEs, imc. 


nL/K-l37la 



r -PAPUCCl TESTING LABORATORIES, INC^ 


tIRCOMUM 

titanium Mi< 

HIOH.TIMMRAtURI 

AUOVSWCIAUin 

COtAlTSAtt 

MCNIltAU 


2041 fluMiw* Awiittt ^LlllOlliiill, «*•» 4«<!» 


August 16, 197 !■ 


Mr. Jerry Dennis 
631 Upland Drive 
I West Carrollton, Ohio 45449, 

Attention: Mr. Dennis 


The £ol lowing addonda, based on Reports^ 

brother who aarved In (ha Arwd Forca» , (Navy) 

Petty Officer Mark V. Oennle. 

1 The prerarvatlve waa of a prepared 

Foraaldehyda CoapoFltlOT, using Inert 

flutter to coat the surface of the body. 

2. Iratas of chlorldea found at the Initial 
stages of tasting and other Impurities 
could not have acted on the body or 
coffin containing tho body In the rs.tata 
that our Laboratory -eai tod the submitted 

femploi. 


In our opinion, beeed on the ter.t results, ^e 
Chemical Presarvetiva was not responsible Cor the state 
of the body, lofliedlate tested surroundings « 

•eeled coffin which retained the above named Petty Officer. 


Vary truly ycuri, 


PAPL'CCl TESTING LABORATORIES, INC. 


PTL/K-I2l7e end 137 lb 



Jf 9fH(r.Ac^ y}-\y\A . 

t. Ay j ^ 

. '^^^ y^' 7£i^'»i./i /'cv-?'. 



My Comniijsion expires Miy 24, 1993 • 



K'l? William 3t.. 

■ , . :'liamisburg, Ch 45432 

yctruary 20 , 1989 

To whom it , may concern! 

This statement is to confirm tnat it is my belief that 
I^ark V. Dennis was at least S'li'' * 0.8 ft. tall when we 
last saw each other in 1966. An Mark and I were engaged 
to be married, I rode with he and his mother to Camp lejeune, 
H.C, He was a Navy medic corpsman being assigned to the 
Marines to go to Vietnam and had to report for training 

there. I recall being 5 ’ 7 J" to 5 ' 8 '' tall myself then. 

At the time, when 1 dressed up, such as to go to church, I 
wore what were called "spiked heele" which were 2i" to 3" 
high. I atm had to look upward to look into Mark's eyes; 
Today I was measured at 5'7s" tall. 


Sincerely, 


CS 9^ 

Linda L. (Mullins) McClure 


Sworn to beforymo chi^27ih day of Fab 


mNRDicxEitsoitJiLWTMrrnm 
INMOFONTHESlAROrOWO 
mrOOMUSSlON DNR!S MNUARY27, Wl 
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July 4, 19CS 


E:seainatlbn type: 


i 1 awl latorapacln!} of tfca vottcbrol bodies ' 

Inca.. .t 

Ccstruetlvo Icolon. Lonoi are vsll oiicjliacd. _ _ - ^ 

iKproDolan: 

Kssaelv# eervlMl airf tHotsclc opine. 


^ct, X. 8. 
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OWPAHTMBNTOFTHIAHMY 

lit AOMINWRATIVI MHOOL CKHTIR AND FPDT tiMAMIH NARNilOM 

fODT UNJAMiN Harrison, INDIANA 4411 A 


albj-aota 

letter ORDERR NUMEER 8-lltl 


SUBJECT: Siwiw ARlittsoiioilwIlittoE^ 


24 August 1971 


FORTHEIHDIVIDUAL 

V 

IlMkNl; Approxiiniiiiy i8o glyu VOpODwCni! 9 July 1971 

R*|»r«d»i4: H/A * 

L«tv«iUii: H/A 

jb),Tm»HiNhlAWM2l»i«IAN 144502 JTR. RHabwnoMMiuihfei jcieoR 

ROR THE COMMANDER: 


u. HORTOHSOI 


DISTRIBUTION: 

M, 6, 10,11 Plus 
2 -^.AOPA 


■^OIP EST JUt 10 , 7 VKA 779 

S 3 W 50 oe CCB 059 (SF 191 C(a 2 « 59 )RO . 

EDT07/tt/71 , J41.i6 ? -‘f 

• ZCZC 1 GOVT fO BASHtNOTOM OC 

IM AATMEM « CAAA» HAIL SPECIAL OettVlAT CCRTir ICO 

59^1 BCOGC STREET CAST CHICAGO INDIANA , 


THE SECRETAAT OP THC ARHY HAS ASKEO W TO INFORM YOU THAT YOUR 
iROinERi captain OONMJ) g.- carr# has been rcportco missing in 
southeast ASIA since 6 JULY 1971 . HE BAS LAST 5 CW WILE A 
PASSENGER W A MILITARY AIRCRAFT ON A MILITARY MISSION BHEN 
RADIO contact with THE AIRCRAFT BAS LOST. SEARCH I S W 

PROGRESS. TOU BILL K PROIPTIY ADVISED AS 

WFORHATION IS RECl/VEO. W W TO PROTECT WYWORW^ 

that MIdHT BE USED TO Y 0 « BROTHER'S DETRIMENT, COORERATION 



name, rank, SERVICE number ANO” DATE OF BIRTH. 

deepest sympathy during this most trying period. THIS CONFIRMS 


SECRETARY OF THE MMY. 

VERNE L BOBERS MAJOR GENERAL USA THE ADJUTANT GENERAL 
department of the army BASHINGTON OC 


ltlNN(0897P EOT) 


iikiwiwm 



TeJegranW 


51»2p tsT JwL 15 /V0EA898 eso.W 

DE CCB28;i (NY 155 Cc 22«284)PD AflMY Ca<! tf«M a . 0U4Hp EOTO// 15 / /l 
'zc:c ’ WVT op U««HIN3T0N DC ' ' ' 

?^R J^AThEIiI V CARR, mail OPECIAL DELIVERY CEflTIPIEO 

: 552‘< W£OaE,«TRE£T EAc.TCHiCAJO 
'ST 

additional iNroRMATION MA^ been RECEIVED PROM TWE OVERSEA 

ODMMANO CflNCERNiNa TwE INCIDENT IN WHICH YOjR BROTsERj 

REVEALR t^at at approximately the time of TWE LAPT radio 
contact WITH THE AIRCRAFT, AN EXPLOSION OR CRA^H OP UNKNOWN 
I3IN WAR HEARD 6y A HECONNAIRSANCE TEAM WHICH WA« OPERATING 
« the «OJKDv OONALO WAR BELIEVEO^ ONLY AMERICAN 

«?1Y PERSON ABOARD The AIRCRAFT. THE SEARCH IS CONTlNOlNQ. 

TOU WILL EE PROMPTLY AOVIPEO AS additional information IS 

^^R^IVEO, this CONFIRMS PERn^^^^ 


ijdmn 


Telegram 


.Ewe^ENmivt or int .tc,r«V or f « mn. 
WNNWj. JOT) 



''i201o E''T M* -E'iOS' 

VcC 0 C? 0 ,(l!v '«;'iC42 1000)00 Afl''"CA« V‘=^'A , *25'’ IOT?X'’r ' 

■,'c*o 1 jovT PC' '■ 

MRATHEV:vCAPfl:'A:L«?Et:iLOELlvEP'^,CERT.inLO ' 

• ’ 552 U «s:3E Street' EA' i CHicAao INDIANA , 

fflE3P.ET TO inform .'YOU THAT NO AOOlTIONAu iNtOftMATJ'ON CONCERNlNa 
CJR -ROT HER, CAPTAIN DONALD a CARR, _ , ...Tr'rrt 

SEEN obtained. ThE 'EARCH I« CONTINUING. IN T-O-E IK A,.Ce 
•mE A MEMBER'c fate t'- NOT 0EF1NITELY-A«CERTA1N^ 

STANCE PURROJNOlNa HiR OIRAPPEARANCE AP.E THOROUGHLY INV Tl 
gated, our REULATWNR require the organization COMMANDER TO , 
WNVENE A BOARD OF OFFICERS TO 

TEN DAYS after TMfe ltjClOENT. : the BOARD WILL EXAMINE ALL AVAIL , 

AELE evidence AO INTERROGATE APROCIATE*ANO 

CONTRIBUTE INFORMATION WHICH WILL AeSl'T T^EM IN ARRIV.NG 



eOUND AND LOGICAL CONCLUMON. THE BOARD MAY RECOMMEND A CHANGE 
^ DONALD'S staTJf TO DECS AC ED ‘SHOULD the 

EVIDENCE BE AOEPUATELY CONCLOcIVE TD cUPPORT «0CM A qNOlNGj 
KlWEvER, IN the absence OF CONCLUCI'/E EVIDENCE, IT !«• NORMAL ha 
^ BE CONTINUED ffi MisSiNG. THE REPORT OF TmE PROCEEDING' 

•MS BOARD OF OFFICER' RMOOLO BE IN Y FFICE WlTHlN 'IxTY 
DAY'. I WILL CORRESPOND WITH YOU AFTER ThE BOARD HA' BEEN 
REVIEWED. NATURALLY 'MOULD ANY NEW DEVELOPMENT* OCCUR, I WILL 
^FORM YOU IHMEOIATCLY. 

VERNE L BOWER' MAJOR GENERAL USA 
T»€ ADJUTANT GENERAL DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY WASHINGTON DC, 
NNNN(1240P EOT) . 
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i0E025v09i)5)C t«503}i,*ca3o)po OV?o/73 0900 

TWX ARifY CAS WSH B 

KTOpoi XV flOVT PO VAWWfltaN be JAN 50 1973 

dear nr 'cam ' 

Luiti. ^ "** * ww W» 1 K 6 «, ciVTAm Dmko 0 . CAIW, 

wTn^pir ™ ' m«ma, i 

Sal wis TW wot n m tvm trn I 

TO^olnli TMAT fifOir trrwT it ooHtwUwa 

JMgtt WWttO PMIf lit OK tll »W 1 «»mw-tTICTnl-^rn».xn.^... ,, 



KECEWEO on A CHAOOe IK 101 ,^ H HIOE. IXI, |«,«n CO«riR« TKf 

IWOS RERSOIAt JlonriCAIKI. lOtlCH.KAs hade to yhu. 

»E«NE L IOVEAS IIAOM (BWAL o» IHE WJOTABT WEML 

OEPARTNWT or THE ARHY VABHIHQTON OC 
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- 2 - 


U.S. AIR' FORCE FIX5t>-’*l2NGA" IN-COHBAT: LOSSES' IN; 

. LOSS #1399' ' •'•■■ 

O.O.I.; 5 JULY 1971 
TIMEi 2030; MIGHT MISSION 
AIRCRAFT; bV^lOA 

HUMBER; 6714§34 .. \ 

OP. CODE.; SL (__ — ' 

SQDN: UNKMOVN 
BASE; UNKNOWI ' 

CALL SIGH: "UNKNOWN 

MISSIOM/HEAPON: UNKNOWN 

•TARGET/OB JECTIVE ; UNKNOWN 

CEIL7VIS: UNKNOWN ' '' 

JCSMO.; unknown' ' 

RT. ‘PKG. i UJIKNOWN 
MAMVR;- UNKNOWN 
PASS/ANGLE; UNKNOWN 
MISSION- PHASE,: • UNKNOWIf 
WHERE HIT; UNKNOWN 
tire OBSERVED; UNKNOWN 
HIT;LAOS(NOSPBCIFICS)- 
LOSS; LAOS (NO SPECIFICS) 

CREW; ONLY THOMAS. p.W. LISTED 

STATUS: MIA 

PILOT HIT: UNKNOWN. - 


.S, ASIA; 
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CARR, DONALD GENE "BUTCH" 
v y.S. ARMY, 0-3 
; ^U'.36:427'4' 

S.O;I. : 6 J’JLy '71 
CATEGORY: 4' 

LAOS . . • •• 

, li4700N, 1()71'76 oE ' 

, UTM:,YB 460352 

Accn953 .> . . 

ID': C-.i 4ft ' 


^J-?“A?T:' ov-lOA, ■ 

• 3R?c5;^i°°S«MBBR.i93g ■ . . . 

ID: I-05J . 

, DEAD HI .. r.ii,*. ... 


BRICHT'LIOHT STATtt<* nom 
KIltED,W action, iuT «IC 


MIME INTO 
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HlAOOUAmM - 

OWARTMtNTOrTWAWY . , 

OTlCt 0» 

• ' - 

r REPORT OP CAS UALTY ,|a 0193 a OF'dEAIH^ . 




I.CMW*t-'» »T‘'«fcJ3 ».TT.i 

e,' 3 *'* 

. A Mirch 1976 


' 2A February ,1970(X) 



Donild E. Cart, 23A FUlnor* Stratt, City, IS 46402, Ftt^t I 
Sry J. MllS c/o SiCthev Carr, 5531 l-rasg Snroct. EiifCh cigo. Ti. 
DomM C. C 4 rr,Jr.,c/o Cawl C. Coiflai, 7123 Thruihrtw 1*1, Saa Ar. 


uldtr tht proviiioni of Stctlon 555, Title 37. Unicid Stitei Code, and upon 

and delegation of authority by the Secrecety of the Aroy, The ^ 

Slot Donald C. Carr, to bo dead. He wai officially repotted aa ^ ‘-J*®' 

6 July 1971 vhile a paieenger on a nilltary aircraft viien contact -'•» 1 * • 

bl: «d ;,l !h. ,ir,0M. .t S...!... Ml-iU. tuu V. b«*. 

death la preauBid to have occurred on 4 March 1976. Rmina not recoye. . 

RapUcei 6th Corrected Mlislng In Action Report Iwued 1 Oct 75. 

Officer vaa a CPI 0-3 with baae pay of S938.70 when ha becaee aieeing. 

Uplacee FINDIHC OF DEATH REPORT Isiued 9 March 1976. 






